Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>
To: Etta Armstrong <etta armstrong@lacity.org=

——— Forwarded message —-—--m-----

From: Luciralia Ibarra <luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org>

Date; Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:04 AM

Subject: Fwd: MILLENNIUM. .File no. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-2C-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

To: Sharon Gin <sharan gin@lacity org> ;

-—-—— Forwarded message ~-m-m-—-

From: Bill Miller <nyc.bill@aol.com>

Date: Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 12:08 PM

Subject: MILLENNIUM..File no. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-2C-CUB-CU-2V-HD

To: Councilmember.Cedillo@lacity.org, Councilmember. Krekorian@lacity.org, Councilmember. Blumenfield@lacity. org,
Councilmember. LaBonge@ilacity.org, Councitmember. Koretz@lacity. org, Councilmember. Fuentes@lacity.org,
Councilmember, Parks@lacity.org, Councilmember. Price@]acity.crg, Councilmember.Wesson@lacity.org,
Councilmember. Bonin@lacity.org, Councilmember. Englander@lacity.org, Councilmember. O'Farrelt@lacity. org,
Councilmember. Huizar@lacity.org, Councilmember.Buscaino@lacity.org, mayor@lacity.org

Cc: luciratia.ibarra@lacity.org

Please submit for The Administrative Record.
File no. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

Caltrans is angry.. THREE letters to THE CITY, ONE to Eric Garcetti, all went IGNORED, about the "UNSAFE ' traffic conditions and
Millennium's inadequate, NO mitigations traffic study..

Click to CALTRANS LETTERS in Article:

hitp: //www . latimes. com/business/realestate/la-fi-hiltzik-20130619,0,1425817 . column

Communities are angry..Attorneys, Litigation..

Over 40 organizations, two on line petitions, nearly 3,000 signers from all across LA, seven Neighborhood Councils... are all opposed to
Millennium Projects.

A PROVEN ACTIVE FAULT LINE is under the proposed projects, Research and MAPS were presented by an Attorney and dismissed by
the PLUM Committee..

Both 'UNSAFE' TRAFFIC Conditions AND building on an Active Fault Line are LIFE/DEATH situations..
ALL IGNORED and DISMISSED

City Council MUST REJECT Millennium Projects.
Communitie’s LIVES are at stake..

Millennium enabled L.A.'s former and L.A.'s current Mayors to WIN.

They funded all three PLUM COMMITTEE member's campaigns, who chose to ignore all the evidence. ..
And the new CD13 councilmember's campaign....and many council members past and present.
PLEASE STOP this sell out of Hollywood, Los Angeies, PEOPLE and COMMUNITIES to this developer.
What kind of PLANNING is THIS?..

When Earthquake research proves LIWVES WILL BE AT RISK..

When Caltrans says lives will be at risk.

WHO will take responsibility?

It is up to you to PO THE RIGHT THING.

THE PLANNING REPORT




htip://www. planningreport. com/2013/07/08/la-roast-f-plunkitt-explains-it-all-las-answer-gridiock-streamiined-planning-permitting

"politicians, to sunive, tend to say one thing, especially during an election campaign, and do another, often the opposite....
....young Eric, like his predecessor Antonio Villaraigosa, and, for that matter, the City Council, the Planning Department and most other
domains at City Hall, continues to bend, understandably, to the will of developers and their entourage of consultants. Case in point: the
proposed Millennium project. It has gotten a lot of residents angry, and it has made the usually calm Calfrans concerned.....

. it's interesting to note that while campaigning, Garcetti disavowed the 35 and 39-story twin towers. But in the Council he
blessed the mixed-use residential, hotel, and commercial project....”

"...the dewelopers alliterating that the projects are “transformative and transit-oriented.” Nice ring to it, if not particularly accurate. | don't :
know how many of the denizens of the proposed high-end development will ride the subways; more likely their help will. ... They'd never l
sunive the already terrible Hollywood fraffic to find a parking space, a situation sure to worsen if the projects are built. ;
LGW undoubtedly would have described the Millennium as a form of “honest graft,” contending it would create jobs and generate
profits for all involved, but particularly for invesfors...... "

http:/Awww. planningreport. com/2013/07/08/la-roas -j-plunkiti-explains-it-all-las-answer-gridlock-streamlined-planning-permitting

LA Roast - (TJ) Plunkitt explains it all... LA's Answer for |
Gridlock: A Streamlined Planning & Permitting Process!

This is another in a series of TPR exclusive inferviews with TJ Flunkitl, a direct descendent of the infamous George Washington

Plunkitl, the sachem a century ago of Tammany Hall, who proudly and infamously generated fortunies for the city's deep-pockeled elite,
and also, nof incidentally, for himself. TJ is now in Los Angeles on a {ravel and study grant from the family's Institute of Government
Studies to substantiate his forefathers. thesis that political conniving is essential to the economic health of cities, if most citizens even ;
cared. But TPR does, and has been following TJ s shoe-leather research. :

R Genn

"Despite good intentions in the past, the planning department always seems to be a step behind as it stumbles forward.
Frankly, Los Angeles appears, from walking its streets and neighborhoods, to be a city that grows not according to an
informed, innovative planning process, but opportunistically, project-by-project, catch as catch can.” -TJ Plunkitt

The Pianning Report had previously encountered TJ in Downtown Los Angeles in the Department of Water and Power and LA
Metro headquarter cafeterias, as well as the LA City Hall second floor coffee shop, mingling there among the more secure,
self-satisfied bureaucrats and their trailing sycophants. Last month, TPR found TJ in Hollywood, checking on how then
mayoral candidate Garcetti served his council district. With election results now in, he was there again this month, with usin
tow, speculating on how Hollywood’s high-rise rebirth might foretell Los Angeles’ courtship of elegant density.

TJ: As an LA resident of now six months, it is a place | actually avoid, as do most natives, leaving it to the tourists. | happen to be here
today just still checking out the councit district Eric Garcetti represented for 12 years for some clues as to what he might do now that he
has been elected Mayor of Los Angeles. My great forefather told me politicians, to sunive, tend to say one thing, especially during an
election campaign, and do another, often the opposite. Therefore, to avoid being just another academic or a blogging pundit scouring
hearsay and second-hand information, | have to push away from the computer screens and get out and walk the neighborhood streets.
TPR: And what are you hearing there?

TJ: That young Eric, like his predecessor Antonic Villaraigosa, and, for that matter, the City Council, the Planning Department and most
other domains at City Hall, continues to bend, understandably, to the will of developers and their entourage of consultants. Case in




point: the proposed Millennium project. it has gotten a lot of residents angry, and it has made the usually calm Calfrans concerned.

TPR: Yes, it's interesting to note that while campaigning, Garcetti disavowed the 35 and 39-story twin towers. But in the
Council he blessed the mixed-use residential, hotel, and commercial project, citing, as has a chorus of other public officials
and most of the good government types, that such developments—including the newly noticed Hollywood Palladium Towers
—are vital to the economic growth and rising profile of Hollywood and Los Angeles.

TJ: | have to admit, | liked the developers alliterating that the projects are "transiormative and transit-oriented.” Nice fing to it, if not
particularly accurate. | don't know how many of the denizens of the proposed high-end development will ride the subways; more likely their
help will. For sure they won't be driving. They'd never survive the already terrible Hollywood traffic to find a parking space, a situation sure
to worsen if the projects are built.

Whatever, GW loved those turn of phrases, as he did expediting most any sort of big bucks construction project. He undoubtedly would
have described the Millennium as a form of "honest graft,” contending it would create jobs and generate profits for all involved, but
particularly for investors. You know, “creating jobs” is the magic platitude to open City Hall doors these days, like “open sesame” was for
Ali Baba in the long ago adventure tale of Ali Baba and the Forty Thieves. K
TPR: But you don’t have to attend the public-spirited academic conferences, seminars, and workshops on our urban future to
recognize that real estate has long been City Hall’s basic sustenance. As even the liberai, neighborhood advocate Jan Perry
declared during her ill-fated mayoral campaign, the only way for the city to beat this lingering recession is to build. This was
reiterated in a TPR interview with planning director Michael LoGrande and in the lame duck council’s approval of the merger
of the city’s permitting and planning departments, supposedly to expedite the project approval process. If is reporied that
almost everyone who breached Cify Hall’s “Do Not Enter” barriers and security to be present at council cheered, in particular
sponsoring Councilmember Mitch Englander, but especially the land use lawyers and their consultants. By ali accounts, they
can’t wait until it is polished and takes eflfect January 1 of next year.

Advertisement

TJ: This, no doubt, will give everyone affected a litile breathing room to maneuver, find a new sinecure, and/or solidify their present one, all
very much in keeping with my forefather's benign public sendce philosophy. If anyone leaves public senice, it usually is the more
competent, confident of a comparable, better-compensated job in the private sector. Those remaining tend to be protected but less
energetic.

TPR: That is pretty harsh, if not a cliché. Public service is very much a challenge, as former Ventura County manager Rick
Cole contended in an article accompanying this exchange. Even your misanthropic forefather would agree—public servants
are underappreciated.
R Genn TJd: Yes, GW was very much a paragon of public senice, even if the press
constantly was taking him to task. But he really didn't mind, as long as his
bread was being buttered—and on both sides, too, holding down four city
jobs at once and making him, in time, a millionaire. Certainly he would have
cheered the merger, since apparently no jobs will be lost in the Planning or
Building and Salety departments—at least that is what the proponents

say. Indeed, my forefather, in his wisdom, would further predict that in most
Hikelihood more jobs probably would be generated, especially the ever-
invincible managers and their aides they always seem to need to track the
heawy in-and-out basket activity between the persevering personnel. | expect
permit applications rather than being expedited will soon be piling up on
select desks, not unlike before the merger, with no one rushing to sign off
lest they be criticized for some reason or other in the initial self-conscious
cautious operations of the hyped fresher and cleaner Garcetti administration.
GW often cbsenved that when someone feels they are at the end of a rope,
they tend to make a knot. And to be sure they will not be Boy Scout knots,
and most likely will be daunting fo untie, probably Gordian..

I note that in approving the merger the LA City Council in particular directed
the City Administrative Office to retain a management consultant to aid in
the transition plans. You can expect the extras to pile up, as Cole hints at in
his insightful op-ed for TPR. | note he also questioned whether the merger
really is needed to spur the city’s development and job creation; that it just
might not be as effective as hoped; and in the bureaucratic shuffling,
planning could be subsumed by the permitting process.

TPR: Perhaps, but changing names on doors and moving chairs in
offices might be an excellent opportunity for planning to assert its
prerogatives, and pursue a more enlightened vision of an evolving
Los Angeles. What do you think GW would say?

TJ: As he always said, “You see your opportunity, and you take it.” Despite
good intentions in the past, the planning depariment always seems tobe a
step behind as it stumbles forward. Frankly, Los Angeles appears, from walking its streets and neighborhoods, to be a city that grows not
according to an informed, innovative planning process, but opportunistically, project-by-project, catch as catch can. That, no doubt, is an
occasion for the private lawyers and project lacilitators, as is every conllicted move the City Council attempts to improve Los Angeles, and,
as GW would predict, themselhes. But maybe also, with some initiative and imagination by a new mayor, this also might be an opportunity
for the idealistic planners as well. Certainly it is grist for my mill.




Luciralia lbarra

City Planner

Major Projects

Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Rm 750
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ph: 213.978.1378

Fx: 213.978.1343




Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org> Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 9:19 AM
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@iacity.org>

- Forwarded message ———

From: Luciralia Ibarra <luciralia.ibarra@lacity .org>

Date: Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:59 AM

Subject: Fwd: Millennium File # VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-Z2V-HD..

To: Sharon Gin <sharon gin@lacity org>

-——- Forwarded message ————-

From: <Nebet1@aol.com=>

Date: Sat, Jul 13, 2013 at 3:25 PM

Subject: Millennium File # VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-2V-HD..

To: Eric.Menjivar@asm.ca.gov, Josh.Kurpies@asm.ca.gov, luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org

Cc: mayor@lacity.org, councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.englander@lacity.org,
councilmember.wesson@lacity.org, councilmember. parks@lacity.org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember.koretz@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, councilmember.labonge@alcity.org,
councilmember.o'farrell@lacity .org, councilmember.bonin@lacity.org, councilmember. fuentes@lacity.org,
councitmember.cedillo@lacity.org, councilmember.price@lacity.org, councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org,
Assemblymember.Gatto@assembly.ca.gov, Assemblymember.Bloom@assembly.ca.gov

Los Angeles City Council should respect Caltrans and Hollywood taxpayers

nal v illennium Holl \ proiectl]

It has become almost routine for community groups to rise up in protest whenever a big developer proposes a
project likely to make their city neighborhoods unrecognizable.

But what's happening with the giant Millennium Hollywood project is much more unusual: In this case, a state
agency is taking up the cudgel against the city ol Los Angeles, accusing city cfficials of using bogus statistics
and trampling over state law in an effort to push the project through to approval by the City Council.

The state agency is the California Department of Transportation. Caltrans is responsible for the health and welfare
of the 101 Freeway, which winds within a block or two around the Millennium site.

The agency says, quite reasonably, that a $664-million prcject — comprising 461 residential units, 254 hotel
rooms, more than a quarter-million square feet for office space, and 80,000 square feet of retail in two towers
looming over the landmark Capitol Records building close to the already-busy corner of Hollywood and Vine —
can't help but have a marked effect on the freeway. In fact, Cattrans makes it plenty clear that without significant
changes in the plan, the efiect on the 101 could be disastrous.




Caltrans is irked that city officials seem to have wholly ignored its concerns. In a May 7 letter to Councilman Eric
Garcetti, whose district encompasses the Millennium site — and who is a critic of the project and is the mayor-
elect — the agency said that it hadn't heard from city officials since Feb. 19, when it listed a rait of misgivings
about the Millennium. The City Council's vote, which was originally scheduled for Wednesday, is likely to be put
off until July.

There are two bottom lines in the Caltrans analysis: one, the potential impacts from this mega-project will make
the freeway and surrounding streets more unsale; and two, the failure to measure and properly mitigate these
impacts violates the California Environmental Quality Act, or CEQA.

The latter conclusion shouldn't be overlooked. CEQA has long been a whipping boy for real estate developers,
who gripe that it serves only as a tool for anti-growth malcontents.

But if the City Council gives the Millennium a green light despite the unanswered questions about it, CEQA will
be the only leverage the community will have to minimize its deleterious impacts. "Without CEQA compliance,
this would be a big giveaway," says Robert P. Silverstein, a land-use lawyer representing more than 40
community and neighborhood groups opposing the project.

The battle already is shaping up along David versus Goliath lines. Millennium Partners is the epitome of big-
money real estate development, the backer of billions of dollars in luxury developments in New York, Boston,
Washington and San Francisco. lts Hollywood plan, featuring two towers of which one could be as tall as 585
feet, or 55 stories, aims to take advantage of city zoning changes that encourage high-density development near
Metro stations, such as the stop at Hollywood and Vine.

Millennium's style is to gravitate toward high-profile but down-at-the-heels urban centers and spiff them up —
creating "luxurious residential environments surrounded by beautiful places to work, shop, exercise and be
entertained,” it says with all due modesty. "All of our projects altered the skyline," Millennium co-founder Philip
Aarons remarked in a recent inteniew with the Bloomberg news senice.

That's always nice, especially if you're the one doing the altering. But the people who live and work under the
existing skyline don't always perceive the gain. One of the criticisms heard about the Millennium Hollywood is
that the towers, which will be the tallest buildings in Hollywood, will dominate, rather than complement, the low-
rise neighborhoods around them and the Capitol building, which Millennium owns and will incorporate into the
project.

Millennium does have the current city administration's favor. City Hall insiders say Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa
has pressed for rapid approval, perhaps because he sees the Millennium as some sort of legacy. Bui the
unresolved questions about traffic suggest that the whole scheme may need a better going-over than it has
received.

That's not the view of the developers. "This will be the most highly regulated project ever approved by the city,"
declares Jerold B. Neuman, the project's Los Angeles land-use attorney.

Neuman says the disagreement between Caltrans and the city involves a broader fight between them over how to
set standards for reviewing emironmental issues with local and state impacts. "We're stuck in the cross hairs,"
he told me.

Still, it's hard to argue that Caltrans is out of line in questioning the city's assertion that this huge project would
feed no more than 150 cars a day onto the 101 during peak hours. That's the threshold figure the city used to
justiiy its conclusion that the Millennium would have "a less than significant impact ... on freeway segments” —
and therefore "no mitigation is required."

From Caltrans' point of view, that stretches plausibility to the breaking point. (Even if it were true, Caltrans says,
the 101 is so jammed now that 150 more rush-hour cars is significant enough. Would anyone who drives the
Hollywood Freeway disagree?) Caltrans says the city's estimate "is not based on any credible analysis that
could be found anywhere" in the emvironmental impact report. And it points out that more overload on the 101
means mote backups from on-ramps onto city streets, more cars spewing exhaust into residential
neighborhoods, more potential vehicle/pedestrian encounters (and we know who always wins those).



Caltrans says the city didn't bother to study the freeway segments where there would be the most impact,
including the six on- and oft-ramps closest to the Millennium site. When it did study traffic impacts, Caltrans
adds, it used faulty formulas,.including giving the developer too much credit for mitigation efiorts such as
bikeshare and carpooling.

Tomas Carranza, a senior transportation engineer at the city Department of Transportation, told me that the
developers will put in place a "really aggressive trip reduction program” exploiting the city's transit system and
incentives to encourage residents, workers and visitors to leave their cars at home. But he also acknowledges
that "there will be more traffic, and there will be unmitigated impacts” from the Millennium.

The council's vote, when it comes, will amount o a judgment that the upside of building the Millennium will
outweigh ihe inenvitable downsides. Can we trust the evidence they'll be relying on? Caltrans says no.

Michael Hiltzik s column appears Sundays and Wednesdays. Reach him at mhiltzik@latimes.com, read past
- columns at latimes.com/hiltzik, check out facebook.com/hiltzik and follow @hiltzikm on Twitter.

Luciralia Ibarra

City Planner

Major Prejects

Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Rm 750
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ph: 213.978.1378

Fx: 213.978.1343
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Fwd: Millennium File #VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV -
HD..Caltrans IGNORED warnigns of UNSAFE traffic/unmitigated by
Millennium..CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC for Projects In Hollywood near the 101
Freeway.

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org> Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 9:19 AM
To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity.org>

-———-- Forwarded message —————

From: Luciralia Ibarra <luciralia_ibarra@iacity org>

Date: Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:58 AM

Subject: Fwd: Millennium File #VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD..Caltrans IGNORED
warnigns of UNSAFE traffic/unmitigated by Millennium..CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC for Projects In Hollywood near
the 101 Freeway.

To: Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org>

—_—— Forwarded message —-———

From: <emma.riordan@aot.com>

Date: Fri, Jul 12, 2013 at 6:30 PM

Subject: Millennium File #V1T-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC- CUB CU-2V-HD. .Caltrans IGNORED
warnigns of UNSAFE traffic/unmitigated by Millennium..CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC for Projects In HoIEywood near
the 101 Freeway.

To: luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org

Cc: mayor@lacity .org, councilmember.huizar@lacity.org, counciimember.englander@lacity.org,
councilmember.wesson@lacity.org, councilmember.parks@lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember koretz@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, councilmember labonge@alcity.org,
councilmember.o'farreli@lacity.org, councilmember.bonin@lacity.org, councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org,
councilmember.cedillo@lacity .org, councilmember. price@lacity.org, councilmember.blumeniield@lacity.org

For The Administrative Record
Millennium File #VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

Letters from Caltrans are in L.A. Times article, to the City and Eric Garcetti, warning of Millennium contributing to
UNSAFE Tratlic Conditions, with inadequate traffic MITIGATIONS..

ALL LETTERS IGNORED..

L A. Times Millennium/Caltrans article ...click to THE IGNORED LETTERS FROM CALTRANS in article..
http://www latimes.com/business/realestate/la-fi-hiltzik-20130619,0,1425817 .column#

KPCC

http:/fwww.scpr.org/news/2013/07/08/38069/community-groups-woice-concerns-over-hollywood-sky/
With Comments by Attorney Robert Silverstein

"Concerns have also been expressed by the California Department of Transportation.

The state agency, which is in charge of highway construction, planning and



maintenance, said in May that the City of L.A.'s study did not analyze the traffic impact it would have on the
state's highway system.

"As a commenting agency, we would like to, once again, bring to the

City's attention that the project impacts will likely result in unsafe

conditions due to additional traffic congestion, unsafe gueing and

difficult maneuvering,”" wrote Dianna Watson, a California Department of
Transportation senior transportation planner, in a May letter.

The letter was addressed to then-counciimember now L.A. Mayor Eric Garcetti.
Watson said she was concerned that the city's traffic study for the

Millennium Project did not meet the requirements under the California
Environmental Quality Act.....

The developer says it will “take its cues” from L.A.’s Planning and Transportation Departments." (Dismissing ALL
of Caltrans Warnings) '

BOTH THE UNSAFE TRAFFIC WARNINGS AND THE ACTIVE FAULT LINE WARNINGS, PRESENTED TO ;
PLUM COMMITTEE, HAVE ALL BEEN DISMISSED BY PLUM COMMITTEE, ERIC GARCETTI, THE CITY, AND
NOW POSSIBLY THE FULL CITY COUNCIL JULY 24th.

Hollywood New Construction: 29,783 Vehicle Generated Trips
(Twenty nine thousand, seven hundred eighty three vehicles from 5 projects)

* Vehicle trips are net vehicle trips, not gross vehicle frips and do not include allowances for
special events or major public street or sidewalk closures.

* Traffic study information obtained from review of only 5 Hollywood project DEIR and FEIR, out of
a potential 70-130. New projects either currently under construction, final approval stage or
proposed for Hollywood and one-one and one half mile radius.

* Metro Rail Line does not operate 24/7. Check Train schedule for station arrival & departure times:
Red & Purple Lines Train Schedule

Monday through Fr;day Friday to Saturday Mornlng Saturday, Sunday, Holiday

¢ LA Metro Home | Maps & Timetables Bus

Limited Night Hours. Check Bus schedule for bus stop times

Py i ,

1.BLVD 6200 Under Construction
is expected to generate approximately 9,387 net daily trips

2 Columbia Square Project Under Construction
The project is estimated to generate 9,226 net daily frips



3.Emerson College Project Under Construction
The Proposed Project would generate a total of 110 trips in the A.M. and 73 trips in the P.M.
peak hour

4.0ld Spaghetti Factory, Sunset/ Gordon Under Construction

The Proposed Project is anticipated o generate a total of 1,248 net daily trips with 169 trips
occurring during the a.m. peak hour and 127 trips during the p.m. peak hour. Project-related
traffic volumes would be less than significant at all 9 of the studied intersections during the a.m.
and p.m. peak hours.

5. Millennium Hollywood Final approval process

the Project is expected to generate approximately 9,922 net daily trips, including 574 trips
during the AM peak hour (321 inbound, 253 outbound) and 924 trips during the PM peak hour
(486 inbound, 438 outbound).

**Cumulative Projects - (Per Emerson College EIR)

A list of proposed development projects that could affect traffic conditions in the Project Area
was prepared based on information obtained from a variety of sources including the City of Los
Angeles Department of Transportation, Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of L.os
Angeles, and the Department of City Planning. A total of 70 potential development prajects
were identified, the locations of which are shown in Section lll, Environmental Seiting (see
Figure llI-1 and Table llIl-1).

See Emerson College link for this DEIR iraitic study.

1. BLVD 6200 - Under Construction

IV. . Traffic/Transportation/Parking Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report Cily
ol Los Angeles April 2006

A.D.D_IIIQNS_de Correctlon & Rendermgs

Table IV.L-8 Pro;ect Trip Adjustment Factors - Page /V.L-37




The results of the project trip generation calculations, including adjustments for internal, transit
and pass- by trips, and the removal of existing site uses, are summarized in Table IV.L-7. As
shown in this fable, the project is expected to generate approximately 9,387 net daily
trips, including 477 trips during the AM peak hour (135 inbound, 342 outbound) and 806 trips
during the PM peak hour (443, inbound, 363 outbound).

2. Columbia Square Project - Under Construction

ENV-2007-818-EIR

APPLICANT: PPD Gowerl|,LLC

PREPARED BY: Environmental Review Section Los Angeles City Planning
Department

May 21, 2009

B. Trip Generation

The project is estimated to generate 9,226 net daily trips, with 758 net trips in the a.m.
peak hour and 755 net frips in the p.m. peak hour (see Attachment 3). These trip generation
estimates are based on formulas published by the Instifute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Trip Generation, 7th Edition, 2003.

2,004 parking spaces.

3. Millennium Hollywood Prcject - Final approval
Case Number; ENV-2011-675-EIR State Clearinghouse Number: 2011041094

Project Location: 1720, 1722, 1724, 1730, 1740, 1745, 1749, 1750, 1751, 1753, 1760, 1762, 1764, 1766, 1768,
1770 N. Vine Street; 6236, 6270, 6334 W. Yucca Street; 1733, 1741 N. Argyle Avenue; 1746, 1748, 1754, 1760,
1764 N. lvar Avenue, Los Angeles, California, 90028

Council District: 13

Millennium Hollywood Project IV.K.1 Transportation - Traffic Draft Environmental Impact Report Page IV.K.1-26
City of Los Angeles October 2012

As shown in Table V.K.1-5, the Project is expected to generate approximately 9,922 net daily
trips, including 574 trips during the AM peak hour (321 inbound, 253 outbound) and 924 trips during

the PM peak hour (486 inbound, 438 outbound).




5. Emerson College Los Angeles Center Project - Under Construction

IV.K.1. Tratlic/Transportation Drall Environmenlal iImpact Report

hitp:/cityplanning lacity org/eir/EmersonCollege/DEIR/DE IR Sections/IV K.
Traffic_Transportation_Parking.pdf

The Proposed Projectwould generate a total of 110 trips inthe A M_peak hour, of which

22 trips would be inbound and 88 trips would be outbound. The Project would generate 73 trips
inthe P M_peak hour, of which 45 would be inbound and 28 would be outbound. As canbe

seen in Table V.K-4, the majority of the trips would be generated by the students traveling
to/from internships and on other trips. The proposed on-site uses would generate the minority
of trips.

**Cumulative Projects - (per Emerson College EIR)




A list of proposed development projects that could affect traffic conditions in the Project Area
was prepared based on information obtained from a variety of sources including the City of Los
Angeles Department of Transportation, Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los

Angeles, and the Department of City Planning. A total of 70 potential development projects
were identified, the locations of which are shown in Section lll, Environmental Setting (see

Flgure Ii[~1 and Table III—1) ln_toiaL_the_cumulaime_Lejaied_pm;echaiahase_Lndudes

Not included in above

Holiywood Gower

1 Infroduction Final Environmental Irpact Report Page I-1 ENV-2007-5750-EIR

City of Los Angeles June 2010

http:/Mmww.planning.lacity.org/eir/HollywoodGower/F EIR/F EIR Sections/FEIR Hollywood &
Gower Project.pdf

The single structure would be irregular in shape and would be sited with the tallest portions of the building
towards the northeastern corner of the prcject site. The subterranean level would contain residential parking.
The ground floor would include approximately 7,200 square feet of retail space located along Hollywood
Boulevard and Gower Street, which would create a commercially-oriented street level presence, a residential
lobby located on the corner of Hollywood Boulevard and Gower Street, and portions of the parking structure.
Levels two through four would consist of the podium-style parking garage which, in combination with the
parking on the subterranean level and ground floor, would provide a total of 345 parking spaces. Access to the
parking structure, for both residential tenants and retail customers, would be located on the ground level along
Gower Street. Level five would contain various resident-only, indoor and outdoor amenities. These amenities
would include outdoor recreational features such as a pool and spa, and a BBQ area, and indoor residential
amenities would include a fitness center, a club room complete with bar and kitchen, and a screening room,
Levels six through 19 form the residential tower and would contain 176 residential units. The 176 residential
units would comprise 25 studio units, 107 one-bedroom units, 42 two-bedroom units, and two three-bedroom
units. These units would vary in size from 575 square feet to 3,250 square feet. Level 20 would include
approximately 5,300 square feet of usable space for additional residential amenities with the remaining area
serving as the roof top for Level 20 with mechanical equipment. Level 20 residential amenities would include an
approximately 2,310 foot “Sky Lounge,” which would be a private lounge-type space and a 3,000 square foot
covered roof terrace with bar area. Total open space provided by the proposed prcject would be approximately
19,275 square feet, which meets the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) requirements. Located above the
covered roof terrace would be a helipad.

The proposed praject would be approximately 270 feet tall featuring a stepped design to minimize the massing
of the structure. The building is modern in style.

[0 Boulevard 6200/Clarett Project (1614-1736 Argyle Avenue) — approved for 1,014 apartment units,




28 joint live/work condominiums, and 175,000 square feet of retail (VTT-67429).

O Camden Project/Whole Foods Market (1540 N. Vine Street) — approved for 306 units, 69,000
square feet of retail space, and a maximum height of 145 feet (CPC-2006-3871-ZC-CUB-SPR).

0 Hollywood & Vine (6253 Hollywood Boulevard) — approved for 60 joint live/work condominiums
and 8 commercial condominiums (TT-60544).

I W Hotel (6252 Hollywood Boulevard) — approved for 300 hotel rooms, 150 residential condominiums,
375 apartment units, and 61,500 square feet of commercial retail floor area, with a maximum height of
150 feet (CPC-2005-4358-ZC-ZAA, VTT-63297).

O Sunset & Vine (6301 Sunset Boulevard) — approved for 300 condominium units and 105,000 square
feet of retail/restaurant uses (ZA-98-0898-CUB-CUZ-ZV, V1T-53206). g
O Pali House (1717-Vine Street) — proposed to provide 57 residential condominium units and 2
commercial condominivm units with a 5,498 square foot restaurant (VIT-62636 and ZA-2005- 2518-
CUX). /

O Sunset & Gordon (5935 Sunset Boulevard at the site of the Old Spaghetti Factory) — Proposed to
provide 311 condominium units, 13,500 square feet of ground floor retail, a 8,500 square foot restaurant,
and 40,000 square feet of office floor area (CPC-2007-515-GPA-ZC-HD-CU-PAB- ZV-ZA A-SPR-
SPE-SPP).

a large number of projects are either currently underway or are proposed for
construction within the project vicinity (the “related projects™). As a result, the
Hollywood community is currently experiencing a substantial amount of construction
related activity, producing substantial congestion and delay at various locations due
to street closures, lane closures, large construction vehicles, and other factors.
Although the proposed timelines for some of the area developments are known, the
City does not have any specific knowledge or control of the construction schedules

for most of the area projects.
Cumulative Impacts - Housing

The dwelling units that would be developed with the related projects in combination
with the proposed project’s dwelling units would potentially yield a combined
population increase of approximately 27,726 persons. While the number of
people that would be generated by the proposed project in combination with the
related projects would potentially exceed the prejected 2005-2010 population
increase for the HCPA, this overall growth has been anticipated in SCAG, City and
CRA regional forecasts. Moreover, the concentration of population and employment
growth in a highly urbanized area such as Hollywood, with excellent access to the
regional transportation system, is promoted in numerous regional and local land use
plans and policies. Therefore, the proposed project’s incremental contribution to
cumulative population and housing growth would not be considerable, and
cumulative impacts associated with population and housing would be less than
significant.




Luciralia lbarra

City Planner

Major Projects

Department of City Planning -
200 N. Spring Sireet, Rm 750
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ph: 213.978.1378

Fx: 213.978.1343




Fwd: Millennium...File # VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-2C-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

kR

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org> ’ Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 919 AM -

Jo: Etta Armstrong <etia armstrong@iacity .org>

——— Forwarded message
From; Luciratia ihbarra <luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org> ;
Date: Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:58 AM ‘
Subject: Fwd: Millennium... File # VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

To: Sharon Gin <sharon gin@lacity arg> '

Forwarded message
From: Bill Miller <nyc.bill@aol.com=>

Date: Sat, Juf 13, 2013 at 12:26 PM

Subject: Millennium...File # VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-Zv-HD

To: luciratia.ibarrag@@lacity. org

Cc: mayor@lacity.org, counciimember. huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.engiander@iacity.org, councilmember.wesson@lacity.org, councilmember. parks@lacity. org,
councilmember. krekorian@lacity. org, councilmember koretz@lacity. org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, councilmember.jabenge@lacity. org,

councilmember. o'farrell@iacity. org, councilmembet. bonin@lacity.org, councilmember. iuentes@lacity.org, councilmember. cedillo@lacity.org,

councilmember. price@lacity.org, councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org

Submitting for The Administrative Record

Millennium Fite # VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-2C-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

Traflic Contributing Developments in Hollywood

Millennium's inadequate and UNSAFE' {according to Caltrans) traffic study..

And IGNORED LETTERS OF WARNINGS TO THE CITY AND ERIC GARCETTE:

L.A. Times Millennium/Caltrans article ...

http:/Awww. latimes.com/business/realestate/la-fi-hiltzik-20130619,0, 1425817 . columr#

1. Tourists and visitors coming to special events and movie premieres were Nat accounted for.

2. Closures of major public streets and sidewalks for Hollywood's special events were not accounted for.
3. Only ONE subway line and traflic choked buses with limited late night hours of operation...

Will the city pay to keep the red line open 24/7 ?

Will ali these people in Hollywood, REALLY leave their cars home, and take Public Transpoertation, as L.A. City Politicos claim?

Will Mitlennium’s Miltion Dollar Condo residents REALLY leave their cars home and take Public Transportation, as Millennium claims?

4. Did the City ask Millennium for the money for Metro Improverment and for longer hours ?
It Closes at 12:30 A.M-1:00AM.

5. How will that be useful to Hollywood Nightclub Patrons of all the ever muitiplying  Nightclubs and The Hollywood Chamber and Eric Garcefii encouraged Hollyweod
{'Renitalization") NIGHTLIFE in Hollywood?

Are we to believe that all ¢f these Hollywood 'Resitalization’ Visitors are actually going to ALL leave their cars home in favor of Public Transit that closes down betfore
they are ready to head home??

8. The City says it will manage to keep traffic fiowing even throughout Millermium construction, with ne signiicant impact on freeways — even If ALL these projects
were to be buiit at cnce.

The Hollywood Chamber of Commerce says 10 MILLION TOURISTS come to Hollywood a year...
THEY were NOT taken into account in any Millennium (inadequateUNSAFE"} Traflic Study...

THE MILLENNIUM HOLLYWOOD TOD IS A TRANSIT ORIENTED DISASTER' ..

Millennium's Traflic Study has been called inadequate and will cause UNSAFE' traflic conditions by Caltrans, yet no one is doing a thing about this.
Millennium projects continue o gets passed through at every level.

Even alter Active Fauit Line PROOF and MAPS were presrented by Atfomeys to The PEUM COMMITTEE..

ALL DANGEROUS, LIFE THREATENING RESEARCH was DISMISSED by them.



If Millennium projects are passed by City Council July 24th, City Council will surely be putting people's lives at risk.

Is all of Millenrium's Campaign Financing to L.A. City Politicos worth putting LIVES AT RISK?

Regarding the UNSAFE Traffic situation..

Millennium says it will take i's cues from the CITY Depts. of Planning and Transporta$ion’

Isn't that thumbing their noses at the STATE CALTRANS DEPT.'s WARNINGS of UNSAFE Traffic Conditions their massive projects will cause.?

KPCC
http:/fwww. scpr.org/news/2013/07/08/38068/community-groups-wice-concerns-over-hollywood-sky/

HOLLYWOOD CHAMBER LIST OF HOLLYWOQOD DEVELOPMENTS
All Tratfic-Contributing to Local Hollywood Streets and the 101 Freeway.

WHERE are the Hollywood Councilmembers protecting PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES THAT VOTED FOR THEM??
One (CD13) has been funded by Miliennium, and supported by The Hollywood Chamber..

The other one?

Silent.



CHAM&EQ OF C{}MMEQCE

A PROJECT OF THE
HOLLYWOQOD CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

WWW. HOLLYWOQODCHAMBER.NET
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A Broject of the Hollywood Chamber of Commaerce
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{fias #34) ROADSIDE )
Apprpss: - B3B0 Sunset Biwd.

Sandwich shop opens Sumsher 2013 i Sie:

2000508, of spacs Bt Arclight
Hollywoad, e

38, SHOP HOUSE

apest: B3R &%&lﬁgt "
NS & restannnt

m@ occupled by Baja Fresh &t €

Sunzet & Ving,

FISPICE HOLLYWOOD BISTRO
amemey 144 N, Cohuenga !
Indiate fusion resiaurant opened spﬁrg

2013, QENET24645,

40, TiN HORN FLATS

ALBRESS! Hig&!mkva‘ sl Yucca
Wasten cowboyaiyls siioen ard reslay-
rant it 4 BOG-su.b, spote al 13» Je¥fpreon
In 2013, (3284522040,

(Sas £34) STELLA BARRA

rees B2 Steesd Blvd,

ﬁ%ﬁaﬂ a;ﬁne in siesk, Indusirial fie%
at Archicht Holweood ooenied i May

itiEy ] é,élg@;ﬁ {3z3R0t1400,

41, VEGAS BEAFOOD BUFFET
anoness: 7023 Hollpwoed Bl
A14,000-5q 8. soalood Bufiet opened Sty
FVZ, (323MR24206,

{Bea #34) VEGGIE GRULE

Aporss G374 Sunsal B

Vegelarion resfarant 1het redsfings
Amercan somfart God apene& in 2014 st
Aaclighl Hofywood in 2,005t
{3237602-3854.

{Ses §3) WOODFIRE BEQ

6861 Hall Bhvd,
Srmrican sasiaur“nt and BBO ot sl
# & Fichland opencd Marh
Wi [353}%6188%23

42,3 BOG CANTINA
1615 M. Sahupnga
Upscsle Mexican-themed sporis by

opaned Augusl 2012, (234651750




NEW RESIDENTIALS
MIXED USE

43 Aga’m APMEH?S

naveLorERs: AMOAL Mniis-baumng,__
inef8ay & Losbien Elder
Houging (GLEH}.

Anpaess 1RO N, Wostern Ava,

GLEH i bufiding @ niw LEBT devalops

ment for genioe. This $17.6-milicn peojr

et inehudes 40 units, with a-sommuniy

e, $andscaped common areq, and chil

dran's pia stmcmm Cernpm anbrde

pated in

{500 #1) BOULEYARD 6200 -
wovanees: Clarett West Devolopment,
LLE?BLJ Rent Essats Capital

Claratt West tmrier.fmy on Phase one,
with 595 apariment unils on e Apdh side
of Hoflywood Blvd, Phase fwo {south of
Hobywood Bim;tg Inclades 507 apad-
ments, (3104611470,

44, BREA HOMES

vrviwores;  Braw Homes

ADOREDS! E.aﬁraa behwean Holiywood-
and Frankin

Devalopar éuﬁﬂkg; a1 18wl apuriment

iniding bebween Holiywaod Bhed. and

Frankin,

45, BONITA APARTVENTS.

mvmoeer; G Grap

adpepsy: - B500 Bonda Toratd,

Tl has begun consbiclon oy 36 apar-
ments just aay pfthe Magio Castle, ‘with &
saly of one; twa and Hiree-bedrooin wnils,
Complation anfcipated iy Spmmar 2014,

46, BEOADSTOME HAHCOUK PARK
neveorets Aflants Residenal Co,
AtbiEsss | TAR M. Wiloo Ave,

A10%unlf, three-story boulipse mulifam-
iy proju 15 undar sonslrbotion just west .
of Larchrioot Vilige. Complelion anfis-
g}azﬁé dQ 2%3‘24 {949}?@8-3459

1 CHAMPION REAL ESTATE/SELHA
sportese 1600 ~ 1622 N, Highlend Ave.
Chiampion Real Estple ¥ planning a 246-
vall anirmen bulding 8l the come of
Highland Ave, and Selma, with: spproxk
rrxaiely 1300098 of se%aﬁ and & publi
paﬂting cirponant They expect b break
“ground ks 2013,

Uniiled 7

é& ﬂéﬁg}lmt)ﬁ REAL ESTATE]

s Packing lor bishind Musso %
T Fronk G

Champlon Rea! Exlste is praposing az-

unl apariment complex | wilh some ralal

and & public parking componsnt.

{See %24} GOLUMBIA BQUARE

- peviioeen: Kiroy Realy

monisr: | B2 SﬂaseiBEvé

Kiirey wil broak grou) summer 2613 ona
wired-teee project that Wi include 200 s
rya@%;&rﬁsma%&&ymﬁmm

49, CORONEL APARTMENTS
peveore Bolyweood Community
Housing Gon,

socsmne 1600 N, Serant

HCHG hiopes o break ground eat;' in

2014 on 84 units of afiondalile howsing,
{323454-8210,

50 COURTYARD AT LA BREA
vevimer; YWest Hofwened Communtty
Hauslng Corp,

weomion: L4 Bran at Lawinglon
Gonstrucion tegan T 2012 on this 32-undt
sficrdabli housing complex o the s
Aosmerly oocupiad by tha Discover Green
Ehowroom -Gcm;xieam [ faii iy

51, GERSHWIN APARTMENTS
eveorme M Group

ammeeys: 563 Holbwood Blvd,

Clkk hag mﬂe:&é Hta ranovation of the
forrier St Frangis Holel infe 153 markol-
rate; studic and efftiency ualls. Al
Incluides gym, large rasideds loungs,
busingss cenler, and 16,000-sql. of
fyround foor reied gpace.

£2, THE GORBON APARTMENTR
peveiopg; Amerinan Commanities
fopmeny 1555 N, Gooden Sireel
Dieveloper Is unter constraction of & 21+

unlt ‘mpariment camprax Camplation
Jm‘shéarkelsi!&

expadeﬁ 23

B 484mit detachad-home project

53. HIGH LINE WEST
ADORERS Hoflywood

Déayolopar plans 1o buikd 280 mﬁsaais,
24 afferdable unils; 12.000-sq.R of sl
and an slevated public park, fost wost of
Westarn  Ave. and  subway porld,
{310)773-2999,

54, LA BREA GATEWAY

seerersks Matlin Groop

vocare; . Willoughby ot laBren

Farraer KCOP {6t sntifled for miteduise

sqft foetaﬂspaca

55, MELROSE AND GRAMERCY
ieveors  Mbuntain Real Esltte Caplial
{RECHHankigs Development

Ainesgs: 5120 Malross

made
passitle by the City's smad ot subdivision
qediranee ot a 72 000-50 1. sts, Grading
s begun: for the project.

56. METRO GHOLLYWOOD SENIOR
APA

spwnomar Muls Housing Corp.

foepgssc 5855 Hollywnod Blwd

Cne hindred brenly unfls, 100 pomant
afiordable senier housing - project ut
Heolywond and Garfield complated I3 1Q
2613, (31&;&?&35&3

57, MICHAEL'S VILLABE
eevecomers Step Up On Second
AvprEss: 7160 Sunsat g;% Fonmosd)
Pemanent-supporive hotsing project
il 32 polls, Frofd fxifiding completad
December A2,

5% MONARCH GROUP PRGIESTS
esveorsr: Monarch Group
soonesey MW somier, Lo Brea and
Santa Mamca, 8E comar,
LaBros and Fountaln.
Conztrietion undetway on tuo projects in
Wes Hotywood st Hai lywood Lorder -
184 enils 5t Sanis Monlos Biwd. end 187
at forer Jon's Matkel site. Complstion
articipalod - first quarter 2014 8t Santa
fonice Blve, and in Third cquarler 2043 at

proicet wifh 179 ol nlls snd 33500

46, STEP 4P OGN VINE

osvzicesn: Siad Up On' Sacond

ampeess; {057 N, Ving Shesl

Fermer Gulaxy Hotel renovated Inh 34
unfts of permanent suptiortive. hotising,
sampleleé 102013, (3901594 8885,

"{Ben #27) SURSET & GORDON
oeveLostr: LIk Group

apoeisy:  S9U5 BuneeiBivd,

CH is pnder ednsirustion oa a mixed-ise
projsct with 300 apariments. Top out of
The 2astory projent i gietied by e of
2013, with complefion in summer 2114,

60, 584145 CARLTON WAY

pevergeen:  Carlion Way Inepstmant Group
Five-slory, A0-unll apariment Bullding
yriter cunsbraciion,

61, 6406-5420 FRANKLIN

peviLowss Dapilad Forgsighl

A 126-unit sparimant Dilldng fs pro-
posed ot lhs comes of Frankin end
Cahuenga, with primery focus 1o ba for
sluderd mgw

52, 1411 K. HIGHLAHD AVENUE
oevsoeen Lennat Multifemily vastors,
e

Letinar plans for o 70-unl apadnent prof-
st wih 2508508 of ratal, wilh 143
palkﬂg sprves. Six sty Wb roefop
Fﬂaess conter, ol oom,

start aniieipeted Befora and

of #13:

3, 1800 WHITLEY
sevinorem G Group:
Comtructon bégan in Apd 20t on &
§2harifian, five-story boulique hedury
apaitment. daveloprent. Comglelion s
axpaiad in 2043, (32318604500,

- 64, 7928 HOLLYWOOD BLVD.

B swvicors: Califorvia Landmadk

avopess: 7928 Holiywond Sivg,

A T9.unit spariment complex just west of

Fairfax Ava, will have fnnlsing, s, lav-

ish gardens, wedi room, gy and five pif
ared, Complefion expecind August 2003,
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Luciralia barra

City Planner

Major Projects

Department of City Planning
20C N. Spring Street, Rm 750
Los Angeles, CA 80012

Ph: 213.978.1378

Fx: 213.978.1343



To: Efta Armstrong <etta. armstrong@lacity . org>

Forwarded message
From: Luciralia Ibarra <luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org>

Date: Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:05 AM

Subject: Fwd: Millennium.. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-2V-HD

To: Sharon Gin <sharon. gin@lacity org>

-—— Forwarded message ———

From: Bill Miller <nyc.bili@aol.com>

Date: Tue, Jul 8, 2013 at 5:52 PM

Subject: Millennium.. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

To: luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org

Cc: Councilmember.Cedilio@lacity.org, Councilmember.Krekerian@lacity.org, Councilmember. Blumenfield@lacity.org,
Councilmember. LaBonge@lacity.org, Councilmember. Koretz@iacity.org, Councilmember. Fuentes@lacity.org,
Councilmember. Parks@lacity.org, Councilmember. Price@lacity.org, Councilmember. Wesson@lacity.org,
Councilmember. Bonin@lacity.org, Councilmember. Englander@lacity.org, Counciimember. O'Farrell@lacity.org,
Councilmember, Huizar@lacity. org, Councilmember.Buscaino@lacity.org, mayor@lacity.org

For The Administrative Record
Millennium File #VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD

MILLENNIUM ARTICLES:

KpCC

http://www.scpr. org/news/2013/07/08/38069/communitngroupsﬁvoice~coﬁcerns7over7h011ywoodgs ky/

The Daily News
http://www.dailynews.com/news/ci_23521930/planned-hollywood-millennium-skyscrapers<project-causes-concem

The Beverly Press
http://parklabreanewsbeverlypress.com/news/2013/07/it-millennium-project-site-is-unbuildable-who's-at-fault/

L. A. Times
http:/fwww. latimes.com/business/realestatesia-fi-hiltzik-20130619,0,1425817 .column#

http:/fwww. latimes, com/news/opinion/commentary/la-oe-becklund-hollywood-developement-20130328,0,770164. stary

http:/fwww.latimes. com/news/opinion/editorials/la-ed-0404-hollywood-20130404,0,7167570. stor
http: /fwww. latimes . com/news/opinion/commentary/la-oe-correx-garcetti-20130329, 6, 36950. story
http: ffwww. latimes . com/news/local/la-me-garcetti-hollywood-20130329,0, 363474 story

Garcetti sees Hollywooed as ‘a template for a new Los Angeles’

City Watch...Jack Humphrenitle,
Gridlock & Crumbs '

http://www.citywatchla.com/Bbr-hidden/5302-hollywood-residents-get-the-millennium-shaft



http:/fwww. citywatchla. com/neighborhood-politics-city/5204-controversial-millennium-development-in-hollywood-is-everyone-s-dilemma
(reprinted from The Larchmaont Chronicle}

Ron Kaye

http: /fronkayela. com/2013/06/zine-slip-slides-away-with-double-dipping-pensions-as-council-readies-ta-nuk e-hollywood-with-millennium-
praject. htmi ‘

Bloomberg
Tower Plan Pits New York Deweloper Against Okl Hollywood

The Planning Report ,
LaurieBecklund on Transactional City Planning in Hollywood ’

http:/Mmaww. planningreport.com/201 é/{)?foalla-roast-tj-p!unkitt—exptains-it-all-las-answer-gridlock~sireamﬁned-planning—permitting

l.os Feliz Ledger
http:/fwww. [os teliziedger. com/2013/06/millennium-developers-agree-to-reduce-project-heights/

Which Way, L.A.7? 89.9 FM
For the Hollywood Skyline, How High Is Toc High?
http://www.kcrw. com/news/programs /ww/wwl30401fox_

the hollywoo

StopTheMillenniuvmHollywood.org:

AMillennial Catasirophe In Holiywood

http:fhvwww stepihemillenniumhollywood.org/?p=420

Englander Comments On Geology

hitp:/iwww stopthemillenniumhollywood .org/?p=39

Letters Flood City Council After Plum Hearing

httpwww stopthemillenniumhollyweod.org/?p=328

http://hollywoodheritage.ory/. .. 'preservation page’

Petitions Opposing Millennium
http:/fwww.stopthemilienniumhoilywood.org

Petition to Oppose the Hollywood Millennium Project, As Currently Proposed
801 signatues

http://petitions.moveon. org/sign/opposition-to-the-millennium
1,388 signatures

GROUPS OPPOSING MILLENNIUM PROJECTS: Neighborhood Councils: Greater Griffith Park Neighborhood Council
Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council Hollywood Studiec District Neighborhood Council Hollywood United
Neighborhood Council Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council Cnly one NC voted to support the projects.
Millennium has used that as PR on their website.. The VP of that KC works for Millennium and has been presenting
their project plans to communities and NC's with Millennium's lawyer, for a number of years..{Conflict of



Interest) Hillside Federation Organizations All Opposed: Argyle Civic Asscociation Beachwood Canyon
Neighborheood Bssociation Bel Air Knolls Property Bel Air Ridge Asscciation Bel Air Skycrest Property Benedict
Canyon Association Brentwood Hills Homeowners Assn. Brentwcod Residents Coalition Cahuenga Pass Property Owners
Canyon Back Alliance Crests Neighborhood Franklin Ave. / Hwd. Blvd. West Franklin Hills Residents Greater
Wilshire Meighborhood Council - Land Use Committee Hancock Park Homeowners Association Hightands Owners
Asscociation Hollywcod Dell Ciwvic Association Hollywood Heights Asscciation Hollywoodland Homeowners Association
Helmby Hills Homeowners Kagel Canyon Civic Assn. Lake Hollywcod Homeowners Laurel Canyon Association Lookout
Mountain Alliance Los Feliz Improvement Association Mt. Olympus Property Owners Mt, Washington Homeowners'
Alliance North Beverly - Franklin Canyon Home owners Association Nichols Canyon Association OQak Forest Canyon
Association Oaks Heomeowners Assn. Qutpost Estates Homeowners Pacific Palisades Residents Assn. Residents of
Beverly Glen Rescomare Valley Association Shadow Hills Property Owners Sherman Qaks Homecwners Studio City
Residents Association Sunset Hills HOA Tarzana Property Owners Torreyson-Flynn Association Upper Mandeville
Canyon Whitley Heights Civic Asscciation L.A.Conservancy Website..Advocacy Issues
htip://www.laconservancy.org/issues/issves_capitolrecords.php "The Conservancy appreciates that this project
does not propose to demolish or significantly alter the Capitcl Records Tower. Yet the project does include new’
construction directly adjacent to it,which could potentially cause adverse impacts to the Landmark.”

Capitcol Records Building..Historic Cultural Monument #857...
Millennium Precjects will be built on an active fault line.,

Newest data from Prof. James F. Dolan..USC. Hellywood Heritage Website.. Projects/Preservation Issues:
http://hellywoodheritage.org/

CEQA (Historical Significance) Violations

Luciralia Ibarra

City Planner

Major Praojects

DPepartment of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Rm 750
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ph: 213.978.1378

Fx: 213.978.1343



Fwd: Millennium.. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD.. (Corrections)

1 HIBsTage

Sharon Gin <sharon.gin@lacity.org> . ' ; Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:11 AM

To: Etta Armstrong <etta.armstrong@lacity. org>

- FOrwarded message ———

From: Luciralia ibarra <luciralia.ibara@lacity.org>

Date: Wed, Jul 17, 2013 at 8:05 AM

Subject: Fwd: Millennium.. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD.. (Corrections) . ‘
To: Sharon Gin <sharon gin@lacity org> /

e Forwarded message
From: Bill Miller <nyc.bifl@acl.com>

Date: Tue, Jul 9, 2013 at 6:42 PM

Subject: Millennium.. VTT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-ZV-HD.. {Corrections)

To: luciralia.ibarra@lacity.org

Cc: councitmember.englander@lacity. org, councilmember.labonge@lacity.org, councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org,
councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org, councitmember.blumenfield@lacity.org, councilmember. koretz@lacity.org,
councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org, councilmember.parks@lacity.org, counciimember.price@ilacity.org, councilmember. bonin@lacity.org,
councilmember.ciarrell@lacity .org, councilmember.huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, mayor@lacity.org

Corrections: *Groups Opposing Millennium Projects (see below)

For The Administrative Record
Millennium File #Y/TT-71837-CN-1A and CPC-2008-3440-ZC-CUB-CU-2V-HD
MILLENNIUM ARTICLES:

KPCC
http://www.scpr.org/news/2013/07/08/38069/community-groups-voice-concerns-over-hollywood-sky/

The Daily News
http:/AMmww._dailynews.com/news/ci_23521930/planned-hollywood-millennium-skyscrapers-project-causes-concern

The Beverly Press
http://parkiabreanewsbeverlypress.com/news/2013/07/i-millennium-project-site-is-unbuildable-whao's-at-fault/

LA. Times .
http:/iwww. latimes. com/business/realestate/la-fi-hittzik-20130619,0,1425817 . column#

http://www.latimes. com/news/opinion/commentary/la-oe-becklund-hollywood-developement-20130328,0, 770164, story

http: //www. latimes . com/news/opinion/editorials/la-ed-0404-hollywood-20130404,0,7167570. s tor
http:/iwww. latimes . com/news/opinion/commentary/la-oe-cormex-garcetti-20130329,0, 36950, story
http:/www. latimes. com/news/locai/la-me-garcetti-hollywood-20130329, 0, 363474 story

Garcetti sees Hollywood as ‘a template for a new Los Angeles’



City Watch...Jack Humphreyille,
Gridlock & Crumbs :

http://www.citywatchla.com/8br-hidden/5302-hollywood-residents-get-the-millennium-shaft

htip:/iwww.citywatchla. com/neighborhood-politics-city/5204-controversial-millennium-development-in-hollywood-is-evetyone-s-dilemma
(reprinted from The Larchmont Chronicle)

Ron Kaye
http://ronkayela. com/2013/06/zine-slip-slides-away-with-double-dipping-pensions-as-council-readies-to-nuke-hollywood-with-millennium-
preject.htmil

Bloomberg
Tower Plan Pits New York Developer Against Old Holtywood

The Planning Report
LaurieBeckiund on Transactional City Planning in Hollywood ;

http:/fwww. planningreport. com/2013/07/08/1a-roast-tfj-plunkitt-explains-it-all-las-answer-gridlock-streamiined-planning-parmitting

Los Feliz Ledger
http://www.lostelizledger. com/2013/06/millennium-developers -agree-to-reduce-project-heights/

Which Way, L.A.7? 89.9 FM
For the Hollywood Skyline, How High Is Too Hicgh?
http://www, kerw, com/news /programs /ww/wwl30401for

the hollywoo

StopTheMillenniumbollywood.org:

A Millennial Catastrophe In Hollywood

hitp /iwvww . stopthemillenniumhollywood.org/?p=420

Englander Comments On Geclogy

hitp:/www stopthemilienniumhollywood.org/7p=39

| etters Flood City Council Affer Plum Hearing

http:iwvww stopthemillenniumhollywood.org/?p=328

http://hollywoodheritage,org/. .. 'preservation page’

Petitions Opposing Millennium

http:/’www. stopthemillerniumhollywood. org _

Petition to Oppose the Hollywood Millennium Project, As Currently Proposed
801 signatures

http:H/petitions. moveon. orgfsign/opposition-fo-the-mitlennium
1,388 signatures .




*GROUPS OPPOSING MILLENKIUM PROJECTS:

Neighborhood Councils:

Greater Griffith Park Neighborhood Council

Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council

Hollywood Studio District Neighborhood Council

Hollywood United Neighborhcood Council
Hollywcod Hills West Neighborheod Council

North Hills West Neighborhood Council

Only one Hellywood NC woted to support the projects.

Millenniuwm has used that as PR on their website..
The VP of that NC works for Millennium and has been presenting
their project plans to communities and NC's with Miliennium's lawyer,

for a number of years.. (Conflict of Interest)

Over40 Hillside Federaticn Orgs.Opposed

{.A. Consenancy Website. . Advocacy Issues
http://www.laconservancy. orgfissues/issues_capitolrecords. php

"The Conservancy appreciates that this project does not propose to
demolish or significantly alter the Capitol Records Tower.

Yet the project does include new construction directly adjacent to it,
which could potentially cause adverse impacts to the Landmark."

Capitol Records Building..Historic Cultural Monument #657...

Millennium Projects will be built on an active fault line.. (

Newest data from Prof. James F. Dclan..USC.

Hollywood Heritage Website.. Projects/Preservation Issues:
http://hollywocdheritage.org/ ;

CEQA (Historical Significance} Violations

i
!



Luciralia Ibarra

City Planner

Major Prgjects

Department of City Planning
200 N, Spring Street, Rm 750
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ph: 213.978.1378

Fx: 213.978.1343




ERMAN EBASMACIVAN, P.E.

Traffic, Transpoviation, Parking

Expert Withess and Consulting Services
7ot Hargueriie Svenue

Corona del Mar, CA 22628

Tel: 849-503-5738
herman.b@roadrunner.com

June 3, 2013

* Mr. Robert Silverstein
The Silverstein Law Firm, APC
215 North Marengo Avenue, 3rd Floor

Pasadena, CA 91101-1504
Proj. No. 130501

Subject: Millennium Hollywood Project
Dear Mr. Silverstein

Per your request, I have reviewed the Millennium Hollywood Project
environmental documentation related to traffic, circulation and parking. This
documentation consists of:

e the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) mcludmg its apphcable
' Appendices, and

¢ the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) including its applicable
Appendices

In addition T have referred to the following documents:

< Traffic Study Policies and Procedures (TSPP), Dated May 2012, published
by the City of Los Angeles Depariment of Transportation (LADOT),

%+ 2010 Congestion Management Program {CMP) prepared by the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACTMA)

% Guide to the Preparation of Traffic Studies (Guide), Caltrans
I am a Registered Civil and Traffic Engineer in the State of California

(Registration Numbers 20137 and 5235, respectively) and a Registered Engineer (in
retired status) in the States of Washington, Arizona, and Florida. T have over 50




Mr. Robert Silverstein
June 3, 2013 Page 2

years of experience in traffic and fransportation engineering, traffic modeling and
forecasting, parking studies, and the preparation of fraffic impact studies. I have
personally prepared or had a key role in the preparation of over 400 reports in
various jurisdictions in Califormia, Washington, Oregon, Arizona, Nevada, and
Ohio, as well as several multi-State projects sponsored by the U.S. Department of
Transportation. My curriculum vitae (cv.) is presented as Exhibit 1, attached.

Based on my review of the documents cited above and my education, professional
knowledge and many years of experience, [ have noted several deficiencies and/or
omissions in the environmental docomentation for the Millennium Hollywood
Project. These deficiencies and/or omissions are discussed in the following pages
of this letter.

A. Deficiencies in Process, Mitigation Measures and Monitoring

1. Caltrans concerns have not been addressed adequately: CMP gnidelines
(Appendix D, Page D-2, attached as Exhibit 2) state: “Calfrans must also
be consulted through the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process to identify
other specific locations to be analyzed on the state highway system.” By
letter dated May 18, 2011 (attached as Exhibit 33) Caltrans requested
specifically that the traffic study address the freeway main line and all
on/off ramps of State Route 101 (SR-101) within a five-mile radius of the
proposed Millennium Holltywood Project. In the same letter, Caltrans also
referred the project’s traffic consultant to Caltrans’ traffic study guide and
indicated that Caltrans staff “would like to meet with the traffic consultant
to identify study locations in the State facilities before preparing the

Environmental Impact Report (EIR).” Page 111-34 of the DEIR (attached as

Exhibit 4) states that “representatives from the City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning met with Caltrans Planning staff on
September 15, 2011.”

The Traffic Study prepared by Crain & Associates and included in the
DEIR as Appendix IV .K_1 (title pages are presented as Exhibit 5, attached)
states in two places (please see Exhibits 5-a and 5-b) that the traffic study
was performed in accordance with the LADOT TSPP (please see Exhibit 6
for the title page of the TSPP). The LADOT TSPP reiterates the LA
County CMP requirement that Caltrans should be contacted and further
states that “To assist in the evaluation of impacts on State facilities, the
project’s traffic consultant should refer to Calirans’ Guide for the
Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies ...” and provides a link to access the
web site (please see Exhibit 6-a).
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The DEIR Traffic Study did not comply with the CMP guidelines and
LADOT’s TSPP, despite the written comments from Caltrans and the
meeting held with Caltrans on September 15, 2011.

After preparation of the DEIR, Caltrans submitted a letter dated December
12, 2012 (please see Exhibit 7) reiterating its concerns about and
requirements for the DEIR and providing further specific gnidance as to
what analyses would be required for Caltrans to conclude that impacts on
the State Highway System are adequately analyzed. As stated in the
Calirans letter dated February 19, 2013 (please see Exhibit 8), Caltrans
considers the responses to its previous comments to be inadequate and
remains concered about the lack of mandated disclosure and analysis of
freeway operations (such as mainline traffic flow, weaving movements on
the freeway, queuing at exit ramps that might hinder mainline flow,
queuing at entrance ramp meters, merging/diverging maneuvers) and the
project’s impacts on those.

I have reviewed the responses that the City of Los Angeles provided in the
FEIR to Caltrans’ comments izt the December 10, 2012 letter. I concur
with Caltrans that significant unanswered issues remain, and significant
informational gaps mar the EIR. The City’s study approach fails to provide
complete or accurate information. The City’s use of the CMP methodology
does not provide sufficient information related to the Project’s impacts on
the freeway system, and therefore did not adequately consider the potential
significance of the Project’s impacts on the freeway system. The City’s
responses to Caltrans are presented as Exhibit 9, attached. Following are
some further thoughts about the City’s inadequate and/or improper
responses as contained in Exhibit 9:

Response to Comment No. 03-2: The CMP methodology is based purely on
the traffic volume on the freeway, without recognizing such matters as
weaving, queuning, merging and diverging movements. The Caltrans
methodology, which is based on the Highway Capacity Manual, takes into
consideration these freeway operational matters, which are, in torn, affected
by such freeway design features as spacing of entry/exit points, presence or
lack of auxiliary lanes, and others. While the Caltrans Guide does not
provide specific threshold guidelines, it provides a methodology for
determining freeway LOS correctly. The City and this EIR are mandated to
comply with the Calirans methodology and to disclose and analyze impacts
accordingly in a recirculated DEIR.

Response to Comment No. 03-3: The documentation provided in Appendix
B of the FEIR, Modeling Procedures and Results, is inadequate. The very
brief documentation does not provide any credible data to support the
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statement that “The model demonstrated that the Project will not result in
the addition of 150 trips or more to any freeway segment.” The 4-page
document falls far short of providing enough information for the public to
make an informed judgment. The documentation should contain, as a
minimum, information for the starting point which is the unaltered SCAG.
Regional Model as refined by LA DOT for use in the City of Los Angeles
(the Base Model) in addition to the two scenarios presented “Base Minus
Project” and “Base Plus Project.” At a mimimum, the information
presented for each of the three scenarios should include:

e For the area within a 5-mile radius of the Project (as requested in
Caltrans’ letter in response to the NOP), computer-generated plots of
the roadway network showing the raw (unadjusted) traffic volumes
that resulted from the traffic assignment process. The plots should
be of sufficiently large-scale to make it possible to read the traffic
volumes on freeway-mainline, the HOV lanes (if any), and each of
the entrance and exit ramps. A simitar plot should be provided
presenting the number of lanes assumed for all freeways and ramps,
as well as the number of lanes and facility types assumed for all
arterial facilities.

e Socto-economic data for the two Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZs) that
contain the Project, along with a map of the TAZ boundaries within
the five-mile radius area.

e A listing, or graphic presentation, of all freeway and major transit
improvements (BRT, Light Rail, Metrolink, other fixed-guideway)
that are included in the 2035 SCAG Regional Model but are not in
service or are not under construction for the area bounded by 1-10 on
the South, I-405 on the West, SR-101/SR-134/1-210 on the North,
and I-710 (alignment extended to 1-210) on the East. For all four
limits, the information should be presented for the freeways that are
referenced to describe the boundaries.

The additional data requested should be available from the computer
models that were run either in printed form, or can be plotted/printed
readily from model files. The public cannot make an informed judgment as
to the impacts of the Project on the freeway system based on what has been
provided in the FEIR.

Response to Comment No. 03-5: The thoughts expressed i No. 03-2 and
03-3 are applicable here also.

Response to Comment No. 03-6: The statement that “Rather, the signalized
mmtersections and the freeway mainline sections were determined to form
the capacity constraints in the Hollywood area” 1s contradictory to the
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Traffic Study findings. The Traffic Study determined that of the 37
intersections analyzed, 31 had LOS of “C” or better in both the morning
and afternoon peak hours. Five intersections had LOS “D” or better in both
peak hours. Only one had LOS “D” in the morning and LOS “E” in the
afternoon peak hour (please see Exhibit 5-f, attached.) This finding would
signify no capacity constraints associated with signalized intersections in
the area and is directly contradictory to the statement in the response to this
comment. Either the statement is not supported by substantial evidence or
the intersection analysis presented in the Traffic Study is faulty. Either
instance represents a deficiency in the environmental documentation.

Response to Comment No. 03-7: No further thoughts beyond those
expressed in Itern B.2 Jater in this letter.

Response to Comment No. 03-9: The selected zone analysis methodology
18 a very valuable analysis tool to determine the true “demand” created by
the Project. It is appropriate for infill projects because the “intercepted”
trips have already been deducted due to the pass-by reduction in the trip
generation process. Using the trip distribution percentages from the
selected zone analysis and applying the vehicular trip generation after
credits, would account for “intercepted” trips.

Response to Comment No. 03-11: It is ironic that the City uses a “Planning
Methodology™ which does not take into consideration signal timing at all in
the basic computation, but then applies a credit to reflect the effect of an
“operational” featare such as the computerized signal system. Nonetheless,
the real question is whether the CMA analysis produces 1LOS results for
existing conditions that are consistent with actual conditions. Expressed
differently, if there are long queues at an intersection and yet the CMA
method produces an LOS of “C” or “D” or better, one would have to
conclude that the CMA method does not do the job correctly.

Response to Comment No. 03-12: If m fact the freeway mainline
constitutes a capacity constraint as stated in the City’s response to Caltrans
comment No. 03-6, the ramp meters are likely set at or near the maximum
rates Caltrans deems possible. In the future, metering rates would be more
likely to be tighter, allowing fewer vehicles per hour onto the freeway,
rather than more, unless major capacity improvements are made on the
freeway. It would be in the City’s best interest to perform the analyses
requested by Caltrans to publicly disclose and understand what problems
the City may be facing in the future, and to mitigate those problems and
impacts.
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Response to Comment No. 03-13: The City’s response ignores the basic
issue which is that the weaving movements are an important consideration
in determining freeway LOS. -

Response to Comment No. 03-14: No further thoughts except that it would
be in the best interests of the City to perform the analyses requested by
Caltrans.

2. Trip caps need further definition: While the trip equivalency provisions
give the City and the developer latitude in controlling the amount of
development, the trip caps in the FEIR do not provide sufficient safeguards
for certain situations that may arise, for the following reasons:

a) More development than addressed in the carrent environmental
documents would be pessible: FEIR P.1V-22, bottom of page (please
see Exhibit 10) states that “ No building permits shall be issued or other
measures taken by the City, which would allow the Project-related trip
generation to exceed the Trip Cap, nuless other supplemental analysis is
completed.” This statement implies that the trip caps may be violated
with additional analysis and that more development than addressed in
the current environmental analysis could be approved. Also, it is not
stated whether the approval of the supplemental analysis would be
under administrative purview or subject to CEQA compliance and
public review.

b) The number of peak hourly trip credit for existing development
should be fixed: In order to prevent future analysts from raising the
trip credit allowed for existmg development, the amount of credit should
be fixed at the level established in the current environmental analysis,
180 in the morning peak hour and 182 in the affernoon peak hour . This
can be accomplished by mnserting the maximum amount of credit into
FEIR P.IV-18, Bullet item (c) {please see Exhibit 10).

c) Trip caps for the project should be directional, not total for peak
hour: It does not take much effort to come up with a mixed use scenario
that stays within the peak hour total cap but violates the directional
peak. Traffic impacts are in many cases sensitive to the direction of
travel. Trip caps for the project should be made directional.

3. Actual compared to estimated trips: There is no provision in the traffic
monttoring program to assess whether actual vehicular trips to/from the
project exceed, in any phase of development or at full development, the
estimated vehicular trips, and what action would be taken if the actual
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trips were to exceed the estimated trips. This information should be
provided i a recirculated DEIR.

B. Technical Points

1.

The Traffic Study states that Vine Street is classified as a Major Highway
Class I between Franklin Avenue and Melrose Avenue, and that the width
of Vine Street within these limits is 65-75 fi. (please see Exhibit 5-¢). The
Traffic Study does not state the actual width of Vine Street along the
frontage of the proposed Project. Exhibit 6-c, attached, indicates that the
City of Los Angeles Public Department Standards call for a width of 80 or
90 ft. for the Major Highway Class II classification. Accordingly, the
width of Vine Street is not compliant with current City design standards.
The prior Hollywood Community Plan, which may become the operative
community plan again, depending on the ontcome of current litigation
regarding the Updated Hollywood Community Plan (applicable excerpts in
Exhibit 11, attached) also designates Vine Street as a Major Highway Class
11, but with Modified design standards that call for a carb-to-curb width of
70 ft, with 15-ft sidewalks on either side of the street. Since the actual
width of Vine Street along the frontage of the proposed Project is not stated
in the Traffic Study, it is not possible to ascertain whether the street design
is in compliance with the design standards of the Community Plan. The
environmental documents are silent in the matter of the width of Vine
Street even though it has significance in conjunction with the transit
ridership credits as discussed in the next paragraph.

The reduction of vehicular trips by 25% due to expected transit ridership
exceeds what the City Department of Transportation recommends in its
Traffic Study Policies and Procedures (please see Exhibit 6-c attached).
Per the guidelines, the maximum of 25% reduction may be applicable to
developments that are “above or adjacent to a Metro Rail, Metrolink, or
Orange Line station.” Developments within ¥ mile walking distance may
qualify for up to a 15% fransit credit if certain improvements, including the
provision of wider-than-standard sidewalks and dedication of additional
right-of-way along the project frontage, are provided. The proposed
mitigation measures do not contain such provisions. Accordingly, a 25%
reduction as taken in the EIR is facially inapplicable and improper.

Truck access to the sife is not analyzed, and the process of accommodating
loading/unloading is not described. This is a significant omission of
information necessary for informed decisionmaking and disclosure and
mitigation of potential significant impacts. It is acknowledged that for
purposes of intersection capacity and Level of Service, truck traffic is not
an 1ssue. Nevertheless, truck traffic in the immediate vicinity of the Project
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and within the Project may present traffic operational problems depending
on the location and configuration of truck loading/unloading areas, hours of
delivery, the location and configuration of entry/exit points, and the size of
trucks. This matter is not discussed at all in the environmental documents,
except general statements to the effect that these matters will be handled
later in discussions between the developer and City staff. Such deferred
analysis and mitigation is improper.

4. Intersection Level of Service (LOS) computation does not consider the
effect of pedestrian traffic on intersection capacity. In a high pedestrian
activity arca such as Hollywood Boulevard, pedestrians may cause
substantial delay to vehicular traffic, especially vehicies turning left or
right. The LADOT TSPP states that the standard intersection LOS
computation procedure may be modified to reflect the effect of certain
condrtions, including high pedestrian volumes (please see Exhibit 6-d,
attached). No adjustinents were made in the LOS computations to reflect
the effect of high pedestrian volumes. This omission results in a distortion
of the conclusions, making them invalid indicators of actual conditions and
impacts that can be expected to be experienced.

5. The existence of the midblock pedestrian signal on Vine is not even
mentioned. The relationship of the pedestrian signal location vis-3~vis the
project driveways on Vine is not discussed. Based on the approximate
dimensions provided in the Traffic Study (please refer to Exhibit 5-d,
attached), the West Site driveway on Vine Street would be about 60 to 70 fi
north of the existing pedestrian cross-walk and midblock pedestrian signal.
The East Site driveway would be about 150 fi south of the cross-walk. The
proximity of the existing signalized cross-walk to the two full-service
driveways proposed by the Project will create numerous opportunities for
pedestrian/vehicular conflicts and potential pedestrian/vehicle collisions.
Accordingly, there is a significant omission of necessary information about
pedestrian safety impacts. This should be remedied in a recirculated DEIR.

6. For purposes of the traffic study, certain assumptions would need to have
been made as to the allocation of land uses to each of the two portions of
the proposed project (East Site v. West Site). This allocation is necessary
to make, in turn, the allocation of the traffic to the intersections
immediately adjacent to the Project as shown in the Traffic Study.
However, the allocation of vehicular traffic to the project driveways is not
presented in the Traffic Study. Also, the need for traffic control devices to
be installed at the project driveways, if any, is not discussed, except
mentioning that this matter will be coordinated with the City. Accordingly,
there is a significant omission of necessary information. This should be
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remedied in a recirculated DEIR. This lack of information makes it
impossible to assess the followmg potentially significant impacts:

o Wil it be necessary to install a traffic signal at either or both of the
Project driveways on Vine Street?

» Ifyes, what would be the impact on the mid-block pedestrian signal?

o If not, how will pedestrian/vehicle conflicts be treated and to what
extent will pedestrian activity disrupt fraffic into and out of the
driveways?

7. The pedestrian entry/exit points to the project and the pedestrian linkages
between the East Site and the West Site of the Project are not shown, so it
is not possible to assess:

e Whether the East and West Sites are truly integrated to constitute a
single project for purposes of internal trip-making and shared
parking.

e Whether the pedestrian linkages are going be sufficiently convenient
m order to justify the mternal trip making levels.

¢ How internal pedestrian circulation to/from the various project
components will be accommodated.

» To what extent added pedestrian traffic at the mid-block pedestrian
signal would canse additional delays to through traffic on Vine
Street.

8. Parking-The residential tower (East Site) would have 450 units and 675
residential parking spaces, or 1.5 spaces per unit. In accordance with the
Traffic Study, the total requirement would be 2.25 spaces per umit, or 1013
parking spaces, if the residential development were to be stand-alone, rather
than part of a mixed use development (please see Exhibit 5-¢). If the
residential tower is built and occupied before any of the office/commercial,
there would be no opportunity for shared parking or internal trip-making, so
there would be a parking shortage of 338 spaces.

9. If movie/theater uses are allowed within the commercial designation, there
could be traffic and parking impacts, especially on weekend afternoons and
evenings when movie/theater and retail uses both attract high levels of
patronage. This type of potential impact attributable to specific uses 1s not
addressed in the EIR. Accordingly, there is a significant omission of
necessary information. This should be remedied in a recirculated DEIR,
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Please contact me if I can provide further details or clarification about any matters
covered in this letter.

Sincerely, 8
1. Mi,, £ Bt e
féd/z/na,w L AATVLE

Herman Basmaciyan. P.E.
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