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.as Appendix A.

1.0 INTRODUCTIOR

1.1 AUTHORIZATION AND FOCUS

This report. has been prepared for the City of Los Angeles Department of City
Flanning in accordance with the Guidelines for [mplementation of the California
Environmsental Quality Act (CEQA) as awmended and the City of Los Angeies

Environmental Guidelines,.

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, an finitial" Study of the preposed
project was prepared, Other environmental effects, considered in the Initial
Study, which were determined to be clearly insignificant and/or uniikely to
vceur are not addressed inkthis report. The cqmpiete‘iﬁitiaf Study. {s attached

The purpose of this EIR is to previde an informational document that will
inform the Planning Commission, the Los Angeles City Council and the general
public of the environmental effects of +the Proposed Hollywood Community Plan
Revision, Per Section 15168 of the CEQA Guidelines, this report is intended to

function as a Program EIR,

1.2 PROJECT PROPONENT

The Revision to the Heollywood Community Plan is proposed by:

Department of City Planning

Community Planning and Development Division
City of Los Angeles

City Hall Room 505

200 Nerth Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012-4856
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2.0 SUMMARY

Sumsary of Propoged Action: The proposed revision would modify and reduce
residential and commercial developnent levels allowed under the current
Hel lywood Qommunity Plan, adopted in 1873. Objectives of the revision are to:

& Acconmodate the year 2010 projected population, plus a 10-15 percent
buffer; .

* Provide community-serving commercial wusesx .in small centers in areas _
outside the boundarjes of the designated Hollywood Redevelopment Plan
area; . B - ‘ :

¢+ Concentrate major copmercial development within the Redevelopsent Plan

- area; and ) . . . . .

» Define a transportation and circulation system that provides for
acceptable levels of traffic service In conjunction with community plan
land uses.

The Proposed Plan revision would provide capacity for 199,000 people, 33,000
housing units and 31 million square feet of development. These capacities would
rzpresent the following increases over existing levels outside of the Hellywood

Redevelcpment Plan area:!?

29,000 persons

12,000 housing units _

8 million square feet of commercial space
7 million square feet of industrial space.

- " 2 e

Location and Boundaries: The Hollywood Comaunity Plan area is located within
the central portion of thé City of Los Angeles, approximately 3 miles northwest
of downtown Los Angeles. The Plan area {5 generally bounded by the City of
Giendale on the northeast, the Northeast District Plan Area (City of Los
Angeles) pen the east, the Silver Lake - Echo Park Digtrict {City of Los
Angeies) on the southeast, the Wilshire District (City of Los Angeles) on the
south, the City of Beverly Hills on the southwest, the City of West Holivwood
on the west, the Bel Alr - Beverly Crest District (City of Los Angeles) on the
west, the Sherman Qaks =~ Studio City District (City of Los Angeles) on the
northwest, Universal City {County of Los Angeles) on the northwest, and the

City of Bu:baﬂk cn the nurth.

3

The current Hcl!ywood Community Plan was adopted i{n 1873.

‘Prolect Backgrcund.
revision was

Work on the plan revision wag {nitiated in October 1986, The plan
undertaken as part of the Department of City Plannxng 5 effort te update plang

and to address plan and zone inconsistencles.

! The Hellywood Redevelopment Pilan was adopted in May 1886, An

Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse Number B5052903) was prepared
in late {985 for the plan and redevelopa®nt area. The land use man of the

‘édevelamment Plan is attached as énnendlx B,

"
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Pre-girculation lssues: A Notice of Preparaztion (NOP) and Request for Comments
were distributed to loeal agencles, organizations and interested citizens.
Responses are on file with Department of City Planning, Comsunity Planning and
Develppment Division, Room 505, Los Angeles City Hall. [ssues raised
encompassed a wide variety of concerns, Including:

Traffic impacts
Nolse
Al guality
Land use compatibility . v
Consistency with regional plans and policies
Conslideration of SCAG plans and policies et
Population, employment and houging ~
Schopl facilities
Adequacy of public services
Sewer capacity
Energy use
Public transit

LA N R N R

Areas pf Controversy: Public involvement_has been an important element in the
development of the Hollywood Community Plan. In order to identity issues,
problems, and alternatives, a series of public meetings were held where

“differing perspectives on the following category ©f issues were raised.’

. Residential density

® Traffic o
. Parks and open space

® Conflicts between commercial and residential uses

» Suppert for motion picture industry

] infrastructure over-capscity

. Safety

s Relation of the Community Flan to Redeveiopment Plan

* Hillside development on substandard lots

. Land use ctassification of studio properties

. Sigpe density ,

€ Hiliside cluster housing zonlng category

¥ Conflicts of schoals with surroundlng gses
* Nejghberheod conservation R
[} _Hjstorlc presarVatxan ) -

s Chesthetics or public 1mpr0vemert5

. desthetics of private improvements .

* Pubtic participation in the planning of public improvements
»

.

&

o

Mini-malls
Provision and conservation of nejighborhood- servzng commerciai uses

Non-contorming uses

' For additiona! 'details, please refer to the Hollywood Community Plan
Revision: Background Report, Gruen Asscciates, July 15, 1887,

i :
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In additicn to the Proposed Plan revision, this report considers
i} retention of the current Community Plan, and 2) an alternative that wouild
hald residential development potential to the same level ay the Proposed Plan,
and weould increase non-residential development to a jevel greater than the

Proposed Plan and less than the Current Plan.

Alternatlves:

*
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SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The fcliowing paragraphs summarize the key findings of the environmental report
prepared for the Hollywood Community Plan Revision. 1t should be recognized at
the oputset that the purpose of the Plan Revision has been to eliminate andsor
mitigate the adverse effects on transpaortation, public services and
infrastructure that have resulied from development that has oecurred under the
Current Hollywood Community Plan, adopted by the City Council 15 years ago.

-

LAND USE

Impact:

Development potentials for all land wuses are scaled back under the
Proposed Plan revision. Residential land uses are limited to be consistent
wiith the vyear 2010 population projection prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments (8SCAG). Copmercial, office and
industrial development potentiais, the source of the bulk of the traffic
generation in the Plan area, are set at reduced densities that will allow
the Plan area roadway system to function at acceptable levels of service,

The Proposed Plan establishes residentiazl development densities that
retlect existing cenditions and allow for in-fill housing growth to attain
the SCAG forecast. Very High and High residential density categories are
elirinated toutside of the Redevelopment Plan area) and the majority of
the residential wuse is shifted into mid-range density categories such as

Hedivm and Low Medium.

The Froposed Flan (Revision Area only) would provide for a population
capacity of 188,000 persons. This would be a 17 ‘percent increase fron
existing levels and a 48 percent decrease in the build-out capacity of the
Current Community PFian. Non-residential densities are similarly reduced.
The Propesed Plan would provide for 31 millien square feet (not inciuding
the Redevelopment Area}, This would be a B2 percent increase over existing
tevels but a €% percent decrease from build-out of the Current Plan.

- Mitigation: -

implEnentatiﬁn ef & Transportation Specific Plan, transportation snd
circulation improvements, as well as development standards to ensure that
tand wuge capacity and transportation service are in balance and that land
use conflicts and incompatibilities are minimized.

Ket Effect After Mitigation:

The net effect of the proposed action would be to "down zone™ property, to
reduce the incentive to redevelop in residential areas, and to provide
small scale neighberhood-oriented commerciai developments.

&




POPULATION AND HOUSING

Impact:

Mitigation:

Changes in land vse density in the revision area would provide for the
addition of approximately 10,000 housing wnits or about 30,000 perscns,

The Proposed Plan would result in a single family and muitiple-fanlly unit
distribution similar to existing conditicons, i.e. 20 percent singie-fanily
and 80 percent multi~fagily. The Current Plan would result ih 10 percent

single-family, 80 percent multi-farily split.

“Given the .pcteﬁtlai po#uiatécn capaéity and empia}ment_capacity. the
‘Proposed Plan would result in a

employment to- population ratio of 0.58.
According to SCAG criteria this ratio reflects an "employment rich™
condition and weould slightly exceed the 0.55 ratic considered to be

indicative of a jobs-housing balance,

4

Nen-regsidentigl development levels in either the revision area or. the
redevelopment area should be reduced to achieve 2 better a jobs-housing

balance in the Comsunity Plan area.

Net Effect Aftsr Mitigation:

Jobs-Housing balance within Hollywood Community Plan area.

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

[zpact:

The Proposed Flan would Increase evening peak peried trips in the Plan

¥
area by 48 percent. In coaparisonh, the Current Plan would Increase trips
by 209 percent.

® With the Proposed Plan, 28 of the 38 intersections studied weuldiaparate

-+ at Level of Service ¥ during the evening peak ‘hour. In comparison, 36
dintersactiong wouid -operate at LOS F.due to the Current Plan.. ' '
ﬁitigation:

. Prepare a Transportation Specific Plan tc I[mplement operational and
physical iamprovements in the Plan area, Iincluding: ATSAC, peak pericd
parking restrictions, one-way couplets, reversible lane operations, street
widening, jog eliminations, and logalized [ntersection improvements,

. Transpartation Systess Management and Transportation Demand Management

implemented for large scaie cospercial

plang should be developed and
developments and empleoyers in the Comabmnity Plan area,




LI

® Future office deveéiopment in the Redevelopmwent Arsz should be limited to a
level similar toc that conteined {n the Redevelopeent Project EiR's 20-~ysar
market-based forecasts, at least until steps are taken to iaplement major
street sgystez iwmprovements in excess of ieprovements feasible within

existing rights-of-way.
Net Effect After MHitigatiom:

® Transportation service would be improved. With operationa] and physical
improvements, 11 of the 38 studied interssctions would cperate at LOS F.
With street widening consistent with the standards and classifications in
the Circulation  Element, 13 of the agsintarsa;tiuns’ypu)ﬂ operate at L0S

F. .

AESTHETICS AND URBAN DESIGN

lapacts:

The Proposed Plan can only directly regulate general land use, residential
density, and non-residential development {ntensity. if developrent occurs
without the imposition of develops#tent standards and trangportation systee
improvements, then  future developwent (while at lower developnent
intensities) will Jpek much Ilike recent developsent, The visual and
functional quality of the Hollywood environeent will continuve to dacline.

Hitigation: . )

FPrograms and development standards should be implementsd through inciusien
in the Zening Code or other enforceable seans, These actions should

include as a sinimum;

.

- Preservation of historically and architecturally significant
neighborhoods through Specific Plans or the Historic Preservation
Overlay Zone (HPOZ), '

- Development Standards for all land uses addressing street trees.

- Commercial Development Standards (parking, screening, landscaping,
access, etc.)

- Res;dent}g}'jbavglopment Standards, addressing hillside areas and
multi-family . housing (setbacks, Jot coverage, dedications, open

. space, €tc.). -

- Neighborhood Plans and lsprovement . Districts. The Proposed Flan

should allow for specific standards.on a neighborhood basis for both
coemercial and residential areas.

Net Effect After Mitigation:

] Preservation and enhancement of neighborhood environmental quality In
Hollywood. . : .



PUBLIC SERVICES

Impact:

Net Effect After Mitigation

‘comparison,

Schaggs - The Proposed Plan would generate a 13 percent increase in
stedents. In  comparison, the Current Plan would generate a 114 percent

increase in students.

Parks - The Proposed Plan would require 5¢0 acres of par}land ta meet. City
stapdards, This is 2,7 times more parkland than {s currently previded. In
the Current Plan weuld require more than 800 acres.of

parkland., = - . |

Fire Ftotection - The Proposed Flan would result in increased deéand.

-8
Under the Proposed Plan the hillside areas would centinue te deveiop and a
be a source of continuing concern to the Fire Departnent.

s Police Service - The Proposed FPlan would result {n increased demand. To

- pajintain typical citywide ratios of police personne! to population,.a 17
percent increase in personnel would be needed e acconmodate the Proposed
Pian population capacity. The Current Flan would require a 135 percent
increase in personnel.

s Libraries - No adverse lmpacts anticipated.

Mitigation

* Schools - Expand facilities on  current sites. Allow residentiazl
deveiopment only in areas where there {3 remaining enroliment capacity.

& Parks = Provide neighborhood-oriented recreation at Griffith Park. Use
school yards., Develop pocket parks. Require dedication o©f wuszable open
space as part of new residential developments.

s Fire Protection =~ Compliance with all appllcable State and loeal codes and
ordinances, and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire
Prevention Plan. ) o .

‘e’ - “Pollce Service “-pver - the !{fe- of the plan, assign additional personnel

‘consistent with Poilce Department policy and hudgetary constraints,

Libraries ~ No mitigation required.

Schools - Unaveidable adverse effect anticipated.

Parks - Unavoidable adverse effect anticipated,

Fire Protectlion - Acceptable laevel of service provided,

Police Service ~ Acceptable level ©f service provided.

w——




Mit{gation:

I Oh & : project basis,

AIR QUALITY

[epact:

s Short-ters constructicon-related esissions anticipated on a project basis,

* Long~term {ncrease in stationary emissions.

* Long-term increase in vehicular emissions. For carbon ascnoxide, the
Proposed Plan would result in 57 percent reduction in patnntlai ‘emissions
vhen coopared to the Current Plan.

Hitigation:

¢ Construction-related eaissions te be reduced through {mplementation ot
dust control measures such as wetting,

& [rplementation of the Transportation Specific Plan discussed above.

Net Effsct After Mitigation:

Although emissions would Increase above existing levels due to the
Proposed Plan, the Proposed Plan would represent a significant reduction
in potential developrent &and associated trip generation in the Community

Plan area and weuld have a baneflcial impact,

&

KOISE

ispact:

) On an internittent short-term basis, construction-related nolse would

cCCUr.

] Vith the Propesed Plan, traffic-related noise levels would exceed City
standards at 22 of the 28 jocations studied. In coeparison, the Current
Plan would result In unacceptable noise at 27 of the 28 locsktions studied.

constiuctioh related activities should be limited to

daytine hours. These mctivities shouid cowply with the provigions of City
Ordinance Ho, 144,331, Censtruction equipment should be properly fitted

with noise attenuation deviges.

& Deve lopment standards for residential shouyld address site plans and
building layouts to nminimize nofse impacts, .

. For stationary nolse scurces, adjacent properties should be adequately
buffered, {ncluding use of walls and earth berus. ¢



Net Effect After Mitigation:

Construction-related noise would be reduced to acceptable levals.

For existing residential development, adjacent  to najor and secondary
roads, noise ippacts may not be mitigated and would result in unaveidable
adverse effects. For new residential development, site plan design and
development standards would substantially reduce noise Impacts.

e

ENERGY AND UTILITIES , L

- . «
P

Ispact: -

]

L

. . :b1l£ion cubic: feat !a 18 percent increase over
Current Plan would resuit in the consumption pf 11.5 billion cuble feet.

Sewer/Wastewater - Compared tg existing levels, the Proposed Plan wiuld
increase wastewater generation by & million gallons/day {mgd) at build-
cut (a. 22 percent Iincrease). This would place an additiona! demand on the
Hyperipn Treatment Plant and on the local sewer system. The Current Plan
would resq}t in an Inc¢rease of 38 mgd {(a 167 percent increase),

Proposed Plan would produce 447 tons of
soiid waste per day (a 25 vpercent {increage aver existing generatjon).
Housing and commerciel/industrial growth permitted by the Proposed Plan
would contribute to the use of remalning landfill capacity in Loz Angles
County. Build-put of the Current Plan would produce 803 tons of solld

waste/day.

Solid Waste - At build-out, the

&

Elgctrical Power - The Proposed Plan would increase electrical desmand to
§71 miilion kilowatt hours annually (a 37 percent increase over existing
consueption). In comparison, the Current Plan wpuld result in the

consumption of 2.5 billion kilowatt hours annually.

s

Water Supply - The Proposed Plan would increase water consumption to 25
mgd {a 22 percent i{ncrease above axisting level#). The rate of Increase in
water wuse {s higher for the Coenunfity Plan grea than the consuaption
growth fgrecast by the Department of Vater and Power c1tyu£de. The Current

Plan would regult in the consunption of 58 mgd.

'uould result in the consumption of 5,9

Nztural Gas - The Frcposed Pilan _
existing consumption). The

‘Hittgation - k :

with conservation requirements c¢ontained in the

Energy - Compliance
Bujflding Standards.

California Administrative Code, Title 24,

@

Sewers/Wastevater - Developnent should ba permitted when phased with
improvements in the Jocal sewer systew, as well as programmed impravements
zt ‘the Hyperion Treatment Pilant. Phasing of developaent shouid be
undertaken for all communities within the Hyperion service area. Similar
to the Proposed Plan, population holding capacitieg in each area should be

consistent with SCAG growth forecast.

-

10
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Sclic Waste - The Proposed Plan should encourage & variety of waste
reduction techniques. These, &8 2 ainisum, will include separation,

recycling and composting. Growth in the Plan area sust elso be tied
directly to Citywide and Countywide Sclid Waste Manzgement Plans, where
develcprent will need to be kept in balancs with available fandfiil
capacity in combination with other solid waste disposal technologies.
According to the most recent assessment of solid waste needs by the Bureau
of Sanitation and the County Department of Public Works(1/88:, available
landfill capacity in the City of Los Angeles wiil be exhadstgq,{n 1897 and
countywide there will be gignificant shortfalls by 1992, Thus, nitigation
ef plan area solid waste inmpacts must address nev landfllls or

alternatives. .

 yater Supply - The Propesed Plan should encourage the use of watar

conservation measures consistent with the Department of Water and Power's

trban Water Management Flan.

Electricity and Natural Gas - Nc mitigation required.

Net Effect After Hitigation

Energy and utilities {mpacts would be reduced but not eliminated. lmpacts

) on Hyperion will only be reduced If coordinated with a citywide phesing of
development to match improverents in treatment capacity.

EARTH ,

Impact:

€ Regardiess of the land use plan implemented, there «ill be a continued

risk of human injury and property damage because ‘of potential regional
earthgquakes. The elimination of high density residential categories in the
Proposed Plan would contribute to minimizing the degree of risk.

Continued development in the hijlside areas will raise concerns regarding

grading practices and lands!{de potential.

- N [

Hitigation: .

Cbmpiiance'wiih the'Seiéhiél Safety‘élement and other City Building Ceds
requirements regarding earth moving and grading. .

Require that a!] projects wuse the practices Identified in the Pepartment
of City Planning®s "Planning Guidelines Grading Manual.®

¥
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DRATNAGE

Impact:

hillside development. As a

The Froposed Flan would econtinue to permijt
and a

result, there would be some increase in impervious surfaces
consequent increase in stormwater runoff.

Mitigation: .

. On a project basis, compliance with provisions of the Flpod Hazard
Hanagement Specific Plan and any additional requ1rements identified by the

" Bureau of Engineer:ng .

Net Effect After Mitlgation:

. [mpacts reduced to acceptable levels.

NATURAL RESOURCES

Impact:
' ‘No impacts anticipated,

PLANT AND ANIMAL LIFE

Impact:

The Proposed Plan would ¢ontinue to permit hillside development, and as a
result wundeveloped and natural areas containing loea} habitat would be

regoved.

Mitigation:

® Compliance with grading regulations and wuse of “unitized® grading

procedures to reduce impacfis on reeaining natural areas,
-Hat E!fect After ﬁitlgation*

Y Unavozdable adverse effect on hxlfs:da habitat areas.

12




HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

Japret:
v The Proposed Plan revision cannot directly address the preservation of
cuttural resources. The Proposed Flan does, hewever, scale back

developoent potentials to reduce the incentive to redevelop historic and
-cultural resource properties. .

Hitigation:

. An histeoric and architectural survey of the Plan revision area should be - -
prepared. Based on the findings of the survey, specific plans and/or
Historic Preservation Overlay Zones ghould be adopted. ' Also,: 'the
designation of Individual structures as Cultural-Historical NHonuments
through the Cultural Heritage Commission should sought.

Net Effect After M{tigation:

. Freservation of neighbhorhoods and buildings that have contributed té the
overall character and uniqueness ¢f the Heliywood Community Flan arsa.

13




3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

3.1 LOCATION AND BOUNDARIES

The Hotllywood Community Flan area s located west of Pasadena and downtown Loas
and south of Glendale and Burbank (see Figure 1). The Plan area is
irreguiar in shape and is generally bounded by Melrose Avenue on the south,
Hyperion Avenue and Golden 5State Freeway on the east, and Barhaa Boulewvard,
Forest Lawn DPrive and Veniura Freeway on the north. On the west,. it is
baordered by Cahuenga Boulevard, MWulhalland Drive, Laurel Canyon Boulevard and a
Ixne runnzng at a southwest tangent frcm Laure! Canyon Bculeuard.

Angeles,

3.2 PURPOSE OF THE CDHEUNITY PLAH

land use element of the General Plan ig divided.
into 35 commuplty or district plans. Each community or district pian area is
about the size of a medium or large city. The Hollyweood Cemmunity Pian area
has a population of almost 200,000 pecple, making it bigger than most cities in

Califernia.

State law [Government Code Section E3B60(d)] reguires that the General Pian and
zoning in the City of Los Angelegs be consistent. To comply with this [aw, the
City now requires that what the Plan says about.generalized use, density and
intengsity for an area be -the same as the zoning assigned to each parcel in that
area, As a result of this law, there are two things that the Community Plan
regulates definitively: 1} the general type of use, and 2) the residential
density tnumber of units) er commercial inten51ty {(square feet of floor space)

peraitted in 3 particular area.

[n the City of Los Angeles, the

Everything else in the Community Fian is considered to be a recemmendation and
is taken into consideration whenever a “"discretionary action™ (for example, a
zone change) is  requested. The Community Flan can recompend "programs™ for
implementing the Plan, For example, it can recomgend that the Circulation
Element be revised and that a "Transportation Specific Plan" be adopted to make
surg that trangportation improveasents will be made In coordination with
development permitted by the Community Plan, . It can recommend that a series of
development standards . be included in the Zeoning Code to address speciflec uses,
parking requxrements, land%caping. height and other design considerations for
each  land wse . lfategory. . .1t van also recommend that historic surveys be
. undertaken and Specifzc Pkans be prepared for areas -within the Community Plan

Area that need special attentlion.

Thig chapter summarizes the key elewents of the Plan revision preposal,
prepared by Gruen Associates. For additional details pleass refer to the
Hellywood Comaunity Plan Revisfon Background Report avallable {from the

Department of City Planning, City Hall, Room 505.

i
.
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This Proposed Pian revision contains the corresponding zoning designations
needed to make the zoning consi{stent with the Proposed Plan with respect to
general land use, density and Intensity. If the Proposed Plan designation for
& particular area would make the zoning "less restrictive" than it is today,
the zeoning will not be changed at this time, Instead, a zone change will be
considered and may be granted upon request by the property owher.' The zone
changes necessary to bring abeut compliance with State lav are being processed

throwgh CPC Ko, 86-B31-GFC,

Land use designations/regulations in other elements of the General Pian which

are appiicable to Holiywood are alse included in the Plan.  (ther elemants
“includer  circulation, fire . p;atecticn,'fsarety! seigmie - gafety, noise, .
libraries, bicycles, conservation, open space, scenic highways, public

recreation, w®major equestrian and ‘hiking trails, and City-owned power

transmission rights~of~way facilities.

3.3 BASIS FOR REVISING THE HOLLYWOOD COHHUNITY PLAN
There are four primary reasens for revising the Holiywood Comeunity Plan at-
this time:

i, Land use plans are typically prepared to accomaopdate 20 years of growth
and are updated every 5 years to .respond to unanticipated changes in
The Current Plan was prepared in the late 1860's with a 1880
time horizon; however, its capacity greatly exceeds growth projections for
the next 20 years. Horeover, wuntil the recently adopted Beverly Hills
Freeway Deletion Area and Highland-Cahuenga Area Plan amendments, the Plan
had not been updated. Until now, no cosprehensive update was undertaken.

conditions.

2, The City is under a court order to bring its Genera! Plan and zening into

conformance by March 1388.

it the current zoning on a lot.ls residential and the
Proposed Plan designation js commercial, or {f the current zoning pernits a
duplex and the plan permits a fourplex , the zoning is not changed. This means
that. if the property owner wants to build a commercial use permitted by the
plan in the first example or & fourplex instead of a duplex 1in the second
exampie, he or she must request a zone change. The zone change will generaily
be permjtted because it Is consistent with the Community Plan, buil the request
for a zone change glves the City the opportunity to impose development
standards which are reconmmended by the Flan but which are not currently "in the
Zoning Code. Other conditions may be i{mposed based on need to mitigate adverse

4

envirenaental impacts of the proposed project.
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3. More importantly, the transportation system and other public facilities
and services "in Hollywoeod are at, or approaching, capacity today and
cannot accoamodate the additicnal development permitted by the Current
Plan without substantial improvements.

4. There is a widespread concern within the Hollywood commbnity that "quality
of life” has declined dramatically in recent years, {argely because public
facility inprovements have not kept pace with development, and because
there are no standards or design guidelines to ensure that new develgpment

projects are functiopal and attractive.

* -

3.4° GEOGRAPHIC AREAS COVERED BY THE PROPOSED PLAN REVISION

The Hollywood Community Plan Area is shown in Figure 2. The Plan Revigion
propuses changes Iin land use deslgnations in all parts of the Community Plan

area except the Redevelopment Area, A plan for that area was recentiy’

prepared by the Copmunjity Redevelopment Agency (CRA) and adopted by the City
Councii In May 19885, Although this Flan Revision cannct alter the recently
adopted Redevelopment Plan, the Redevelopaent Plan is included in  the
evaluation of transportation and other service systesm capacities and other
impacts, Furthermore, the Plan Revision identifies refinements to the
kRedevelopment Plan's land use designations which are needed to gake the
community-wide transportation system werk. (refer to APPENDIX B). )

In the two recently adopted plan amendment areas =~- the Beverly Hillg Freeway
Deletion Area and the Highland Cahuenga Area -- the Plan Revision proposes only
minor changes to make land uses in those areas consistent with the rest of the

Plan Revision area.

H

3.5 OBJECTIVES OF THE PLAN REVISION

1. With réspect to the Plan's capacity for additional development, the
ebjectives are to accommodate:

The total populaticn projected by the Southern Califernia Asscciation

_of Governments (SCAG) for the year 2010, pius a 10 to 15 percent
capacity buffer in the entire Hollywood Community Plan area, .
includfng the Redevelopment Area;’ :

4 Enough additional comsmunity-serving retall and services outside the

Redevelopment Area to serve that additionail popuiation;

* Eﬁough additieonal cospunity and regional-serving offlce development,
retai! and services to revitalize downtown Hollywood and create an
egpioyment center that {s concentrated enough te be served by public
transpertation, carpooling and vanpooling, and with nearby housing to
facilitate walking and bicycling to work.

. Encugh additional! iIndustrial capacity to permit the fila and
televigion industries to remain in Hollywood and to expand.

2. To create cchesive nelighborhoods with generally simflar buliding types
{for example, mostly single-fasily houses or mestly duplsxes or mostly

apartment buildings).
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3. To provide commercial uses to serve the Hollywood residential community in
a2 logical land use pattern that provides g cholce of shopping
epportunities and reduces autoamobile trips, including: .

8 A limited amcunt of highway-oriented uses along major highways that
,earry high velumes of local and through traffle, Ilke Santa Monica,
Sunset and Hollywood Boulevard;

] A substantial amount of neighborhood-orlented uses aiong secondary
highways which garry less traffic and are surrounded by residential
neighborhoods. ldeaily, every residential neighborhoed should have a

pedestrian-oriented shopping area to which pecple can walk and which -
. can provide a focus for neighbarhood activity; -
. Major shppping ‘tacilities and employment in thé. ‘center of Hol]yuood -
so that residents deo not have to drive +to regional -centers in other
cosmunities, like the Glendale Galleriaz or Beverly Centsr.

&, To ensure adequate traffic capacity and public improvesents and faciliities
to support the build-out population.!

5. Te enhance the quality of life In Hollywood.

3.6 PLAN LAND USES

Table ! shows the distribution of land area in the Plan Revision area under the
Proposed Plan: 54 percent residential, 38 percent open Space and public
faciliities, 5 percent commercial and ! percent industirial, This distribution
refiects the existing distribution of !and uses. In coaparison the Current Flan
distribution is: G0 percent residential, 33 percent open space, & percent

copmercial and 2 percent industrial.

Figure 3 shows the proposed residentla! land uses for the Plan Revision area.
As the figure and Table )| indicate, 71.1 percent of the residential land would
be devoted to single family housing (Minimum, Very Low [, Low ! and Low 1]
plan categories), 6 percent to duplexes (Lov Medium {2}, 16.7 percent to low
density apartments or t{ownhouses {(Low Hedfum 1), 11.7 percent to mediunm
density apartments, 0.3 percent to high mediun density apartments (located
only in the Highland-Cahuenga Corridor Area just north of downtown Hollywood),
and nene to high or very .high density apartments. In contrast, the Current
“Plan’ devotes ) cniy 3.5 percent of residential land toc duplexes and low density.
. apartments, 15,2 percent to medium density apartments, and 8.9 percent to high
*" medium, high and very high density apartments. Table 2 suamarizes the
densities, zonlng and housing types that. correspond to each rasidentfal plan

category.

t, Build-cut is defined here as the population resulting froz the maximue

.

development permitted for a given land use categery.
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TABLE 1/a/

PROPDSED LAND USE CATEGORIES AND DISTRIBUTION

Plan Category Corresponding Zone

T Y A B b e e e =

Minimum Al, AZ, RE40O

Very Low I kE20, Ra

Very Low | RE15, RE1)

Low | RER

Low |} R1, RS, RDE

Low Medium |  R2, RDS, RD4, RD3
Low Medium [} -RD!.5, -RD2 T
Hedium "R3

High Medium R4

High R4

Very High RS

RESIDENTIAL SUBTOTAL

Recreation and Schools

Gther Public Uses
Open Space/Fresway

OPEN SPACE/PUBLIC SUBTOTAL

Limited Commercial

Highway Oriented Commercial
Neighborhood Oriented Commercial
Community Comnmercial ’
Manufacturing (CTH, LTDH, LTD}

NON-RESIDENTIAL SUBTOTAL

Units per
Gross Acre Acres

Parcent

-

g .

e M . e e e Gm e e e e e e e e i TR Ve W R e WK e e e T T R M M e A ke e e M ML R AR R AR A e b

GRAND TOTAL

5 to 1 92
1+ to 2 -
2+ to 3 1,668
3+ to & 451
5+ to 7 "2;370
Tr to 12 456

12+ to 24 . . 8B%.

24+ to 40 830
40+ tp B0 23
60+ to 80 -
80+ -

7,815

4,228

341

S56

5,525

50

235

33t

68

244

828

14,068

/a/ Does not include the Hollywood Redevelopment Area.

) " ‘Source: Gruen Associates.
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S " Tahle2 . ;
SUMMARY OF RESIDENTIAL PLAN/ZONING DESIGNATIONS .
FOR THE HOLLYWOOD COMMUNITY PLAN REVISION AREA

aross Density

Plan (Units/ . Corresgonding 1lousi ag‘
2 Ty csf

Desipnation Gross Acrel)  Zoning® p Ilustrative Development$
Minitnum 05-1 - :'Rﬁdo SFD? 1 house on a minimum 40,000 square foot (1 acre) lot.
Very Low | t-2 - RE20, RA SFD 1 house on a minimum 20,000 squar:: {oot (1/2 acre) lot,
Very Low If 2-3 - -RELLREIS SFD 1 housec on a minimum 15000 square foot lm (REIS) or
R I house on a minimum 11,000 square foot ot (RE11).
Lowl 3-3 RE9 SFD ! house on a minimum 9,000 square foot lot.
Low 1l 5.7 " RI, RS, SFD 1 house on 2 minimum 7,500 square foot lot (RS) or
. 1 houst on a minium 7,500 square foot lot.
LO\h Medium 1 7-12 “R2, RDS, Duplex 2 houses or a duplex on a 5,000 square foot Jot.
‘ RD4, RD3

Low Medium I[ 12-24 RDLS, RD2  Muliiple 1 housing unit per 1,500 square feet of lot area (RDIL.5): 4

: B of 5 units on a 6,000 squarc foot lot or {0 units on a

15,000 square foot lot (2 swories wilh suface parking or 2
siorics over | level of parking). -
Medium 24.40 R3 Muliipic I t0 18 unils on a 15,000 square foot ot (2 or 3 siories
) over | level of parking or 3 storics with surface parking).

1,  Gross acreage includes streets,

2. Bold type indicates most comimon choice of zones for each land use category in Hollywood.

3. 45 foor hcight limit applics to all residentislly zoned land outside the Redevelopment Area in Hollywood; in cenain

areas the height Jimit may be futher reduced 10 30 feet. .

4, Density bonuses fur 25% low- and moderate-income housing would permit a 23% increasc in wails in the Low

. Mediom I und Medium cateporics. ‘ . -

5. SFD = Single Family Detached.

Source: Grmen Associatés ‘ s




Figure 4 shows the proposed nonresidential land uses. Of the tota! land area
devoted to compercial wuses, 7% would be Limited Commerciat, 34% Highway-
Oriented Commerciai, 48% Neighborbood-Oriented Commercial, and 10% Cornunity
Commercial (medical «center}., In the Current Pian, epproximately the sage land
area is devoted to commercial uses, but that land is aimost evenly split among
the highway-oriented, neighborhood office and community commercial categories.
Table 3 summarize the zones, development intensities, and specific uses

reconnended for each nonresidential category,

The current commerecial categories irn the zoning code do not correspond exactly
to Community PFPlan comgercial categqries, nor do. they pefmit such.-
differentiation except through additional develcpment-standards. Therefore,
the revised text of the Community Plan recommends that specific development
standards be adopted as part of the zoning code for each commercial category.
The intent of the development standards is teo achieve the fgllewing generzl

development character for each area:

Highway-Criented Commercial would be located along major traffic corridors
with high volumes of local and through tratffic, Uses would include
supermarkets, strip centers, auto sales and repair, and motals., Users
would arrive primarily by car or bus; a minimum cf 5 parking spaces per
4,000 square feet would be provides. Shade trees, landscape buffers a&nd
minimal architectural standards would be established.

Neighborhood~-Orfented Commercial would be located along secondary strests
gurrounded by residential nelghborhoods. These uses would be permitted to
be built te 1 time the lot area. Shops would be ocriented to pedestriany
zlong the street, with parking behind or in centralized structures;
certain uses would be limited to encourage a  high percentage of
nefghborhood-serving uses (iike supermarkets, drug stores, hardware
stores, shoe repalr, and dry cleaners); users would walk from their homes,

as well as drive to these nelghborhoed arseas.

The (City would facilitate the esteblishment of parking assessaent
districts to help merchants provide adequate off-street parking.

& Comaunity Commsrcial. Hospitals in the East Hellywpod Center Study Area
would be ‘permitted to deveiop to 3 tlmes buildable area.® '

o

t, The Zoning Code defines "buildable area™ as all that portien of a let
located within the proper zone for the proposed saln bullding, excluding thoge
portions of the lot which must be reserved for yard spaces. bullding line
setback space, or which may only be used fbr accessory bulldings or uses.

03 -
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Communiy

‘Flan

Designation

" Limited

Commercial

Highway-
Oriented
Commercial

Neiphborhood-
Oriented
Commercial

Community
Commercial

Commercial

* Manufacturing

Limited
Manufacturing

SUMMARY OF COMMERCIAL AND |

NDUSTRIAL PLAN/ZONING DESIGNATIONS

FOR THE HOLLYWOOD COMMUNITY PLAN REVISION AREA

Polential

Corres- -

pcmdirfg Permitted
Zones” . - Flmr Area
CRr,ClL,

Cl5P -0.5 x lot area
1, Ce, .

P -0.5 x lot area
Ci.C2, N

C4, P 1.0 X lot area
C2, C4, 3.0 x Ipt area
CR, P, PB

M, P 1.5 x lot arca
M1, MR1, 1.5 x iot area
P, PB

Source: Gruen Associutes

-1 Bold type indicares most common corresponding zone,

Hlustrative Development

CR - Professional offices with ground floor retail
Ct, CL.5 - Neighborhowod-serving retail and services
P - Parking L

Supermarkets, highway-orented retail convenience

stoves and sirip-centers, auto sales and repair,
hotel/motels. Plan intent s to have adequate
landscaping and parking,

Pedestrian-oriented neighborhood retail shops and
services, such as shoe repair, dry cleaners,
pharmacies, hardware stores,” grocery stores.  Plan
intent is 1o provide 50% neighborhood serving uses.

Hospitals and related facilities; Plan intent

is to encourage fetail on  ground floor
along Vermont and Suaset,

Mix of commercial and light industrial uses.

Motion pictute production facilities,
parking structures.



_emtire Community Plan area,

.fespect. to use. in .
rfnecessary to zone most of the cosmunity south ot the Hollywood Hills

3.7 PLAN CAPACITY

Table 4 and Figure 5 summarize the development capacity of the Propozad Plan
for the Revision Area and the adopted Redevelopment Plan, and compares that
capacity with 1987 development and with the capacity of the Current Plan.
Capacity 15 described §n terms of housing units, population, and non-

residential floor space.

Housing Capaclty. Build-out of the Propossd Plan, which achieves the sbjective
of accommodating’ oniy the year 2010 population projection plus a 15 parcent
capacity buffer, represents a 26 percant increase in housing units for the
conpared -with an increase in excess of 88 parcent

permitted by the Current Plan plus the adopted Redavetopaent Plan area.

In order to reduge the Plan capacity frcm over 180,000 units permitted by the
Current Plan to 120,000 wunits, it was generaily necessary to zone residential
neighborhoods consistent with either their predominant or median (mid-range)
existing density. The permitted density could not exceed the predominant
existing use, since that would perait too wmany additional units and would
overtax streets and other public facllities. Conversely, the permitted density
could not be less than the predominani existing use, because that would not
altow the neighborhood to achieve a consistent cverali bullding character,

"would not allow the additional units needed for the year 2010, and would create

an excessive number of nonconforming uses.?

! Recauge sc much of Hollywood wasg previously zoned for maxisum densities
2., R4 and K% which permit densities of 108 to 217 units per net acre), there
are apartment buildings at R4 densities sprinkied throughout the conmunity.
Hany of these buildings are already nonconforming with respect to the Current
Plan and with respect to the interim zoning controls which have been in place
since 1986. They will continue to be nonconforming under the Propesed Plan.
Specifically, approximately 8 percent of ail lots in the Plan area wil! be
nonconforming with respect to density; almost none will be nonconforaing with
order - to eliminate al!. nonconforming uses, [t would be
R4; the
result would be about twice as many housing units as the Current Plan parmits
and a8 corresponding increase In traffic. S&ince the trafflc generated by bulld-
out of the Current Plan {2 already ispossible te accommodate, as shown in
Figure §-2, a further increase would only make conditions more unmanageable.

The Proposed Plan does eliminate the nonconferming status of most single-fanmily
houses in the Hollywood Hills. The Current Plan shows most lots in the hills
at Very Low densities, However, the majority of thoss areas are already built
at Low | and Low Il densities and/or have been subdivided at those densities,
The Proposed Plan designates them at thoss actual existing densities. Thisg
change has no effect on Plan capacity (that it, it does not increase the
capaclty). Jt simply shows what iz already there and wmininmizes the nesd for
existing hoaeowners to get varlances for home Improvenents.

-
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TABLE &
HOLLYWOOD GROWTH PROJECTIONS/2/

1887 Additional Build-out
Housing Units
Redevejoprent Area 16,000 +13,000 28,000
Revision Area B8:,000 +12,000 83,000
Total 87, 000 +25, 000 122,300
Popuiation ) ’
Redevelopment Args . 34,000 +39,000 73,000 .
Revision Area £70,000 7 . +28,000 188,000
Total 204,000 +£8,000 272 000 :
Conmmerecisl Development in Hilljons of Square Feet
Redeve lopment Area 12 +22 34/b/
Revision Ares 12 + 7 18
Total 24 +28 k3
Industrial -Development in Millions af Sguvare Feet
Redevelopment Area 3 + 2 ]
Revision Aresa .5 + 7 iz
8 + 8 .17

Total

/&l Redevelopsent Aree statistics are ba;e& on the sdopted Redevelopzment Plan,
All other tigures are estimates prepared by Grusn Associates,

/b/ Assumes "practical build-out™ as defined by the Cosmunity Redevelopment
Agency 1CRA}. The underlying assumptions are: 1)Redevelopment would occur if &)
the existing number cof residential units Is 50 percent or Jess than permitted
by the Redevelopzent Plan, or b) the existing commercial square footage {s 25
percent or less than the potential build-out permitted by the Redeveliopment

Plan, or ¢) the existing industrial square footage is 25 percent or lsss than
the potential bufld-out. pereitted by the Redevelopment Plan, and d) the

1)’:.existing.buiLdiﬁg,15-substaniia!ly~detgfiorated and e} the existing development

2)Redevelopment would not
srchitectural

pubilc, gquasi-

is not in cvonformance “with the Redevelopment Flan.
occur 1f a) - the wexisting bulldings are of historfcal or
significeance, or b} the existing use is open. gpace, recreation,

public or dinstitutional. .
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e - 0.5 times lot area (i. 5. a ."Floor

This additienal developpent is estimated to be just

For exarmple, If a nelghborhood {s mostly duplexes today, it wes designated Low
Hedium | (LM1i) which allows duplexes. It was not designated Low 11 {L2) which
permits enly single~family houses. 'Ner was it designated Low Medium 1] (LMD
or Mediup (Med) which would allow corplete redeveiopment gnd would result in
pore housing units than are needed for the year 2010,

Nonresidential Development Cepacity. [n an effort to make the transportation
system and other public faciliities and service systems workable, the Proposed
Flan (within the revision area’) reduces the . development - ctapacity of

congercialiy and induystrially zoned land to:

} " Area Ratic"™ ‘of 0.5:1) for Highway-
Oriented and Limited Commercial development;

"1 times lot area for Neighborhood-Oriented Comkercial development

.
® 1.5 times lot area for all Industrial development;
. 3 timea lot area for Compunity Commercial deveiopaent, which is limited te

land currentiy owned by three hospitals in the medical center at the
intersection of Sunset Boulevard and Vermont Avenue.

The resulting cosmercial development capacity in the Revision Area, excluding
the medical center area, is 15.4 gillion square feet of floor space, xn
increase of 54 percent over the existing estimated 10 million square feoet,

encugh  additional retail
gales and services to serve the added population, assuming that {5 to 20
percent of the commercial development in the Redevelopment Area which currently

provides community servige will be replaced by regicnal serving uses.

The Proposed Flan would permit the medical center to double in size from an
pestimated 1.85 million square feet §n 1887 to 3.7 million square feet at build-

It would permit i{ndustrial development, consisting primariiy of film and

out,
frop an estimated 5 miilion

video production, to more than double in size,
square feet in 1887 to 11.8 million square feet at build-out.



- The Hollywood Copmunity Plan area is located within the Sou

© The SCAG 82 medified .projections, as they are-known, are

"HManagement Plan and the Reéglonal Transportation Plan .

LR I I N

4.0 QVERVIEU OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The Ho!llywood Community Plan area is iocated in the centrai portion of the City
of Los Angeles, approximately 3 miles northwest of downtown Los Angeles. The
Plan area ewncoapasses approximately 23 square miles. The area ig situated south

‘ot the Santay Monica Mountains. It  includes the Hollywood Hills, as well as

highiy wurbanized residential and commercial areas to the scuth. The major
ecological and open space resource {n the Plan area (as well as the City as a
wholed) is Griffith Park (4,108 acres), located in the northern third of the
Plan area. The channel of the Los Angeles Rlver skirte the north and

northeastern perimeter of "the Plan area.

th Coast Air Basin
(3CAB). The Spouth Coast{ Air - Basin Is ‘& €,600~square mnmile basih'éncompassing
alt of Orange County, most of Los Angeles and Riverside counties, and the
gastern portion pf San Bernardino County. The ciimate of the South Coast Air
Basin ig determined by 1its terrain and geographical location. The Basin is a
coastal plain with connecting broad wvalleys and lJow hills, bounded by the
Pacific Ocean to the soputhwest, and high mountalnz zround the rest of its
parimeter. The region generally lies on the semi-permanent high pressurg zone
of the epastern Pacific. As a result, the climate is mild, tempered by cool zea
breezes. The usually mild climatological pattern iz {nterrupted cccasicnally
by periods of -extremely hot weather, winter storas, or Santa Ana winds. .

provisions of the Clean Air Act, areas are ciassified by the U.S.
Environmenta] Protection Agency as efther Tattainment®™ or "non-attainment®
aregas, for pollutants such as carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide (5022, nitregen
oxides (NOZ2), ozone (03) , hydrocarbons (HC), total suspended particulates
{TSP) and lead (Ph), based on whether the National Amblent Air Quality
Standards (NAAQSY are being met or not. The Plan Revision area is leocated in
the Los Angeles County sub-area of the South Coast Air “Basin, Los Angelas
Caunty is designated a non-attainment area for 03, CD, NO2Z2, and TSP; the County

is classified as an attainment area for S02.

Under the

Overall growth and development for the reglen encompassing the Hellywood
Community Plan area 1is guided by the population, housing and employment

forecast prepared by the Southern California Association of CGovernments (SCAG).
utilized as  the base

for other- regianal plans’ that affect  the Plan area such ag the Afr Quality
Other applicable plans

which encompass the Plan revision area Include:

Reglional Uateé Quatity Contro! Plan, Los Angeles Bagin
Urban Water Hanagement Plan
Los Angeles County General Plan .

Los Angeles County Solld Waste Hanagément Plan
Elenments of the City of Los Angeles General Plan (Housing, Conservation,

Seismic, Open Space, Noise, Scenic Righway, Safety, Public Library, Public
Recreation, Fire Protection and Prevention).



5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYS]S.

This section presents an assessaent of the environmental {wspacts that wouid
result from the Proposed Plan. As required by the Califprnia Environmental
Quality 5c;-(EEQA), the following environmental factors have been addressed:

Land Use
Pepulation and Houszing
Traffic and Circulation .
Urban Design . : .

Public Services ) , -
Air Quality . o

Ncoise

Earth

Energy and Utijities
Drainage

Natura!l Resources
Culturail ang Historic Resources
‘Plant and Animal Life

e 200 e nnep e

Other environsentai effects, considered in the Initial Study, which were
determined ta be clearly insignificant and/or unlikely to oceur are not
addressed in detail in this repcrt. The compiete Initial Study is attached as

Appendix A,

5.1 LAKRD USE
Existing Conditions

The Current Kollywood Community Flan was approved by the City Council In
September 1573 after several years of study. The northern part of the aresz
has been designated for recreation and other public land uses, as well as open
northwest section has been degignated for minimum or very low
density housing. The scuthern section has been designated for more intensive
development. These include low to very high density housing, and cosmercizl
and industrial uses. The Plan enumerates policies for cosmerce, housing and
industry. Alsc discussed are specific programs for public Improvements,
circulation, and zoning actions. The Current Flan provides for residential
densities ranging from:minimum ‘to very high. The Current Flan, exclusive of the-
Redevélopment Area, provides tor a popiuletion capacity of 383,000 persons and
for approximately (0% miliion square feet of non-residential development. With
the Redevelopment Area included, these overall capacities would be increased to

space. Huch of

‘a population of 462,000 and a deveiopnent levei of approximately 140 million

square feet,

Since the adoption of the plan, real estate and development activities have
taken place within these “substantial cepacities. In addition, it should be
recognized that much previous development hag taken place under even higher
densities due to the inconsistency between the Copmunity Flan and the
underlying zoning. This level of developsent activity bas  resuited in
significant burdens on the traffic circulation systee within the Coamunity Plan
area, as wel} as other adverse impacts on public services and infrastructurae.
Development activity has also resulted In numerous land use conflicts and
incompatibilitiea refiected {in parkiny problems, aesthetic Impacis, light,

N
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shade~shadow inmpacts of new larger buildings on existing lower density
properties, the removal of architecturaliy or historically significant

buildings, asong other impacts.

Environmenta! Effects

One of the wmajpor objectives of the plan revision process was to bring the
population and employment capacities of the Plan area inte line with SCAG
growth projections for 2010 for approximately 218,000 persons and 107,000 jobs,
To accomplish these development levels, "down zoning"” is required. As é“resuitl
the development potential for residential and ccmmercxai/:ndustria} properties
. would be- reduced in subareas .throughout - the - Community Plan area, with the
exception of the Redevelopment Area and areas where there have been recent plan

amendments,

Changes in Fesidentia] Categories: In general, this work fccused on minimizing
non-caonforming uses, matching plan categories te existing typical densities or
median densities, while at the same time aliowing for some growth potentiat.
Table 5 compares the Current Plan with the Propesed Plan., 1t ghows that the
primary effect of the Proposed Plan would be to eiiminate the High and Very
High residential density categories (60 dweiling units per acre or greater) as
well as greatiy reduce the acreage devoted to the High HNedlum category (40 to
60 dwelling units per acre). The Froposed Plan also entalls a substantial shift-
from the Very Low residential density categories to the Low | and Low I
categories, generally to refliect existing conditiens.

TABLE 5
COHPARISON OF PROPGSED AND CURRENT PLAR FOR RESIDENTIAL CATEGORIES/a/

Proposed  Current
Unlte per  Plan Plan

Fian Category Corresponding Zone Gross Acre Acres Acres/b/
Miniaum AL, A2, RE4Q .5 to 1 928 1,084
Very Low | RE20, RA 1+ to 2 - -
Very Low ]I RE15, RE1{ 2+ to 3 1,868 3,878x
CoLav 1 REG™ .+ . 3+ tes 451
‘Low t1 ..+ " R1, BS, RD& T . &+ ko7 72,370 1,120+
Low Medium 1  R2, RDS, RD&, RD3 7+ to 12 456
Low Medium §! RDI.S5, RD2 - 12+ to 24 gas 283«
Mediuas R3 r 24+ to 40 830 1,281
High Medium Ré . 4G+ to 80 23 307
High R4 80+ to 80 - 357
Vary High RS 80+ - B8
TOTAL ‘ 7,615 8,408

/a/ Does not include the Hellywood Redevelopment Area.
b/ Includes recent amendments to the Plan.
#in the §1973 Plan, distinctions betwsen I=and |1 were not made.

st
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Changes in HNon-r: lsntia} Cetegories: Table 6 cowpares the Proposed Flan with
the Current with respect to commercial and Industriai land use categories on an
Bcreage and square foot basis. As can be seen, the Froposad FPlan wouid reduce
commercial and industrial acreage by 108 amcres {a {0 percent reduction’.
However, substantially reduced floor tp area ratios In all categories would
reduce the development potential by 65 percent (a reduction ef 70.4 nillien
square feet), when compared to the Current Plan. The reduction in development
was based on a.desire to concentrate higher intensity developpent within the
Redevelopment Area, and to iimit the trip generation frod non-residential usex.
to be coppatible with the street system capacity. ’ ‘

‘ TABLE 6 -
COMPARISON OF PROPOSED.-AND CURRENT PLAN FOR .
" COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL CATEGDRIES/as )
Acres Sq.Ft.(Millions)
Froposed Current Proposed Current
Category Plan Plan Flan/b/ Plan/e/
Limited Compercial 50. = 0.8 -
Highway Oriented Commercial 235 2984 3.8 28.8
Neighborhoed Office Commercial 331 238 10.8 23.1
* Community Commercial 68 175 3.7 17.8
Manufacturing/d/ 284 327 1:.9 32.0
TOTAL g9zg 1,038 31.0 101.4

Source: Gruen Associates

/a/ Does not include the Redevelopment Area. )
/b/ Square Feet based on the following fioor area ratios: Highway Urilented =

FAR ©.5:1, Limited Commercial = FAR 0.5:!, Neighborhood Office = FAR 0.75:1 for

retail and FAR 0.25:) for officge, Comaunity Commerciai = FAR 3:1, Hanufacturing

categories = FAR 1.5:1. .
2:1 for non-residential uses.

/c/ Assumes an FAR 3
/ds Includes  commercial-smanufacturing, limited panvfacturing and light

manufacturing categeories.

3 C e [ . .
- s - - 5 i i 5

- 5 : STl 7

: [N . R .. B o

Mitigation Messures

The Proposed Plan is intended as mitigation for the effects of the Current
the Proposed Fian does not eliminate the growth potential

in the Plan area. !t would allow for the develepment of approximateily 12,000
additional housing units and approximately 14 million square feet of naw
development above existing levels. [t sheuld aiso be recognized that the
Redevelopment Area could accoamodate an additional 13,000 dwelling units ang

approximately 38 million square feet of development.

Plan. Nevertheless,

ki
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" For this sase area, the Current

5.2 POPULATION AND HOUSING
Existing Conditions

1987 Estﬁgata: Based on buiiding permit activity, Grusn Assoclates has
estimated that the 1987 Plan area population is 204,000 persons; 170,000
persons are thought te reside in the Plan revision area and 34,000 live in the
Redevelopment Area. Similarly with housing, 81,000 units are estignted for the
revision area and 16,000 units are located in the Redeveiopment area, :

Housing Hix' According to estlmates prepared by Gruen. Associates, there were
approximately 18,000 single family homes .in the Plan area in 1887. In addition,

thers are estimated to be 78,000 multlple family units. Thus, 80 percent of the
existing stock is multiple family units, and the remaining 20 percent consists

of singie~family homes.

- Environmental Effects

Table 7 compares the Propesed Plan with the Current Flan and existing
to housing units and population. ¥Within the revision area,
the PFroposed Plan would result in the additien of approximately 12,000
dweliings abhove 1587 levels. Similarly, the Proposed Plan would add 29,000
persens to the population. With respect to the Current Plan, the Proposed Plan
would reduce potential housing capacity from 154,000 units to 83,000 units {a
40 percent reduction in capacity). Population capacity would be reduced from
369,000 persons to 198,000 persons {(a 49 percent reduction in capacity).

Capacity:

conditions relative

Housing Mix: As indicated above, the mix between single family unite and multi-
family units is 20 percent and B0 psrcent, respectively. The Fropossd Plan
would maintain this mix of uni{ts. The Current Plan, however, would allow for
the davelopsent of a substantial number of aulti-family units. At Current Plan
buiid-out, the overall mix of units would be approximately 10 percent single
family and 80 percent multf-family. This change would suggest the redevelcpment
ot Jower density residential areas to higher densities. In contragt, the
Proposed Plan would maintain the overali status quo relative to residential

density mix.,

Jobs-Housing Balance: . It -has been estimated that the Propesed Plan would-
provide capacity for approxisately 65,000 -Jobs within the Plan revision area.

Pian would provide capacity for approximateiy

233,000 jobs. The Southern Californla Assgsociation of Governments has indicated

that an approxipate indicateor of the balance between jobs and housing is the

ratio of employment to popuiation. A balance between Jobs and houring is

typlcally represented by & ratio of 0.38 to ¢§.55.¢ For the revision area,

Tabie 8 illustrates the ratic for the Propesed and Current Plan.

', See California Department of Housing and Comaunity Developnent, [ssue
Paper "Jobs-Housing Balance™, Deceeber IB87, page 5.

ot
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TABLE 7
HOUSING UNITS AKD POPULATION COMPAR!SON
{in thousands)

Exi{gting/a/ Current Plan/b/ Proposed Plan
Revision Entire Revision Entire  Revision Entire
Area Pian Area Area Plen Arez Area Pian Ares
Single Family 18 18 21 - 21 21 -2
Multi-Family 83 e 133 - 182 72 101
_ TOTAL UNITS 81 87 154 183 93 " 122 "
POPULATION 170 . 204 389' ’ 482 . 198 272

/n/ 1887 estimated developed by Gruen Agsociates.
/b/ Inciudes Amended Redevelopment Plan Build-out
Source: Gruen Associates

TABLE 8
JOBS~HOUSING BALANCE

Proposed Plan (Revision Ares Only)

Esploynent Capacity = £5,000 jobs
Population Capacity =198,000 perscns
Enmployment/Population = 0.33 (housing-rich)

" Current Plan {(Revision Area Only)

Exployeent Capacity 233,000 jobs
Fopulation Capacity 388,000 persons
Erployment/Population = 0,80 (job-rich)

I #n

Proposed Plan (Entire Plan Area)

Eeployment Capaclty = 161,000 jobs/a/ :
‘Population Capacity =272,000 persons . ’
Employment/Pépulation -= 0.53 (job-rich)

Current Plan (Entire Plan Area)

Eaployment Capacity 328,00C Xobsg/a’
Population Capacity 482,000 parsons
Esployment/Population = 0.71 {job-rich}

Ho#

/a/ Includes approxisately 96,000 jobs estimated in Redevelopment Area (39
million square feet of development) .

i
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It can be seen that the Proposed Plan would result in & ratio of 0.33

{indicative of too much housing) while the Current Plan wouid result in a ratio

0.60 (indicative of toc many jobs in relation to heusing). When the substantial
amount of empioyment anticipated In the Redevelopment Area (86,000 jobe) is

added, the ratio for the Proposed Plan shifts to favor jobs (a ratioc of 0.58).¢

In contrast, the {mbalance is further exaggerated under the Current Plan, where

the ratjo would shift to 0.71. In both of these cages, non-~residential

deveiopment leveis would need to be scaled back to achieve a jobs-housing

balance {n the Hollywood Community Plan area. .

®

Mitigation Msasures

‘redevelopment, reiccation

.
.

For units lost’ through displacesent and
assistance should ke provided per City of Los Angeles requiresments,

& To achieve a jobgs-housing balance In Hollywood, comeercia}l and industrial
development densities in the Redevelopment Area should be reduced.

gagtimate asgsumes approximately 20

', The Redevelopment Area employment
retat} and 5 alttion g.f, of

miilion s.f, of offfce, 4 =sillion s.f. of
industrial. o
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TABLE ¢

STREEY SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

Existing Through Lanes

1973 ¢ seseserermsvssnannnans X

Street/Sepgment . . Clusiﬁcatlon_ Of f<Pagk Peak .+ Notes

EAST/WEST. STREETS .. L .« T, ot <

Lesisanecasnsnans L .

MULHOLLAND DR )
Lavrel Canyon-Cahuengs Major 2 2

LOS FELIZ BLVD
Uestern-Vermont Secondery 4 1
Vermont-Riverside Major & 5 @

FRANKLIN AVE
Gardner-La Brea Secondary 2 2
Ls Brea-Nighland Secordary & 4
Righland-Wilcex Secondary 2 2
Wilcox-Normandie Secondary 4 &
Kormandie-St George Secondery 2 2

ST GEOAGE ST
Frankiin-Rowena Secordary 2 2

HOLLYWOOD BLVD
Laurel Canyon-L3 Brea Major 2 4 )
La 8rea-Sunset Major 4 ¢

SUNSET BLVD )
La Cienega-Kings Major 4 4
Kings-Wilton nsjor 4 é 4D
Wiiton-Sante Monics . Kajor 4 [

FOLNTAIN AVE
La Cienege-Fairfax Secondsry 2 4 1
fairfax-Orange Secondary 4 4 (5)
Orm-Qrmson i Secondary 2 B L&

LA MIRADA AVE (Fountain Ave jog) - . ) ‘ '

" _Bronsen-Van Ness ' . o “Secondsry ~ 2 2

FOUNTALK AVE
van Ness-$t Andrews - Secondary 2 2
§t Andrews-Western Secondary & 4
Western-Suset Secondary 2 2
sunset-#yperfon ) Secondary 3 4

SANTA MONICA BLYD
Lo Cienega-Sweetzer ) Major 4 & om
SweetZer-Ly Brea Hajor 4 4
La Brea-Nighland s jor & 6 . (N
Highland-Wilcox Major & 4
Wilcox-Gawver Mpjor & 6 [§5)
Gower-Sunset Major & 4

.
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f'mq‘\"
Strest/Segmant .
KYRA AVE . o
santa Monica-Sunset .

MELROSE AVE
ta Cienega-La Brea
*La Srea-Citrus
ctrrus-Normandie
Normandie-Alexandria
Alexandria-nNoover

HORTR/SOUTH STREETS

LA CLENEGA BLWO
Melrose-Santa Monica
Santa Monica-Sunset

CRESCENT MEIGTS 8LVD
Rosewood-Santa Honica
Santa Monica-Sunset

LAUREL CANYON BLVD
Sunget -Hol | ywood
Mol Lywood-Nt Ot ympus
Kt Olympus ~Mulhol Land

FAIRFAX AVE
fosewood-Melrose
Melrose-Santa Monica
Santa Monfea-dollywood

MARTEL AVE .

- A

_ jauuood-llejrgu <

VIsIA 3 S

Melrose-Sonta Monica
GARDNER ST
santa Monica-Fountain -
fountsin-Frankiin
LA BREA AVE
Rosewood-Nol lywood
Mol (ywood-franklin
HIGHLAND AVE
Rosewood-Kelrose
Melrose-Sunset
surset-Franklin (west)
Franktin (west)-Franklin (east)
franklin (east)-Odin

L]

YABLE ¥ (continued)

STREET SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

1973 ¢P

Classitication

Snwsmnepbare

Hsjor

Secorsdary
Seccndary
Secondary
Secondary
Seccndary

Major
Secondary

Secondary
Msjor

Secondary

Secondary

Secondary
Msjor
Major
Major

Secondary

Secondary

Secondary..

Secondary

Major -
Secondary

Mejor
Ma jor
Major
Major
Major

42

Existing Through Lanes

SeasravrEeneTETeLSsERan

Off-Peak Peak
& 4
4 &
3 &
2 3
4 4
2 ! 4
4 4
[ &
4 3
4 4
& &
3 3
2 é
[

é

A 4
2 F4
2 2
[ [A
2 2
4 &
& [
4 '3
[ é
5 4
7 7
6 7

Notes

4]
(10)

4}

3

6

(H

)
&)
(%)
(%)

*



TABLE 9 (continued) ’

STREEY SYSTEM DESCRIPYION

Existing Through Lanes

1973 P messccrrcsersrvanarens
Street/Segment . Classification Qff-Pesk Peak Kotes
CAHUEWGA BLVD WEST - o : ) .
Kighipnd-58 Cff Rafp « HMajor ¢ L - )
58 Off Ramp-Mulbotland . Kajor & 4 ! -
Mutholland-garham Major 3 3 (7
WILLOX AYE N
Melrose-Franklin Secondlary 2 2
COLE AVE
Melrose-Cahuenga Secondary 4 2
CAHUENGA BLVD :
Melrose-Franklin Secondary 4 4
Franklin-Odin Hajor 4 & )
CAHUEWGA BLVD EAST
odin-Pilgrimage Bridge Local 3 k3 8y
Pilgrimage Bridge-n/o NB On Ramp tocal 2 2 (1%
n/o KB On Ramp-Barham Off Ramp Locst 1 1 (13)
Barham Off Ramp-Barham Local 2 2 {15
VINE BT
Meirose-Franklin Hajor & &
GIWER ST .
Malrose-koel lywood Secondsry 2 + 2
Hotlywood-Franklin Secondary & 4
BROWSON AVE
Santa Monfca-Franklin Secondary F4 2
WiLTON PL
Melrose-Franklin Secondary 2 4 M
WESTERH AVE ’
Melrose-Franklin - . . Kajer T4 -4 . -
HORMAMDIE AVE  + ' D - L ,
" Welrose-Santa Worica Secondary’ 2 kt £12)
Santa Monics-Franklin ’ Secondsry s 2
VERMOWT AVE .
Melrose-Sunset Major 4 & N .
sunset-Los Feliz Hzjor 4 ¢
Los Feliz-vermont Canyon Secondary 4 4 :
VIRGIL AVE g g
Keirose-Sunset Secondaty & - &
HILLKURET AVE
sunset-Los Felix Secondary 4 4
Los Fetiz-Vermont Secondary F 2
HYPERIDOW AVE
Fountain-Glemdsle Secondary 4 4




TABLE 9 {contirsed}

STREEY SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

Existing Through Lanes

1973 Cp D RT T TP ves
Street/Segment Ctassification Off-pesk . Peak Notes
GRIFFITH PARK BLVD .
Hyperion-los feliz Secondary b4 2 . "
ROWEWA AVE _ . RE -
+ios Feliz-Hyperion et Sex:m&ary cn X 2 2
_ Hyperion-Glendate © Secomdary L& 4
"RIVERSIDE DR o
Glendale-Los Feliz Major 4 ’ 4
Hotes:

T. Peak parking restrictions in both directions during both peak perfods (various locatipns).

2. Los Feliz peak parking restrictions: W8 during morning peak and EB during evening peak

(Vermont-Riverside).
3. Crescent Heights pesk parking restrictions: X8 during merning pesk and 5B during evesing
peak (Rosewood-Santa Nenical, . '

4. Highland reversible lane sections operate as follows:
Qff-pPk AM PE M Pk

N2 S8 HE BE KB SB

Sunsét-Frank{in (west} 2 3 I3 4 3
Frankiin (west)-Frankiin (gast) I 4 3 4 & 3*
franklin (east)-Odin 3 3 3 4 & 3

* includes long scuthboursd right-turn lane to Frankiin.
fountain lanes: number of lares varies, portions are tuwo-lane (Fairfax-Orange},
taurel Canyon lanes: 1 lame KB, 2 lanes SB (Holiywood-¥t Clympus).

7. Cahuengs West Lanes: 1 fare HB, 3 lanes 58 (Highlpnd-SB Dff Ramp); 1 lane MB, 2 ifanes 8B

{Mulhoilard-Barham}.
B. Cahuenga East lanes: 2 lanes NB, 1 lane §B (Ddin-Pilgrimage Bridge).
9. Melrose fanes: 1 lane EB, 2 lanes WE during of f-peak periods (La Braa-Litrus),
10. Melrose peak parking restrictions: WB during morning and evening (Citrus-Normandie).
s© 11, Hollywood. pesk parking restr‘lctmm:l EB and WB during evening pesk onty (Laurel

"

T o “Canyon‘ia Brea).
SR during morning pesk and N8B during evening pesk

L 12. Hormandie pesk parkmq restnctmns.

(Melrose-Santa Honfca).
13, Cahuerga Boulevard East i3 one- uay mrorthbound over Cahuengs Pass.
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Existing Treftic Volupes and Leve!ls of Service

Level of service is a qualitative ®measure used 1o describe the condition of
traffic fiow, ranging from excellent conditions at level of service (LOS) A to
everioaded conditions at LOS F. LO0OS C is the level of operation typically used
as a desigﬁ standard, while LOS D is typically considered to be acceptable for
urban street systems. Level of service definitions for signalized
intersections are provided in Table 10,¢ Veekday ®orning and evening peak
hour intersection turning movement counts were provided by the City of Los.
Angeles Departmeht of Transportaticon for 38 intersections. The resuits of the
fevel of service anaiysis for the morning and evening peak hours are shown in
. Table 11i. Az {ndicated in the tabie, 3  of the- 38 intersections are currently
operating at an Unacceptable level of service (LDS E or F) and 11 are currently
.operating at LOS D during the morning peak period, while 11 intersections are
currentily cperating at an unacceptable level of service and 13 are currently

operating at LOS D during the evening peak period.

Existing daily traffic volumes on streets throughout the Hollywood area were
obtained from the City of Los Angeles iraffic count files. Existing daily
volumes on streets in the West Holiywood area were obtained from the County of
Los Angeles for 1986 and 1887, and 19806 daily volumes on the Hoilywood and
. Golden State Freeways were obtained from Caltrans. Figure 8 illustrates the
existing datly ¢traffic wvolumes on the sgtreet and highway netwprk in the Hol-

lywood area.

Utilizing the calcutated v/c ratips from the calibrated pode! in conjunction
with observations of the existing traffic conditions and congested areas, the
street segments which are currently estimated to experience fair to poor Jevels.
' D, E er F during the afternoon peak commute period are
illustrated in Figure 8. As can be seen, the street segments currently
experiencing the most congestion include the Highiand Avenue/Franklin Avenue
vicinity, street segments in the vicinity of Hollywood Freeway ramps, and
portions of Los Feliz Beoulevard, Franklin Avenue, Hollywoed Boulevard, Sunset
Boulevard, Sania Monica Boulevard, Helrose Avenue, Beverly Boulevard, La
Cienega Boulevard, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, Cahuenga Boulevard West, Hignland

Avenue, Vine Street, Western Avenue and Vermont Avenue.

£y

of service of

7

+

- i, The "Intersection Capacity Utilization” method of intersectiaon capacity

anajysis was used to determine the intersection volume/capacity (v/c) ratia and
corresponding level of  service for the existing turning movements and
intersection characteristics at signalized intersections. As part of the
deve lopment of the highway network for the computer wmodel. existing capacities
were estimated for each street in  the network based upon the physical and
characteristics of the street. The existing traffic volumes were

operational
capacities to develop v/v ratios for the various

-conpared to the estimated
highway segments throughout the area.
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Level of

TABLE 10

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERYICE DEFINITIONS

Volume/Capacity

Service

A

Ratin
0.00 - 0.60
0.61 - 06.70

0,71 - 0,80
0.81 - 0.90
0.91 - 1.00

Greater.than
SUl00

Definition

EXCELLENT. No vehicle waits longer
than one red light and no approach
phase’is fully used. ’

VERY G0CD. An occasional approach
phase is fully wutiltized; many
drivers begin to feel somewhat
restricted within groups of
vehicles.

g00D. Occasionally drivers may
have to wait through more than one
red light; backups may develop
behind turning vehicles,

FAIR. Detlays may be substantial
during portions of the rush hours,
but encugh lewer volume periods
occur to permit «clearing of
developing 1lines, preventing
excessive backups.

POOR. Represents the mest vehicles
intersection approaches «can
accommodate; may be long lines of
waiting wvehicles through several
signal cycles.

FAILURE. Backups from nearby loca- "~
tiofis or on cross streets may
restrict or prevent movement of
vehicles oput of the dintersection
approaches. Tremendous delays with
continucusly increasing queue
Tengths. . e
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TABLE 11

P PEAK HOUR INTERSECTIOR LEVEL ©F SERVICE AKALYSIS
EXISTING CORDITIONS

AM peak Hour PH Feak Hour
Map . A rmmsasrrasers term  mmsens temarematas
Rum Intersection " ¥/ - LOS yiC Los
' 1 " Melrose Ave & Fairfax Ave Co - 0.87 P
; ? Melrfose Ave & La Brea Ave i N 0.80 £/ .93 E
3 ~ Melrose Ave & Kighland Ave .95 E 1.03 F
4 Melrose Ave & Western Ave ‘ 0.87 b 0.99 £
5 Santa Honica B! & Righland Ave 0.8% b 1.00 E/F
& Sante Monica Bi & Vine St 0.79 C 0.97 E
¥ Santes Konica Bt & Western Ave 0.8t D 0.89 by
B Santa Monica Bl & Yermont Ave 0.48 A Q.65 B
¢ Santa Manica Bi & Wyra Ave/Hoover St 0.51 A 0.79 c
10 Santa Monica Bl & Sunset Bl 0.45 A C.59 B
1t Fountain Ave & Highland Ave 1.05 £ 1.07 F
12 Fountain Ave & Yine St e En G.84 o]
13 Fountain Ave & Western Ave 0.54 A 0.78 L
14 Fountain Ave & Vermont Ave 0.49 A 0.65 B
15 Suniset BE & Crescent Hgtz/laurel Cyn .83 o] 0.5 E
16 Sunset Bl & Fairfax Ave B.&5 8 G.87 b
17 Surset Bl & La Bres Ave 0.6& B 0.87 )
18 Sunset BL & Highland Ave 0.85 & 0.83 D
19 Sunset Bl & Vine St 0.73 In ; .82 D
20 Suriset 81 & Gower St 0.7t L Q.87 U
23 Sunset Bl & Western Ave 0.7 C 0.%7 E
22 Sunset Bl & Normandie Ave .46 A 0.82 e
23 Sunset BL § Vermont Ave .75 c 0.85 33
24 sunset Bi & Hotiywood Bi/Hilihurst St 0.82 D 0.9 £
25 Hollywood Bl & Fairfax Ave 0.69 B 0.67, g
, 26 Kollywood 81 & La Breg Ave = - P i € o.78 o
L : 277 _Bellywsod 81 & Highisnd Ave . D89 B 0.7 3
- 28 Hol lywood B! & Cahuengs Bl . D78 £ 0.87 v
: 29 Hollywood 6L & Vire St 0.7 t 0.74 €
0 Hollywood B1 & Broason Ave . . 0.57 . A 0.69 B
< 31 Holiyhiood Bl & Western Ave 0,73 c £.75 c
32 Hollywsed Bl & vermont Ave 0.45 A 0.57 A
33 Franklin Ave {West) & Highland Ave 0.93 E 1.03 F
34 Frankiin Ave {East) & Highland Ave 8.74 C 0.76 - t
35 Franklin Ave & Western Ave D.&7 B .72 o
34 Franklin Ave & Vermont Ave 0.64 B 0.92 £
37 Los Feliz Bl 3 vermont Ave 0,82 B &.89 b
3 Los Feliz 81 & Billhurst Ave 0.87 4] 0,83 e
39 Los Feliz BL & Riverside Dr 6.81 b 0.77 o
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Regiona! versus Lo A1 Trips

The location of Hollywood adjacent to g major commuting route between the San
Fernando Valley ‘and downtown Los Angelks, coupled with the physical constraints
on travel across the Hellywead Hills, has a significant ispact aon travel
the Hollywood area. Practically all traffic between the eastern
San Fernando Valley and the Los Angeles basin (whether downtown Los Angeles to
the scutheast, the Wilsghire corrider area to the south, or the West
Hollywood/Beverly Hiils area to the southwest) must either travel through the
Cahuenga Pass on either the Hollywoed Freeway or Cahuenga Boulevard, or aust
ut{lize gross-mpountain routes such as Laurel Canyon Boulevard. This regional~-
dy-griented traffic s funneled through the Hellywood area, adding to Qraffic

congestion on key streets in the area. ' -

patterns in_-

An analysis of through trips was performed using the existing volumes from the.
calibrated model. Table 12 shows the percentage breakdown of wusage of key
streets In the study. area by regiona) and Comsunity Plan generated traffic.
While regional trips are generally higher toward the edges of the study area,
regional trips tend to be between 20% and 40% even In the center of the Con-

munity Plan study area.

Environsental Effects

As indicated in the previous section,- mere than half of the analyzed
intersections are either approaching o¢r are c¢urrently operating at an
unacceptabie level cf service during the evening peak hour. Further
development within the Hollywood area coupled with regional growth could
pverload the already congested transportation facilities. The purpose of this
sgction is to assess the impacts of the Jand use miternatives on the street
system,

"

Trip Generaticn

The iand wuse alternatives represent varying degrees of development within the
Hollywood Community Plan study area, Fopulatien and enployment projections
were used to determine .the generation of vehicle trips within the study area,
which is presented in Table 13. As can be seen, the Build-out of the 1873
Hollywood Community Plan generates 208% mure evening peak periad trips and 227%
pare.daily trips.than are currently generated., = The Increased Non-Residential -

" Development Alternative :(Alternative 1) -génerates 84X more evening peak period

trips and B8% more daiiy trips than are currently generated, while the Froposed
Pian Revision ‘only .generates 48% more evening peak period trips and 50% acre

daily trips than are currently generated.

produced for each of the alternative developaent
sceparios. While the existing network was used for the Proposed Plan and
Alternative 1, the 1873 Hollywood Community Plan designates a classificatien
tor each of the sgtreets in the study area, with each classification having a
standard number of travel lanes and roadway widths. These ‘standards are

presented in Table 14,

Traffiec forecasts were



EVENING PEAK PERIOD THROUGH TRIP ANALYSIS

TABLE 12

EXISTING CONDITIONS (ESTIMATED)

Street

—— - " i P T Y o L T AT Sy Bt oy vt . e

La Cienega at Sunset
Fairfax at Sunset
La Brea at Sunset
Highland at Sunset
Vine at Sunset
Western at Sunset
Vermont at Sunset

Franklin at Highland
Hollywood at Highland
Sunset at Highland

Santa Monica at Highland
Melrose at Highland

Los Feliz at Vermont
Franklin at Vermont
Hellyweood at Vermont
Sunset at vermont

Santa Monica at Vermont
Melrose at Highland

o W e e dhe iy et W doan Ik e T Jem e Y v o -

Notes:

Regional
Traffic #*

A W Yo o - - -

A7%
'35%
29%
37%
24%
12%
10%

35%
25%
25%
14%
12%

15%

5%
37%
14%
36%
47%

Local
Traffic %

- ——— g . -

85%
95%
63%
6%
64%
53%

. - . v - —— .

* Regional traffic = vehicle trips with both origin and destination
. outside of the Hollywood Community or Redevelcpment Plan areas.

. %% Local traffic = vehicle trips with either origin or destinatior,

or both, within Hollywood Community or Redevelopment Plan areas.

Percentages represent estimates from travel demand model developed for

Hollywood, not actual traffic count data.

51
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TABLE 13
Lo PROJECTED TRIF GENERATION FOR LAND USE ALYERMATJVES
AN Peak Pericd PH Peik Period - -
PeRisdcnnbisquisboaagenavtbabing .t-t------vn.:.---..--o-.-.-'-o; *
Alternative in Oout Total In Out Total baily
evsrbastrusnsersRadn” Sdlstianat Vroiurnivad ALPERNIINTE LAt P ESANS FirFmsabis SbbEkosene evmrerEmas
‘Existing - 56,510~ 47,640 104,150 121,010 126,590 267,600 932,630
1973 CP Buildout 151,450 86,210 237,680 346,230 418,980 745,210 3,045,640
Alternative 1 101,540 62,250 163, 790 205,580 250,870 456,450 1,754,480
P}oposed Plan 82,640 56,770 137,410 168,840 197,380 366,220 1,395,136
Note:

Trip projections fepresént estimated trips for both the Hollywood Cmunity Plan and
Redeveloprent Plan ares, assuning full bulldout of each Community Plen alternstive and

full buitdout of the Redevelopment Plan,
ALl trip projections rounded to nearest 10 vehicle trips. .
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TABLE 14
1873 COMMUNITY PLAN STREET STANDARDS

Right-of-Way Favepent Number of Throuéh

Clasgification Width (feet] Width (feet) Lanes tiwo-Way)
Major Highway 100 to 104 80 to Ba 6
Secondary - BB 66 - 4
Collector B4 44 2

Since many streets In the network do not currently meet the (873 Community Plan
criteria, a build-out network was created and was wused for- the 1573 Community
Plan Build-cut land use ajternative. In addition to the increased capacity ot
seiected streets, the 1973 Community. Plan includes- the elimination of the

Franklin AvenuesHighland jog by realigning the western approach of Franklin °

Avenue, and the Fountain Avenue jog at Bronson Avenue and Van Ness Avenue bhas
also been eliminated by realigning Fountain Avenue between Tamarind Avenuve and

5t. Andrews Place.

Summary results based on the traffic forecasts are presented in Table 15
inciuding values for the estimated existing conditions, the bulld-out of the
1873 Cosnmunity Plan on the build-out network, and the Propossd Plan and
Alternative ! on the existing network. Traffilec impact measures shawn include
vehicle-miles of travel (VMT}, average speed (MPH), and vehicle~hours of delay
for the evening peak period, aggregated across the entire Holiywood Community
Plan highway network. It should be noted that these numbers do not necessarily
represent actual conditions, but rather are Intended for use in making relative

comparisans between the various alternatives.

Projected Operating Conditions

Evening peak perlod turning movements were obtained frem the model for each
alternative, and the corresponding levels of service are presented in Table 16.
The calculated v/c ratios from the traffic forecasts were used to identify the
street segments which are projected to experience poor levels of service, E and
F, during the evening peak period. The street segment levels of service for
each of the land use alternatives are presented in Figures 10 through 12,

y;CSrreﬁt Plan Euﬂidiopt:oh_ﬁuiidfqut Netwq{': Ag indicated in Table 186, 36 of
the, 39 analyzed intersections are projected to oparate at LOS F during the

evening peak hour with the bulld-cut of the 1873 Community Plan. In addition,
nearly every street in the study. area is expected to be extremely congested,
with all ef the streets in the core of the Hollywood busineszs district
projected to have v/c ratios greater than 1.20. As can be seen In Figure 10,
‘the street segments that are expected to experlence extreme congestion, with
v/c ratics greater than 1.20, include the entire lengths of Franklin Avenug and
Fountaln Avenue; the majority of Hollywood Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard; and
the segments of Highland Avenue, Wllcox Avenue, Cahusnga Boulesvard, ¥llton
Place, Western Avenue, Normandie Avenue and Vermont Avenue between Fountain
Avenue and Franklin Avenue. The conmplete faljure of this land use alternative
to function on the build-out network is significant, since it implies that the
tand usage and recomnended street network as established in the 1873 Conmunity

Plan are not compatibls. =

53



TABLE 15

TRAFFIC IMPACT [HDICATORS FOR EVENIMG PEAK PERIOQD

VKT Averege Spesd Delay
Land ise e EmE .. b --.-: ------- [N PP i P
Alternative veh-Miles X Change NEH X Change ¥eh-Kours % Change
- Existing Conditions - 4,524,800 n/a ’ 12.¢ n/a 78,300 " n/a
{estimared) = . .
1973 £P Buijldout with 2,428,500 59.3% §.2 -87.4% 508,400 549.3%

Buildout of Street

Hetwork
Biternative 1 on 2,064,600 [y 5.0 -53.5% 288,800  268.8%
Existing Network

) Proposed Plan on 1,929,500 26.5% 8.4 “34.9% 178,900 128.5%

Existing Network

P Y L L T LT

Notes:
¢ Data indicates aggregate values from Hpliywood Community Plan travel demand model.

! o "% Change! indicates percent change from estimsted existing cordditions,

A
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TABLE 16

P PEAK ROUR [HTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE AWALYSIS
FOR COMMUNITY PLAN LAND USE ALTERWATIVES

1973 CP Bui ldout

Existing with Buitdout of  Aiternative 1 on  Proposed Plen o

Corditions Street Ketwork Existing Metwork Existing Ketwor

Kap W et Emamssmaveses = cmeneenmay Axusr  cmmamarwv s-:.-"- ----- amakanaa e
Hum JIntersection vk Los v/C LOS |75 "B 713 L7 Los
1 Melrose Ave E-Fairfex Ave - - R -+ A o 1.%2 F 1.1% ¥ 1.0 . E}F
2 Helrose Ave & Lo Bres Ave 0,93 E 1.52 F 1.40° E 114 F
I Melrose Ave & Wighland Ave 1,03 F 1.67 F 1.29 P 1,11 F
4 Meirose Ave & Western Ave 0.9¢ E §.50 F 1.31 £ 1.18 3
5 Santa Honice Bl 8 Highland Ave 1.00 E/F 1.74 F 2.0% F 1.80 F
&  Santa Monieca Bl & Vime St p.97 E 1.68 F 1.80 F 1.62 ¥
7 Santa Honics Bl & Western Awe 0.8% ¥} 1.35 F 1.3 F 1.22 F
B Sants Monics Bl & Verment Ave .65 ] 1.27 F 0.52 £ 0.87 D
? Santa Monica Bl & Myra AvesHoover 5t D.7% [ 1.41 F 0.94 E 0.89 o
10 Sants Monica BL & Sunzet Bl b.&9 : 0.5 8 0.69 B 0.68 g
1" Fountain Ave & Kighland Ave . 1.07 F 1.74 13 1.97 F 1.38 F
12 - Fountain Ave & Vins St .84 [ 2.48 F 1.62 ¥ 1.08 F
13 Fountain Ave & Western Ave 0.78 ¢ 2.08 F 1.66 F 7.43 F
14 Fountain Ave § Vermont Ave 0.65 ] 2.2% ¥ 1.24 £ 0.¢7 E
15 Sungset Bl § Crescent Hgtsilaurel Oym 0.4 E 1346 § 1,13 F 1.0F F
16 Synset Bl & Fairfax Ave 0.B7 1] .17 f .10 H 1.09 F
17 Sunset BL & Lo Brea Ave 0.87 p 1.2% ¥ 1.58 F 1.28 F
18 Sunset Bl & Highlard Ave 0.83 il 1.44 F 1.19 f 1.2¢ £
1% Sunset Bl & Yine St ¢.82 o 1.49 F 1.22 F 1.62 ¥
20 sunset 81 & Gower St 0.87 o 1.78 13 1.79 F 1.47 F
21 sunset Bl & Western Ave 0.97 E 24T F 1.77 F 1.34 F
22 Sunset BL & Wormarkiie Ave 0.82 b 2.46 F 1.52 F 1.18 F
23 sunset Bl & Vermont Ave 0.8% b 2.47 F 1.16 3 .07 F

26 Sunset Bi & Kollywood BL/Hillhurst St 0.99 E 2.01 F 1.22 F 1.12 Fe
25 Hollywood BL & Fairfax Ave 0.67 g 0.7% o ¢.75 T .90 L/E
26 Holiywood 81 & La Brea Ave - 0.76— C 1.1 F. 1.44 F 1.2¢ ¥
27 . Wollywood Bl & Highland Avé - . O.7 . ¢ 1.64 F 1.40 S - F
28 soilywood'BL & Cahuenga 8L  ° - 0.87 v 1.97 ¥ 2.8 f 2.07 £
29" - Hellywood 8( & vime St 0.74 c 1.50 F 1.05 F 1.08 £
30 kollywood 81 & Bronson Ave 0.4% B 2.03% F 1.16 F 1.4 ¢
31 Rollywaod Bl & wWestern Ave B C 1,12 F 1.07 F 0.92 H
32 Hollywood Bl & Vermont Ave 0.57 A 1.32 F .88 o 0.8t i}
33 frankiin Ave (West) & kKighlamd Ave 1.03 ¥ * - .34 . F 1,26 ¥
34 Franklin Ave (East) & Highland Ave . Q.78 o 2.12 ¥ 1.08 § 0.9% £
35 Franklin Ave & Western Ave 0.72 C 2.0% F - 1.40 F 1.12 F
3% Franklin Ave & Vermont Ave - D.g2 E 1.72 F 1.48 ¥ 1.33 F
17 Los Feliz Bl & Vermont Ava D.8y v] 1.4 f 1.0%9 F 7.05 F
38 Los Feliz BL & Hitthurst Ave 0.83 b 1.7 F 1,04 F 0.93 £
39 tos Felixz B & Riverside dr 0.77 c 1.52 . F 1,02 F 0.87 D

.

* Reatigrment of franklin under bulldout of 1973 Cp streef network would eliminate ronflicting movements at

¢
s

this location,



- - have been developéd for- further analysis in this
“hereafter referred to as

Proposed Plan Revision on Existing Network: While 28 of the 3% intersections
are prejected to operate at LOS F during the evening peak hour for this
alternative, the v/c ratios are much lower than the v/c ratios for Alternative
1. Similarly, the street segments are not expected to be as congested as f{ar
the increased non-residential develcpment alternative discussed below. While
there are .segments which have v/¢ ratiog greater than 1,20, they are isolated
cases immediately adjacent to the Hollywood Freeway and the Cahuenga Pass. As
can be seen in Figure 12, the sireet segments which are expected to experience
gxtreme congestion, with v/c raties greater than .20, include portions of
Franklin Avenue, Sunset Houlevard, Fountain Avenus, Cahuenga Boulevard, Vine
Street, Gower Street, and segments in the vicinity of Hollywood Freeway ramps,

Increased Nan-Residential Development Alternative “on Existing Network: = As
indicated in Table 16, 34 of the 39 anaiyzed intersections.are projected to
operate at LOS F during the evening peak hour for this land use alternative.
While street segment congestion 1is fairly widespread, the segments which are
projected to have a v/¢ ratio greater than 1.20 are primarily concentrated near

the Hollywood Freeway and the Cahuenga Pass,

I}, the street segments that are ewpected to
experience extreme congestion, -with v/¢ ratipgs greater than 1.20, include the
Highland Avenue/Franklin Avenue vicinity; portions of Hollywood Boulevard,
Sunset Boulevard, Fountain Aveénue and Santa Monica Boulevard; portions of
Wilcox Avenue, Cazhuenga Boulevard, Vine Street, Gower Street, Bronson Avenue
and Western Avenue between Santa Monica Boulevard and Franklin Avenue; and
street segments in the vicinity of the Hollywood Freeway ramps.

As can be seen in Figure

Hitigation Measures

In reaction to the high levels of traffiec congestion and poor levels of service
which sither already exist or have been projected for many locatlons within the
Hoilywood Community Plan area, a variety of aiternative street and intersection
improvements have been evaluated. Development of the conceptual Improvements
for this analysis inciuded a review of previous recopmendations for the
Hollywood area and discussions with staff of the Los Angeles DPepartment of

Transportation (LADOT).

hs:gxurasultxof -tﬁ!s{prccess, twy different sets of street system improvements .

study. The first set,
the "Constrained lmprovemant Scenar{o," incorporates
improvements which can generally be accommodated within the  existing street
system. The Intent of this sceparic ig to assess the level of land use
development which could be accomsodated, and the traffic operating conditions
which would result, if jimprovesents are limited to those which de naot require
substantlal right-of-way acquisition (which is iikely to prove difficult, it
not impcssibie, throughout most eof the Hollywood areal.



Constrained lmprovement Scenario:’

As noted previously, the improvements included

'ultzmateiy oecurs

,the Constrained Improvement Scenarioc.

§

The second improvenment scenario, hereafter ‘referred to as the "Build-out
Improvement Scenario,” presumes that each of the streets within the Hoiiyuoad
area is eventuaily widened +to provide capacity commensurate with the.-street's
classification in the Comsunity Plan. Hany of the streets within Hollywood are
not currently constructed to the highway classification stendards established
by the City of Los Angeles. This scenario represents builid-out of the Comnunity
Plan street network over an extremely long-term period, since it is tikely that
acquisiticn of the right-of-way necessary to implement these widenings would
depend vpon right-of-way dedications from redevelopwent of adjacent parceis.
As such, the full fevel of improvements implicit $n this scenario may not ever
be achieved, However, the scenario ¢ useful for analyzing the impact of
build-out of the Community Plan street system, if it were to be implemented.

1

in the Constrained laproveaent

attempt to maximize the potential capacity of the

Scenario were developed in an
Hollyweed area. They are therefore based on the

existing street system in the
following general guidelines:

® Any inprovements wmust either fit within the existing right-of-way or
reguire only a minimal amount of new right-of-way. in the latter case,
any new right-of-way must be available without requiring demolition of

existing buildings.

® A level of service of D or better during peak periods was the desired
: target. However, as will be seen, even with the potentiai improverents,
it was not possible to achieve this levei of operation at all Jocations.

. The improvements were deveicped In re!at}onn to the projected traffic
volumes under the Proposed Plan growth scenario.

It should be noted that these improvements are intended to be indicative of the
extent to which jampacts of future growth can be mitigated by st{reet systenm
isprovements, and are conceptual in nature. They are not intended as hard
recommendations for specific jmprovements. The most appropriate improvements
for locations throughout the Hollywood area must ultimately be deveioped in
can;unctxon with nore precise knouiedge of the speclfic developments which may

.

x

Potentia! Street Systen Eﬁprcvenents

street system improvements iIncluoded in
As can be seen, these ipprovements tend
gperaticnal [mprovements such as implementation.
of an automated traffic survelilance and controi (ATSACY system., peak period
parking restrictions, one-bay couplets, or reversibie cperations; and physical
improvements such as street widenings, jog ellainations, or localized

intersection improvements,

Table 17 lists the uarlnus conceptual

te fall inte one of two types:




TABLE 17

3

COKSERTUAL STREET SYSTEM [RPROVEMENTS FOR HOLLYWOOD COMMUNITY PLAK
{CONSTRAIKED [MPROVEMENWT SCENARID)

Pavement Rurber of Lanes - Previ
Width = caseessoecemneonns Yime Direc - . Recom
street Location: (feet) Existing Improved Period tion  Comments - datio
- SIGHAL SYSTEM IMPROVEMEKTS . -

................. R L

Instailation of ATSAL system throughout Hollywowod ares

PEAK PERICD PARKING RESTRICTIDHS

...... R L L L T

ta Cienega Santa Monica %o 70 4 & M Pk both  requires coordination with LAD
Olympic Baverly Hills & West Hollywood
Crescent | s/6 Santa Honica varies ! 3 47 PM PR KB expand existing restrictions
Heights to include WB during P peak;
requires coordination with
West Hollywood -
Fairfax sunsetr to Pice varies 4 & PR Pk both  requires coordination with LAD
West Hollywood
Cahuenga Franklin to freeway na 4 & FH Pk both  in conjunction w/1-way couplet
Cahuenéa’ fresway to Odin na & 5 PH Pk KB could be reversible operation
instesd of parking restriction
vine Franklin to Melrpse 78 4 & PH Pk both ' 2:15]
: estern. . Franklin to Wenice * &0 . 4 A& PR Pk both  10-foot lanes; would need LaD
o Lo T — : e " spot widening for left-turn
- ’ pockets
- Normardie /0 freeway na T3 4 PM Pk SB eipand existing restrictions
. “ o include SB during PH pesk
Sunget Witton to Hollywood 70 & & PK Pk both  extension of existing -
restrictions sastward
Santa Monica  La Ciermegs to Heover ] 4 & PR Pk both  10-foot lanes; would need PBC

spot widening for left-turn
pockets; requires coordination
with West Holliywood

e
0

3
N

4




TABLE 17 (continued)

CONCEPTUAL STREET SYSTEM [HMPROVEKERTS FOR HOLLYWOOD COMMUNITY PLAN
(COWSTRAINED [MPROVEMENT SCEHARIQY -

Street Location

ONE-WAY COUPLETS

C ke am . Ma e

Cahuenga/ franklin to Kelrose
Wiicox

Wilten/ freeway to 3rd

Van Wess

REVERSIBLE QOPERATIONS

Sunset to Santa
Monhics

Highl amd

STREET WIDENINGS

Fountain Highiand to Bronson,
& Western to Sunset
Franklin Bighlargd to Wilceox,

5

Cahuenga East Odin to 'Barham

Cahuenga to Forest
Lawn

Barham |

Pavement
wWidth
(feet}

Ca: 58
Wer 35

Wt 40
YH; na

74

varies

variss

Number of Lanes

Existing Improved
Ca: & & KB,
Wer 2 k38 31
Wro o4 4 NB,
¥N: 2 4 5B

é 7
Z i
2 &
1-3 2-4
4 [

Time
Period

Al Day

All Day

AN Pk
PR Pk

ALl Doy

KM & PR

klL Day

Al Day

na

na

S8
NB

both

both

" NB

bath

Previot
. Recomm
Comments datipn
N -
requires parking restrictions LADCT
on Wilcox (one side)
LADOT

requires parking restrictions
on van Ness; continustion of
parking restrictions on Wilton

extension of existing rever-
sib1e>operations southward;
use left-turn lane for
pdditional through lane

in peak direction

siden to 40 to 44 feet;
imglement parking restrictions
during AM & PR peaks

includes widening us 1M
overpass to 7 isnes 25 per
LA 5 year CIF *



TABLE 17 (continued)

]

CONCEPTUAL STREEY SYSTEM [MPROVEMENTS FOR KDLL?P@ COMMUNITY FLAR

{COMSTRAINED IMPROVEMERT SCENARIQ)

pPavement Surber of Lanes Brevious
Width  sersromsscnancoas Time  Direer L .- Recommen-
Street Lecation {feet) Existing Improved Paried tion Cooments dation *
Hete iMPROVc‘ﬁNT.S OR ELIMINATIONS ’
Frankiin at Highiand Hi: 70 Hi: 7 na All Day na i. widen Franklin approaches & LADOT
Fri;38/44 Fr; 2/6 na Highland through jog area;
. 2. reaiign Franklin to 1973 ¢p
: eliminate jogr
s 1, grade-separation (depress
Kighland wnder Franklip)*~
Fountain Bronson te Van Mess 40 2 & AlL pay both realign Fountain between LADOT &
Bromson & St Andrews to 1973 Cp
eliminate jog; included in
LA 5 year CIP
LOCALIZER INTERSECTION [MPROVEMENTS
(see Yable 10)
Kotes:
Ca = Cahuenga Boulevard . AH Pk = AM pesk period . .
T NeTE WILEOX AvEnys ’ “ PM Pk = PK pesk period ‘ - .
Wt = wWilton Place I - 7Kg = northbound.
YN = Van Hass Avenue S8 % southbound -
Ki = Hightand Averwe
Fr = Franklin Avenue -
* Previpus recommendation:’
o LADDT indicates recompended by memorancum from Donald R, Howery, General Manager, Departmcﬂt of Transportatmn, -

to Counciiman Mike Woo, June 2, 1947,

o PBED indicates recommended in Hollywood Circulation Study (Parsons Brinckerhof Quade & Douglas, 1585),
e 1973 CP irdicates included in 1973 Hellywood Community Plan.

ok

”

The grade-separation aiternative for the Highland/Franklin intersection was used for the Constrained Improvement Scenario

since traffic projections indicate this alternative is needed to provide sufficient capacity through the intersection.

—

-
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" Heights
© " Western Averiue; Normandie Avenue, Sunset Boulevard and Santa Monici Boule-

"One-Vay Couplets. Two pairs of potential

-discussed  below,. Fountain Avenue could be
alternative east-west route by Wwidening the existing two-itane

ATSAC. At pre..nt, LADOT ig beginning to install ATSAC systems {n various
areas throughout the Ci{ty. Implementation of an ATSAC svstem in Hoilywood
would provide more efficient and fiexible control of traffic, thereby
increasing the carrying capacity of signaiized {ntersecticns. LAROT
estimates that ATSAC systems way provide =z seven percent fncrease {n
traffic-capacity or throughput when cospared to conventional traffic
signai controls, as are currently in place in Hollywood. ATSAC alsc
improves reliablility and safety through surveillance and responsiveness cf

control.,

-~

Feak Period Parking Restricticns. New or expanded peak period parking
restrictions are indicated for segments of La Cienega . Boulevard, Crescent
Boulevard, Fairfax Avenue,  CahUenga  Boulevard,’ Vine Street,

vard. The intent of these restrictions are to provide additional through
tanes during peak periods (similar to current restrictions along sections
of La Brea Avenue, Highliand Avenue and Sunset Bou)evard, amaong others).
Potential implenentation issues would relate to the need to either accept
the loss of on-street parking spaces or replace the displaced szpaces.
Furthermore, inadequate street widths along Western and Santa Monica would
necessitate spot widenings in order to continue to provide left-turn lanss

at major intersections.
one~way couplats, Cahuenga

Boulevard/Wilcox Avenue ‘and Wiiton PlacesVan Ness Avenue, would fmprove
north-south circutation within the Hollywood core area.

Reversible Operations. At present, traffic cones are used aleong Highlang
Avenue between COdin Street and Sunset Boulevard to provide reversible lane
sperations during peak perleds. Basically, the center Jeft-turn lane is
used as an additional through lane in the peak direction (southbound in
the morning and northbound in the evening), with left-turns prohibited.
This concept could be extended along Highland from i{ts present terpinus at
Sunget Boulevard south to Santa Monica Bouievard, in order to more
adequately acconmodate the projected heavy traffic flows along this

section of Highiand,

potential jog realignment
further develeped as an
segments to
provide four lanes. The two-lane section of Franklin Avenue bstween
Highland Avenue and Wilceox Avenue s both a current and future bottieneck,
and could be widened to provide four travel lanes by widening the pavement
approxinmately 4 to £ feet and restricting parking during peak periocds,

Street Widenings. In conjunction  with the

Furthermore, Cahuenga Boulevard East could be widened by cone lane between
0din Street and Barham Boulevard in arder te provide puch-needed ad~
ditiona) street capacity northbound over the Cahuenga Fass, Barhan
Boulevard could be widened to provide six through lanes from Cahuenga to
Forest Lawn Drive. These widenings, =&long with the CahuengasWilcox one-
way couplet and the potential parking restrictions on Czhuenga Boulevard
described previously, and the planned widening of ¢the Barham Bouijevard
bridge nver U.5. 10! to seven lanes (Included in the City of Los Angeles 5
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streets would still experience traffic demands far in excess of

Year Capital Inpcovement Program’, would combine to provide additional ..
capacity along an entire corridor from Melrose Avenue on the south to the
Universal Uity area and Burbank tc¢ the north.

¢ Jog Eliminations. The existing Fountain Avenue jog around Le Conte Junior
High School could be eliminated by realigning Fountain between Bronson
Avenug and St. Andrews Place (as included in- the City of Los Angeles §
Year Capitat Improvement Program), In combination with widening the
existing two-lane sections .of Fountain as -described above, this '
inprove east-west capacity throughout the Hollywoad

improvement Wwould
area.

A variety of -alternatives are possible to eiiminate or alleviate the
existing Franklin Avenue jog at Highland Avenue, rangling from: (i?
widening the Frankiin Avenue intérsection approaches and Highland Avenue
itself through the jog area {(as included in the City of Los Angeles & Year
Capital I[mprovement Programl); to (2) realigning Franklin to eliainate the
jog {as included in the [973 Cowpnpunity Plan}; to (3) grade-separation by
gither depressing Highland Avenue through traffic below the Jog area or
constructing a flyover for eastbound Franklin to northbound Highland left-

turning traffic.

s Lotalized Intersecijion Improvements. A series of potential intersection
improvements were evaluated for the 39 analyzed intersections and are
sunmarized in Table 18. As can be seen, these improvements typically
consist of the provisfon of gadditional turning lanes. The potential

fncorporate the various street systenm

intersection improvements also
improvements described previcusly,

Etfectiveness ¢! Improvements

Projected traffic volusmes for the Proposed Plan were reassigned to the street
system assuming lmplementaticn of the various conceptual improvements described
above. Table 1% presents the resulting levels of service at the 38 analyzed
intersections, while Figure 13 f{tlustrates the projected levels of service

along sireet segments,

As- can be seen, ' implementat{on of -‘these (or similar}) imeprovemsnis would
sign;{icaﬁtly impbéve p}gjeciéd opénat{nz-conditions in many areas from those
forecast for The Proposed .Plan without improvesgents. Howsver, a nukber of

the capacity.
Eleven of +the 39 intersections are projected to operate at LOS F during the
evening peak hour (as opposed to 28 intersections for The Proposed Plan on the
existing network}), while an additional 11 Intersecticns are projected to
pperate at LDS E. As {ndicated on Figure 13, a number af street segments would
stili experience extreme congestion, However, sections of Vermont Avenuas,
Vegtern Avenue, Vine Street, Gower Street, Cahuenga Boulevard, Sunsst
Boulevard, Fountain Avernue,  Santa Monlca Boulevard and Melrose Avenue are
projected to operate at much better conditlons than under The Proposed Plan

without {mprovements (Figure 12),
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TABLE 18 .

CORCEPTUAL INTERSECTIOR IMPROVEMENTS FOR HOLLYWODD COMBURITY PLAK

Intersection

Kelrose Ave & Fairfax Ave
Melrese Ave & La Brea Ave
Helrose ave & Highlard Ave

Kelrose Ave & Western Ave

§anta Monica BL & Highland Ave

Santa Monica Bl & Vine St

Santa Monica Bl & Western Ave

Santa Monica Bl & Vermont Ave

3

©; santa Momica Bl B Myta Ave/Hoover ST -

Santa Monica BL B Sunset B1

Fountain Ave § Kighland Ave

Fountain Ave & Yipe St

Fountain Ave & Western Ave

(CONSTRAIRED IMPROVEMENY SCENARID)

fmprovemant

no’ improvements suggested

no improvements suggested

no improvements susgested

restrict parking on Western for agditional through Lanes during peak periods
{spot widen Western for left-turn pockets)

restrict parking on Santa Monica for agditienal through lanes during peaks
(sput widen Sanmta Monica for left-turn pockets)

extend reversible lane operations on Highland to $Santa Monica

restricv parking on Santa Monica for additional through lapes during peaks
{spot widen Santa Monica for left-turn pockets)

ackiitionaliy widen eastbound Santa Monica to provide dual {eft-turn lanes
restrict parking on Vine for additional through lanes during peak periods

restrict parking on Senta Hanica for additionsl through lanes during peaks
{spot widen Santa Monica for left-turn pockets)
restrict parking on Western for acditional through {anes during peak periods

(spot widen Western for left-turn pockets)

+

restrict parking on Santa Monica for additional through tanes durrng peaks
(spot widen Sants Menica for teft-turn poeckets)

.

terminate peak parking restrictions on Santa Monica at Hyra/Hoover
“restripe easthound Sants Monica to provide dusl left-turn lanes

3

no izprovements suggested -

widen fountain to provide four through lanes pius [eft-turn lanes
extend revarsible {ane operations on Kighland to Santz Monica

widen Fountain to provide four through lanes plus teft-turn fanes
restrict parking on Vine for additional through lanmes during pask periods

widen Fountain to provide four through lanes plus lefr-turn {anes
restrict parking on Western for ackditicnal through lanes during peak periods

{spot widen western for left-turn pockets)

i

(H

(Y]

{1

(12

(1) .

(H

™

(1
1)

N
(1)

0}
{13



Hap
Num

.'-1‘

20

21

22

23

2

25

26

14

28

29

3¢

f

TABLE 18 (continued)

CONCEPTUAL INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS FOR NOLLYWOOD COMMUNITY PLAN

.
.

-

intersection

Fomt-si'n Ave & Vermont A\;o

Sunset Bl & Crescent Hgts/Lauret Cyn

sunset Bl & Fairfax Ave

Sunset Bl & La Bres Ave
Smsgt 8l & Highland Ave
Suns.et Bl'l Vine St
Sunset Bl & Gower St

Sunset Bl & Western Ave

Sunser Bl & Normandie Ave

Sunset Bl & Vermont Ave

Sunset Bl & Nollywood Bl/Hillhurst St

-

Boltywood Bl Lk La Bres Ave

Holtywood BL & Highland Ave
Mol lywgod Bl & Cabuengs Bl

wol lywood Bl & Vine St

Hollywood Bl & @ronson Ave

-t

MoLiywood B & Falrtax Ave |

ITLI I I P LY P L LA R R Y

-

{CONSTRAINED IMPROVEMENT SCENARIO)

~
-~

{mprovesent, .
wlmhbueeen ...I.‘I--.t..-.-.lI.-.-..I......"....-‘..-..I

.- - -. '. -
- - -

widen Fountain to provide four through lanes plus Left-turn lanes

----- LT LY YL PERR T Y ey

"

spot widen/réstripe enstbound Sunset to provide dual (eft-turn lenes

terminate peak parking restrictions on Fsirfax at Sunset
spot widen/restripe westbound sunset to provide duat left-turn Lanes

no fwprovements suggested
spot widen scutbound Highland to provide exclusive right-turn lane

restrict parking on Vine for additional through lanes during peak periods

no icprovements suggested

restrict parking on Sunset for additionat through lanes during pesk periods
restrict parking on Vestern for additionsl through lanes during pezk periods
(spot widen Western for left-turn pockets)

.

restrict parking on Sunset for sdditional through lanes during peak periods

restrict parking on Sunset for additional through lanes durimg pesk periods
spot widen/restripe northbound versont to provide dusl left-turn lanes

restripe eastbound Hollywood to allow through movements from right-turn Lane

s

no lap;:wmﬁt__s_.- suggested :

spot widen westbound Koltywood to provide dual teft-turn, lanes

restripe esttbourdd Hollywood to provide dual left-turn lanes
restripe westbound Nollywood to provide exclusive right-turn lane

Cahuenga tonverted to ohe-way north_bo\.nd operation {(Cahuenga/Milcex couplet)
restripe esstbound Hollywood to provide dual Left-turn tanes

restrict parking on Vine for additional through lanes durfng peak periods

no improvements suggested
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TARLE 18 {continued)

CONCEPTOAL INTER‘SEETIDN IRPROVEMENTS FOR HOLLYWOOD COMMUMITY PLAN
(COHSTRATHED IWPROVENENT SCENARIO)

3 Intersection {mprovenent

Hollywood BL & Western Ave restrict parking on Western for additional through lsnes during peak penods {1
: f ’ (spot Witen, Western for left-turn pocketsy S . .

"

Koliywood BL & Vermont Ave no improvements ‘sr.iggested

frapklin Ave (West) & Highland Ave grade-separate Hightand through traffic N
Franklin Ave (East) & Highland Ave grade-separate Highland through traffic (N
(1)

terminate pesk parking restrictions on Western at Frankkin

Franklin Ave & Western Ave
restripe eastbourd Franklin to provide dust lefe-turn tanes

Frankin Ave L Vermont Ave restripe eastbound Frank{in to provide exclusive teft-turn iane

tos Feliz Bl & Vermont Ave no improvemsnts suggested
Les Feliz Bl & Killhurst Ave no trprovements suggested

tos Feliz Bl & Riverside Or ne improvements suggested

Imprevement in conjunction with street improvement listed on Table §.
Improvement not justified unfer Alternative 2A with additional reductions in office employee trips

{as described in text),




TABLE 19

PK PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE AKALYSIS
PRCPOSED PLAN WITH STREET SYSTEM INPROVEMENT SCEHARIUS

. Proposed Planm w/ B
Proposed Plan Reduces Gffice Proposed Plan
Propased Plan on with Constrained Trips/Constratned with Buildeut
= Existing Wetwork |- Imprvmnt Scensrio  imprvimni Scenario  Imprvmt 5cenario”

Map - - . e
Num .. tntersection ‘ Ve Lo$ vie LoS vee v Los /e Las
1 Melrose Ave & Fairfax Ave ’ 1.0¢ B/ 0.97 £ 0.90 D/E 0.82 i
z Melrose Ave & La Brea Ave 1.14 F 1.00 £/F 0.94 E 1.01% Foo-
3 Melrpse kve & Hiphland Ave 1.1 F 1.05 F 1.01 F 1.06 F
4 Melrose Ave & Western Ave 1.1 F 0.84 ] 0.81 b 1.01 F
b Santa Monica Bi & Highland Ave 1.80 F 1.07 13 1.07 F $.22 F
6 - Santa Monica Bl & Vine St 1.62 F 1.03° F .93 E 1.03% 3
7 Santa Monica Bl & Western Ave 1.22 F 1.06 3 0.7% c 1.19 F
8 Santa Monica Bl & Vermant Ave © D87 [+ 0.78 I .64 8 0.73 ¢
9 Santa Menica 81 & Myra Ave/Hoover St .89 [+ 0.72 C 0.62 B 0.81 3
1t Santa Monica Bl & Sunset BL . 0.68 2} 0.67 8 0.6& B .51 A
11 fountain ave & Highland Ave ’ 1.38 F 0.98 £ 0.81 o 1.1 F
12 Fountain Ave & Vine St 1.08 F 0,81 D 0.63 B 057 £
13 Fountain Ave & Western Ave 1.43 F 0.9 £ .76 I» 0.80 /b
14 Fountain Ave & Vermont Ave 0.97 £ 0.7 C 0.52 A 0,66 B
15 Sunset Bl & Crescent Hgts/lLaurel Cyn 1.07 F .82 o] 0.88 D b.98 £
16 Sunset 81 & Fairfax Ave 1.09 F 0.93 £ 0.73 c 0.88 o
17 Sunset Bl & La Brea Ave 1.28 £ 3.37 F 9.89 ! 1.08 £
18 Sunset Bl & HMighland Ave 1.2% ¥ 0.97 £ .88 D 1.01 F
19 Suhset B1 § Vine ST ) 1.02 F 1.04 F 0.86 o 1.1% F
20 Sumset Bl & Gower St 1.47 F 1.19 F 1.16 F 0.87 b
2% Sunset BL & Western Ave 1.34 F 4.93 £ .81 b 0.83 D
22 Sunset BL § Normandie Ave 1.15 F 6.93 E .81 o b.70 8/c
23 Sunset 8¢ & vermont Ave 1.07 F 0.88 D 0.88 D C.86 o
_ 24 Sumset BL & Hollywood Bl/Willhurst St 112 F 0.85 p 0.90 . D/E 0.8 D
25 - Holtywood 81 & Fairfax. Ave . . 0.9 D/ 0.69 B 0.79° ¢ 0.68 . 8.
26 Hollywood 81 & La Brea dwe e k129 £ 1.07 ¢ 0.94 £
7 Hollywood 81 & sighiand Ave 1.27 F 1.00 E/F ¢.93 £ 1.%0 F
28 Hollywsod Bl & Cahuenga BI 2.07 F 1.1 £ 1,02 ¥ 1.7 £
29 Hollywood BL & Viee 5t 1.08 £ 1.07 § 1.01 ¥ G.88 o
30 Hollywood Bl & Bronson Ave 1,16 3 0.%0 D/E 6.72 c 6,87 ?
231 Hollywood 81 & Western Ave o2 13 0.7% [ 0.78 c 0.92 £
32 Hellywood Bl & Vermont Ave 0.81 B 0.70 B/ 0.55 A o564 B
33 Franklin Ave (West) & Highland Ave 1.26 F .93 E 0.60 A/B * b
14 Franklin Ave (East) & Highiand Ave 0.9¢ g 0.55 A 0.50 A 1.62 F
35 Framkiin Ave & Western Ave 1.12 F 0.68 B 0.74 c 0.7¢ C
36 Franktin Aye & Varmont Ave 1.33 F 1.0% F 0.85 o 0.6 B
37 Los Feliz Bl & Vermont Ave 1.05 F 0.9 E 0.89 B 0.86 o
38 Los Feliz Bl & Nii{lhurst Ave D.9% £ 0.87 D 0.76 c g.80 c/b
3% Los Feliz 81 & Riverside Or 0.87 e .79 ¢ £.80 L/ .79 £

R N L L L L T Ty N -

* kealigoment of fFranklin under buildout of 1973 CP street network would eliminate conflicting movements at this focation,

A
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Many of the locations - wh;ch

As indicated on Figure 14,

Reduction in ﬂtfiéw Esployee Trips

Thase results indicate that constraining improvements to those feasible within
the existing street system would not provide surfficient capacity to acconmodate
full build-cut of both the Hollywood Redevelopment Plan and the Fropossd £lan.
Significant reductions in the number of wvehicle trips generated by the
projected land wuses would also be required. Two means 0f reducing tuture
vehicle trips are possible: (1) implementation of effective Transportation
Systems Management/Transportation
reducticns In trips generated by various land uses;
in aliowable land use dens;t:es. -

are projected te eéntinue to experience severe
operating conditions are Jocations which would be significantly -impacted by
projected development within the Ho!llywood Redevelopment area. Furthermore,
the greatest apount of new trips in the area are projected teo result from
build-out of potentlal oftice development, particularly that allowed under the

Hollywpod Redevelcpment Plan.

If reductions 6f about 10 to 15 percent could be achieved through successful
implementation of TSM/TDM programs for both existing and future office and
industrial development throughout the Cemmunity Plan and Redevelopment Flan

areas, it iz estimated that new wffice development would have to be limited to

only about 15 to 20 percent of that aliowable under build-out of the Hollywoed
Redeveiopment FPlan. Note, however, that recent forecasts grepared for the
indicate that the actusl level of additional

Hollywood Redevelopment area
office development anticipated o
conditions would only be about 15 to 20 percent of the new
under build~out of the Redevelopment Plan, As a result, it ig estimated that,
although full build-eut of the Redevelopment Plan could not be accommodated.
overall densities equivalent to those of the 20-year market-based forecasts

could be accommodated.

pccur over the next 20 years under market
development aflowed

Table 19 alse Indicates the projected levels of service at the 39 analyzed
intersections assuming reductions in tripmaking and land use intenslties
eguivalent to those discussed abpve were to be realized, while Figure 14

llustrates the resulting levels of service &long street segments. As can be

the number of intersections which are projected to still operate at LOS F
greater than 1.16. Only three

while each of the resaining 30

seen.
{s reduced. to- six,‘ with ‘nmo "v/c ratie
znterﬂechxcns are pro;ected to Dperate at LOS E,
intersections is prOJected to operate at LOS D or better.

a few strest segments would stxli experience extreme

congestion. These consist majnly of sections of Franklin Avenue, Cahusnga

Boulevard, Highiand Avenue,
Hollywood Freeway. The remaining street sections - throughout the Hallywood

arez, including wmost of Vermont Avenue, Western Avenue, Vine Street, Bronson
Avenue, Cahuenga Boulevard, Sunset Boulevard, Fountain Avenue, Santz Monics
Eoulevard and Helrose Avenue, are projected to pperate at much improved condi-

“tions than under the Proposed Flan,

Demand Management (TSM/TDH). plans to achieve
and (2} further reductions

and HNormandie Avenue Imaediately adjacent to the .-

71 o ‘
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Bujild-out ng;oveﬁ .t Scenarip

As discussed previously, the Build-out Ilmprovement Scenario presumes that each
of the streets within the Hoellywood area {5 eventually widened to providé
capacity egquivaient with that of the street’s classirication in the Cemmunity
Plan (Fjpgure 15). Generally, highway classification standards established by
the City of Los Angeles call fer six through lanes on major highways., tour
through lanes on secondary highways, and two travel lanes on collector streets
{sge Table 14). Many of the streets within Holiywood currentiy do not have
sufficient right-of-way or pavement width to provide the number of janes for
which they are classified, Figure 18 schesatically illustrates the street

segments which would require widgning in order to be - built out to the street

. standards. . .

Projected traffic veoiumes for the Froposed Flan were reassigned to the street
system assuming full widening or al! streets to their classification standards.
The final column of Table 19 presents the resulting levels of service at the 39

analyzed intersections., while ¥Figure 15 iliustrates the projected levels of

service along street segnents.

As can be seen, full build-out of the Community Plan street network would sig-
operating conditions throughout Rost of the

nificantly improve projected
prejected for the Proposed Plan without

. Hollywood area from the conditions

improvements. Thirteen .or the 3% anaiyzed intersections are projected to
operate at LOS F during the evening peak hour tag opposed to 28§ intersectiaons
for the Proposed Pilan on the existing network!. while an additionai 4

intersections are prejected to operate at LOS E,

Furthermore, ip certain areas (particularly along sections of

vard, Fountain Avenue, Gower Sireet,

Avenue, and La Cienega Boulevard.), conditions are expectied to be better than

the Constrained lamprovexent

those projected for The Proposed Plan with
Scenario. in other areas, however, conditions aré projected to be essentially
these projected tor the Constrained

in some cases worse than,

egquivalent to. or
This 15 due to a variety oI reascns., such as:

Improvement Scenario,

Under the Canstrained lmprovement Scenarie, some streets wouid alreaay

o
provide capacity .equivalent to -their build-out number of lanes due to
operational..ioprovements . such as parking restrictions, and, thus, their

" . capacity would not. be significantiy increased with further widening to
build-out standards ti.e., Sania Monica Boulevard., Western Avenue. Vine
Streev),

o The Build-out Improvement Scenaric basicaily consists of widenings only.

improvements 5Such as extension of
or impiementation ¢f oOne-way cauplets.
Improvement Scenario. the WiitonsVan

and does nmneot inciude operational
reversible operations on Highiand

For example. wunder the Consirained
Ness one-way couplet would increase north-south capacity and shift tratfic

away from paraliel streets such as Western Avenue (thereby improving
conditions along Western), an erfect which would not be realized under the

Build-out lmprovement Scenaric.

Hol ivwood Boule
Bronson Avenue, Hormandie Avenue, vVermont.
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Csignificant .reductions” in .[the. projected  generation of
. discussed prévipusly, it is estimated that development intensities

*

Thus, it is prof ed  that full build-out o -he Proposed Plas and the
Hollywood Redeveic.ment Plan could not be fully accommodated, even if all the
streets within the area were to be widened to the standards for their
respective classifications. Additional improvements. such as ohe-way caublets.
reversible lanes., ur spot intersection improvements., would also be required,
Significant probiems are projected to remain aiong portions of Highland Avenue,

Western Avenue, Franklin Avenue, Cahuvenga Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard

atdjacent te the freeway.

Reccmméndatians

The land use and street system ipprovement scenarios analyzed above indicate
that mitigation of significant traffic impacts could take-the form of one “of a

range of ~ combinatiéns of ‘aljowable land use densities and levels of

improvements.

For example, at one extreme, it appears that full buiid-out of the Proposed
Fian and the Hollywood Redevelopment Plan could be accommodated throughout most
of the study area if al] streets within the area were to be widened to the
standards for their respective c¢lassifications and additional operationa)
ipprovements were to be implemented {altheugh significant congestion problens
would remain, particularly along Highland and Franklin Avenuves). Although
developers c¢&n be reguired to dedicate right-pf-way at the time new
developments are constructed, so much additiomal right-of-way would be
necessary to implement these widenings that it is Tikely to never beconme
svailabie without major purchasaé of new right-of-way and demolition of
existing development. Potentia! implemeniation costs associated with buildout
of the street system would 1ikely be prohibitive. Therefcre, although new

development should continue to dedicate right-of=way-as-appropriate, it is-felt-—

that the widening of ail streets to Community Flan 'standards cannct necessarily
be reiied upun {o accommodate fuiure development. ’

On the other hand, land use densities would have to be significantiy scaled
down in ordar to be accepmodated by implementation of street improvements
in size and scope to those described in the Constrained Improvement
Scenario. Bagically, it 1is projected that buildout of the FProposed Flan
{including the limitations on density inherent within that alternative) could
generally  be acceommodated. However, bhuildout of the high intensity uses

allowed in the Hollywood Redevelopment Plan could not be accommodated without
vehicle trips. As

within the

Hollywood Redevelopment Area wouid have to be on the order of those currently
anticipated in the 20-year market-based forecast, rather than full buildout of
the Redevelopment Plan, to be accommodated by the level of improvements
inherent in the Constrained Improvepent Scenaric. In addition, a reduction in
non-retail employee trips of about 10 to I5% would have to be achieved through
successful implementation of TSH/TDH plans for large office and industrial

developments and employers within the area.

similar
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Therefore, 1t is recommended that the following steps be undertaken in crder to

mitigate transportation

impacts associated with bulldout of the Hollywood

Community and Redevelopment Flans:

*

As the  next step in the Hollywood Community Plan process, the City of Los
Angetes should initiate preparation of a Transportatien Specific Plan
(T8#) for the entire Commsunity Plan area. The TSF would be sizilar in
nature to TSPs recently completed or currently being prepared for such
areas as the Coastal! Corridor, the Hollywood Redeveiopment Area, and the
Yentura/Cahuenga Capridar. The purpose of the TSP would be to fully
identify transportation improvement options and costs for the Community
Plsn area, prepdare a .specific implemertation plan for- improvements, and
develop a mechanisp with which tb fund the plan. : '

TSM/TDM plans should be developed and implemented for flarge scale
commercial developments and employers in the Hollywood Communiiy Plan and
Redevelopment Plan areas. The recently-approved Regulation XV of the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQHMD) regquires that, by mid-
1680, all exlsting and future esployers with more than 100 employees will
have prepared and submitted ridesharing plans to the AQHD, with the i{ntent
of increasing the regional average automoblle occupancy for empioyee trips
from 1.13 to 1.5 (an increase of about 33%). This requirement should be
supplesented through the development and (eplementation of specifie plans
not onily for larger employers, but also, to the degree possible, for small

employers acting together.

‘Futufe‘iand use densities in the Community Plan area should be timited

through the Thoplénsftation of dev&lopment §tandards similar in scope to
those contained in the Proposed Plan, Future office development in the
Redevelopment Plan area should be Jlimited to a level similar to that
contained in the 20-Year Market-Based forecasts, at lsast until steps are
taken to implemsnt major street systep improvements in excess of the
conceptual improvements feasible within existing rights-of-~way,
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In areas where the original pedestrian-oriented

H

E.4 AESTHETICS AND URBAN DESIGN!

Existing Conditions

"Urban design®™ encompasses the overall environeental quality of a community:
how well- it functions, what it looks like and what {t is like to live and work
in. Therefore, urban design concerns range from the funetion of the
community-wide transportation system and the commercial service system, to
building and landscape design, and the liveability of meighborhoods. ‘

Hollywood 15 an old, architecturally rich coﬁmunity. Hany of todav's
residential and pommercquAbuiidings and the meighborhoods they comprise were
built in ~the pericd from 1810 to 1840 in response to the rapid growth of the

‘motion picture industry.

Residential Neighborhoods. HMany residential! neighborhoods were built to hoyse
industry employees and have unigue "periecd revival® or California architectural
styles. Because of their distinguishable architectural styies, neighborhcods
that, have not experienced wholesale redevelopnent in the last 25 yvears are
well-defined., . Figure 17 shows some of the neighborhood associations which have
developed to maintaln and enhance their unigue neighborhoods and which provided

input to the Flan Revision process.

" Many of Hollywood's original neighborhoonds have been replaced by, or include. a

farge number of high-density apartment buildings. Even reglatively stable Jower
density nelghborhoods often contain a few high-density apartments.. This
happened because, in 1948, wmuch of Hollywood was zoned for very high density
housing (i.e., R4 zoning which permits densities of wup to 108 units per net
acre, characterized by wup to four stories of housing over two levels of
parking), resuiting in a development <capacity which could not begin to be
acconmodated even by the aggressive transportation improvement progran defined
by the current Circulation Element of the General Plan.

Commerein] Districts. The criginal conmercial districts in the Plan Revision
area were characterized by one to three story buildings, which had storefronts
along the street, with effice or residential space above and limited parking
behind. in recent years, these have been replaced by "mipi-malls” with parking
along the street., Mipni-malls.were made possible in large part because of the
city's minimal ~parking regquirement for commercial! development {i.e., one space
per 500 square feet of floor spacel. Because there are no standards concerning
architecture or landscaping, m@any new commercial buildings were nuch less
attractive than the buildings they replaced, and because the stores are set
back from the street they discourasge pedestrian sireet activity.

compercial districts are

intact, like Helrose Avenue, parking is inadequate and shoppers splll over into
the resideatial neighborhoods. When pergit parking is imposed in residentiai-
areas to restrict spili-over parking, businesses suffer: this creates pressure

to tear down the existing buildings and replace them with mini-malls,

‘ * This sgetion summarizes an assessment and recommpendations prepared by
Gruen Asscciates. = ) .
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Parks and Open Sy .e. As indicated in the dlscbnsioﬁ of pubiic facilities and
services, there 1is a severe shortage of nrelghborhood and community parks In
Hotlywood., In addition, there is often {fttle or no on-site wusable and

landscaped open space in new residential developrent.

Trangportation Systes. As has been discussed in other sections, Holiywood's
transportation system is appreaching capacity and traffic from major and
secondary streets to local residential streets has begun to spili over Into

residential neighborhoods.

Throughout the Pian Revision process, the functional and
visual quality of new develcpment It Hellywood has been & central concern of
‘residents, second only to their concern about ‘development: tapacity and its
impact on the transportation system. Unti{ recently little attention has been
given to urban design considerations in Los Angeles. It is typically addressed
only when a spall area, iike Palisades Village or Westwpod Viliage, recejves
special attention through a GSpecific Plan. However, in response to growing
community concerns, interim measures iike the "mini-mall moraterium® and 2
Pedestrian Overlay Zone ordinance (Urdinance No. 182570) have been established.
The intent {s that these interim standards be replaced by a more comprehensive

set of standards.

Communi ty Concerns.

Environsental Effects

The Proposed Plan takes the first step toward maintaining and i{mproving
environmental quality by defining a developrent capacity that:

Can ke supported by feasible transportatian system improvements, i.e.,

.
inprovements that can, for the most part, be made within existing rights-
of-way with minimal displacement of existing houses, businesses and street
trees. :

e - Facilitates cohesive residential neighborhoods by Zoning them consistent

with their predominant existing character, except in a few neighborhoods
where sightly higher densities are - needed to replace substandard,

severely deteriorated housing.

However, beécause the Propesed Plan Revision directly regulates only generatl
.land. use,- residential density and nonresidential development intensity, it can,
at best, ‘make:. recommendations about what- development looks like, how it
functions and i maintained, and, in the case of commercial developmant, the

particular kinds of shops and services it provides.

1f development occurs consistent with the uses, densities and intensities
permitted by the Plan but with no additional develeopment standard or means of
implementing transportation system {eprovements; future development, whiie at
lower development intensities, wiil! ook much Ilike recent developrent. The
visual and functional quality {particularly the transportation function) ef the
Hollywood énvironment will continue to decline. Similarly., if private property
and pubilic streets and facllities are not well-maintained, that environmental

quality will decline further.

B0 ) )
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Preservation of Historically and Architecturaily Significant Bulldings and
Nelighborhoods. Vhile the Plan  discourages destruction of existing
ngighborhoods, especially those with unique architectural styles, through
downzoning to current densities, it does not identify significant neighborhoods
or establish standards for their preservaticon. Therefore, important cultural
rescurces “c¢ould be destroyed through the repiacement of and additions to
significant buiidings and infiil housing that is not compatible with them.

Residential Development, The Proposed Plan Revision ‘eliminates high and yer}
nigh density (R&) housing in most of the Plan Revision area. Heights are
restricted to 45 feet or, where the predamxnant height i{s currently 30 feet ar

less, to-30 feet ‘_. . -

The Flan does not address landscaping, amount of on-site cpen space, desiﬁn of
parking structures or minimal architecturai standards. Therefore, while
residential bulidings will be less dense than recent apartment construgtion in
Hollywood, they will not necessariiy {pok more attractive.

Cogwercial Development. Because of the Zoning Code's lack of specifieity, all
capmercial development in Hollywood couid end wup looking much the same, with
little difference in the types of uses provided., There is currently no way ts
;mpledent the Froposed Plan Revision's obijectives of providing a mix of:

. A limited amount of highway-oriented uses along sajor highways that carry
high volumes of local and through traffic with adequate parking and

landscaping, and

& Concentrations of neighborhood-oriented wuses along secondary highways
whiech carry less traffic and are surrounded by residential nelghborhoads
and which would provide primarily neighborhood-serving uses and could
become the focus for pedestrian-oriented neighborhood activity.

isolated pockets of "limited commercial®™ uses in residential nef{ghborhoods
limited exclusively to neighborheod-serving use. .

few mechanisms avallable to asgist existing

In addition, because there are
cif~street parking facilities,

businesses without parking Yo bulld centralxzed
1nadeQUate parking will- cbntinue tor

- Hinder the success of businesses in older commercial bulldings.
- Produce "gpill over"” parking that ends up in residential
neighborhoods,

- Create locallized congestion, and
Create pressure to repiace these clder bulldings with mini-malls.

Transportation Systes. The discussion of Transportation Impacts and Mitigation
Heasures identifies a transportation improvement prograr that should be |inked
to future development in both the FPlan Revision and Redevelopment Areas through
a "Transportat{on Specific Plan" to ensure that the transportation system can

‘continue to function.
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In addition, the Froposed Plan Revision establishes some basic land use
patterns which encourage the wuse of public transportazticn, ride-sharing and
non-automokile access. It concentrates major employment in the center of
Hollywood which s well-served by buses, will be served by Metro Rail, and is
surrounded Qy retatively high density housing. Conversely, It dlscourages
cffice development along compercial strips where it is difficult te implement
ride-sharing programs, which will not be served by Metro Rail, and which are
not as well-served as central Hollywood by public transportation. However,
uniess a Transportation Specific Flan and development standards are
implemented, service provided by the transportation compenent of the urban

system wiil continue to decline,

"Alternatives” to Parks snd Open Space. A “frecuently expréssed concern of
Hollywood residents is. the need for more street trees to compensate in part for
the fack of open. green space norpally provided by parks. The Proposed Pién
Revision 1itself cannot. require the provision of street trees and other
streetscape improvemsnts, In addition, the Proposed Fian Revision cannect
reguire provicion of on-site wusable and landscaped open space in new

residential development.

Mitigation Measures

In order to address the yrban désign impacts expected to opocur &3 a result of
development permitted by the Froposed Plan Revision, the foilowing pregrams and
devefopment standards should be implemented through Inclusion in the Zoning

Code or other enforceable means.

Preservation of Historically and Architecturalily Significasnt Bujldings end
Helghborhoods. A comprehensive survey of histoerically and architecturally
significant buildings and nelghborhoods should  be undertaken in the Plan
Revision area. Historic Preservation Overlay Zones (HP0Zs) or neighborhood-
specific development standards (see below) should be adopted for areas that

qualify as historically or architecturally significant.

Development Standards for All Land Use Designations. The follewing standards
should be applied to any development project, exgluding interior renovation.

e  Street trees - 25 }eet’ on center (2 per B0-foot wide lot), either éé-inch
box or 15 gallon. can, -with root collars to prevent upiifting of sidewalks

shail be provided.

FProperty owners in existing residential neighborhoods and commercial areas
shall be encouraged to plant street trees on an individual ownership basis
or thriough assessment districts. i

Te do this, it will be necessary to bodify the Departhnent of Public Works?®
street tree gtandards and practice:

- Refine the street tree list to identify shade ftrees (l.e. trees which
achieve 2 mature height and spread of at least 30 feet) appropriate to
specific locations and to identify streets wvhere trees are not

appreopriate,
~ Permit street trees to be planted 25 feet on center.

H
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- Require replacement by the ity of any trees that zre rewoved from the
street right-of-way with a 24-inch boxed street tree that will grow to
at least as great a height and spread as the trees that are removed.

- Make it easy to obtain approval for planting trees.
- Make it easy to implement a neighborhood improvement assessment district
to plant and maintain street trees and to maintain and repair sidewalks

and make other public improvements.

s Al utility connections from main lines in the street right-of-way to
buildings shail be placed underground.

gcmﬁércia! Development Standards

A1l Conmercial Categoriesg g .
¢ On corner lots., parking shall not be located en the cerner facing the street

intersection.

¢ Ali surface parking adjoining a public street shall he screened by a solid
wall three and ane-halt feet to four feet high, and ail surface parking
adjoining reaidential development shall be screened by a golid wall six feet
high., Stucco or other finish shall be applied; exposed concrete block is
not acceptable except through special design review. Giass block or a
partially open pattern in which openings do not exceed 20% of wall area are
censidered to be solid walls, except adjeining residential development.

# All above-grade parking spaces vislbie from & public right-of-way shall be
architecturally screened or enclosed. :

# Trash storage areas shall be screened from view from adjacent
sidewalks.

¢ No wall shall extend more than 20 feet horizontally or vertically without a .

visual break created by an articulation in the exteriocr wall plane or

architectural detailing, )

Access to parking shall be on the side or rear property {ine where feasibie,

€ One tree with a pature height and spread of at least 25 fset, in at least a
15-gallen can and having at least a caliper of 1-1/2 inches, shall he
planted for every & surface parking spaces and shall be distributed
throughout the surface parking area t¢ provide shade. 4

¢ An automatic irrigation system shali be ingtalied apd malntained in all

landscaped areas, including tree wells, and 100% landscape coverage of all

unpaved areas shall be achieved within ' vear of receipt of the firgt

“Temporary Certificate . of Occupancy: aon the lot, anforceable through

covenants.

lots and from

way

Limited Cosmércial:

Building area shall be no mere than § time iot area.

No building shall exceed 45 feet or 3 storles in height,

A minimum of 4 parking spaces per 1,000 square fest of buiilding ares shall
be provided, ’

s Front yard setbacks shall be consistent with the predominant existing
setback in the vicinity of the lot. but in no case shall §ft be less than the

Limited Commercial zoning requirement.

5 @ »
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Highway Oriented ¢ ercinl

¢ C2 uses, including automabile sales and servicing, building supply stores,
"mini-malls” and other uses which rely on automobile access shall be
permitted.

¢ 1t is the intent of the plan that sites designated for highway-oriented uss

be permifted, through zone changes, to achieve lot depths of 130 to 140 feet

to accommodate a landscaped buffer between parking lots and sidewalks and a

gervice alley behind the bullding(s} an the !ot.

Building area shall be no more than 0.5 times Jot area.

5

¢ No building shall exceed 30 feet or two stories in helght. -

& Residential develepment shall be prohibited. .. o .

-« A mimimus of 5 parking spaces per 1,000 square feet of building area shall
be provided.’ ' ] ' ,

¢ A landscaped buffer at igast 5 feet wide shall be provided between walls and .

sidewalks.

¢ Trees, in at least !5-gallon cans
inches, shall be planted & maximumn of
jandscaped buffer area or aiong the adjacent sidewalk.

and having at least =2 calipsr of t-1/2
25~feet on center in either the

Nejghborhood-0Oriented Coagercial

¢ (4 uses with the lipitations specified belov shall be permitted.

s It is the intept of the pian that lots designated Neighborhood-Orients:
Coomercial be permitted to achieve & depth of at least 120 to 130 fee-
through conditional wse of transitional residential leots for parking ti
accommodate surface parking and service access behind bulldingis).

¢ Building area devoted to commercial use -shall be no more than I times lo
area; additional building area wup to a total of 2 times iot &res may bt

: devoted to residential use. .
Ko buiiding shall exceed 45 feet in height cr three storfes.

3
of 3 parking spaces per 1,000 square feet of building area shal

s A oinimupm

be provided.
Parking shal! be provided between the building and the rear property linme.

)
At jeast 75% of the tirst 2 stories of the building wall along all street

.
frontages shall be lccated within {5 feet of the property lins, anc
pedestrian access to businesses on the ground floer shall be -through the

.o -. . wall along the front property line and within 2 feet of the sidewalk grade.

;& At -least 50% of --the area of the ground floor wall along the front property

" . .line shall be devoted to pedestrian entrances and display windows.
¢ (ourtyard and sidevalk cafes within the pubiie rights-of-way are encouraged,

provided a miniamum of 10 feet of sidewsik width is provided for pedestrian

circulation,

- . . 84
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ouilding, -at least 50% of the .ses iocated an the ground

¢+ n & suiti-tena.

{lozr stall be neighborhood-serving uses from the following list:
“eighborhood Retail. Retail sale of goods needed by residents on a daily
tagis, inciuding but not limited to:

At ozsuppiies; -
itkleticrsporting goods:

“ita2yzie zales and repairs;

Jizyzie
Jlack or watch sales and/or repairt v
lomputer saies ang repair;
Drug ostare;. ‘
Fabrics or dry goodsg’
Tirigty . _ o
55d- grocery store, including supermarkets,
leiicatessens;

“ardwsare:

spusahoid goods and small appliances;
infant and children’s clothing;

Hewsstand;

Frotographie equipment and repair;
Staticonery;

b

#

k]

produce, cheese angd m2atl markets or

Toys; .
Jther” retail wuses determined by the FPlanning Diresctor to be neighborhood-
serving. :

Nelghborhood Servicee. Services used by residents and students on & daily
basis, including but not limited to: .
Art gallery:
Earber shop or beauty parlor:
Bluegrinting:
Child care facility;:
Ciubs or lodges, bridge clubs, fraternal or religicus associations:
Capying; :

-Justom dressmaking;
bry cieaners;
Financial Services:
Laundry or self-service laundromat;

© 07 Locksmithit . S . .

ptician: T 0 ’ :
FPhotographer;
Shee repagr;

Tailor; >
Jther services determined by the Planning Director to be neighborhood-sefdving,

¢ Street trees, in at least 15-gallon cans and having & caliper of at least {-
i/72 inches, shall be planted a paximum of 25 feet on center along each
street frontage. An automatic irrigation system to provide deep irrigation
of each tree shall be ingtalled with all piping below grade,

S




Comzunity Copmercial (Medlecgl Center) : 5

¢ Building area shali be ne more than 3 times lot area, averaged over all lots
owned by 2 single medical facility.

¢ A minfpup of 3 parking spaces per 1,000 aquare feet of building area shail
be provided., !f and when a Metro Rail station is built within 1/4 mile of a
lot designated Conmunity Commercial, no wore and no less than 3 parking
spaces per 1,000 square feet of buiiding area shall be permitted: The Zoning
Code requires 5 parking spaces per 1,000 ggquare feet for medigal office

development.

3

Residential Development Standards

Hillside Areas

¢ Exenptions from setback, lot coverage, and other requirements in hiliside
areas shall be eliminated. Appropriate standards shall be established.

Exemptions shall be permitted on & variance basis only.
s Dedications to Insure adeguate street width for fire access le.g., 30 feet
turb-to-curt minimum) shatl be required on streets where future widening is

feasible without displacing existing houses.

Hultifamily Housing
The following sheuld be required for all new construction: .

¢« 100 square feet of usable open space and 100 square feet of Jandscaped open
space fer each dwelling unit with a Hediue or High Mediup designation

(i.e.RD3 or less restrictivel.

Articulation of any facade greater than 40 feet in length &t least every 30

.
feet!

¢ Not more than one level of structure parking at or above grade.

s Architectural or landscape treatment of that structure parking:

- If architectural, design should be compatiblie with the building above;
- It landscaped, 75 percent of all cpenings shall be screened froz view,
¢ [n the R3 zone, permit ! wunit for each 1,200 square feet ot lot arsa {the
jow end-of this zone) as the base condition; permit. up to 1 unit tor each
=< BuLO sguare _féeL-vﬁthe; high- end of the -zong’ in exchange for additional

. specified design eléments and amenities,




Neighborhood Plang and Ieprovement Districts

fn addition to these community-wide standards, the Fian should ailow fer the
develepmant of wmdre specific standards on a neighborhood basis, for both

residential and commercial areas.

Well-maintained and attractive neighborhoods tend to be those that have a
unjque identity, whether defined by architectural style, street trees, or .soze
other unigque feature. Residents should be altiowed to cultivate the "sense of
place® in their neighborhood by defining some basic development standards and
design guidelines that pregerve and enhance that unigque quality. MNereover,
these standards shouwld allow deviations from typical engineering and planning .-
standards, so that older neighbothoeds can maintain their existing character,
e, g, curb cuts same as existing, setbacks same as existing. Y

As inpor tant as neighborhood-specific developuent standards is the
implementation of physical improvements ({(sireet trees, lighting., replacing
sidewalks, eter in existing neighborhoeds. This will require 2 rinancing

mechanism., Coomoniy an assessment district {s used.

Supwary of Urban Desfgn Mitigation Measureg

A simple approach to implementing the above urban design standards would be to
include a set of development standards for each Community or District Plan Area
in the Zoning Code. It could be inciuded as a "Development Standards Specific

Plan,"

e



5.5 PUBLIC SERVICEs

Schools

Figure 18 shows the iocation of existing schools in the Hollywood Community
Plan area and indicates far each school:

¢ Existing enrcliment (71887 enrollment™)
o Existing enrollment capacity ("1887 cap™i
# Flanned expansien te alleviate over-crowding.  and

expansipn®)
Humber of students bused from (" travelers cut"} or busad to (" travelers in® 3y

that schomi to other scheols

This map indicates that in general all schools east of Vine Street and scuth of
Franklin Avenue are currently at, or over, capacity. They ail operate year-
around, and students from their “"catchment areas” nust be bused to other
schools. To some extent, planned school expansions will alleviate the current
over-crowding., However, as recent coamunity response to schoo! expansion where
it wouid intrude into stable low-density neighborhoods indicates, such
expansion can undermine the basic Community Plan objective of preserving

cehesive meighborhoods.

‘Parks and Recreational Facllities

Local Parks. KThe City's adepted standards for local parks and recreational
facilities which would provide active recreaticnal facilities inciude:

One acre of community parkland per 1,000 people; community parks should be a

minimum of 15 acres in size and serve a 3-mile radius;
¢ One acre of neighborhood parkiand per 1,000 peopie; neighborhood parks

should be a sminipum of 5 acres and serve a l-mile radius,

&

Land devoted to neighborhood and community parks is substantially deficient
relative to the City's adopted standards. Excluding Griffith Park, which is a
regional park serving the entire city and Southern <California region, and
Runyen Canvon and Wattles Gardens which do not emeet the Yactive recreation®

criterion for local parks, - there are- currentiy 20 acres of community and
neighborhood  parkland. in’ Hollyuood. ~ Inciuding
Garden, there is a tetal of . 201 acres of parklang. City
require 350 acres to serve the current popuiation of 194,800 pesple.

standards would

Police Protection

-

The Hollywood station is one of the busiest in the city.

However, crime in Hollywood was down 15 percent in 1887, relative to

problen.
1886, Citywide it was deown only 4 percent. Reasong for the reducticn in crime
include the foilowing:. .

busing ("Platined

Runyon Canyon and Wattles

Hanpowver, is always a -

.
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- Difificult agges;

Citizens have . Jed together to prctect' the.s2ives through neighborhosd
watth groups, ete.
¢ The emphasis on revitalization

toward grime;
¢ Most importantly, the City Council has alioccated more money for overtime

p3y. so. that there are more officers on the street at any given tine,
especially pn weekends and holidays.

has helped to change the overall attitude

The station is relatively new and there sre nec plans for expansion or

s

rehovation.

"

Fire Protection P . )

‘Existing fire stations are adequate in number based on the adopted Fire

The adequacy of fire brotectimn for a given area 1is based an
required fire~flow, response distance from existing fire stations, and the
Department’s judgement for needs in the area. In general, the required fire-
flow is clogely related to {and use. The guantif{y of water necessary for fire
protection varies with the type of develepment, life hazard, occupancy, and the

degree of fire hazard.

Protection FPlan.

Fire-fiow requiremenis wvary from 2000 gallons per minute (G.P.M.) in low-
density residential areas to 12000 G.P.M. in high-density compercia}l or
industrizl areas. A minimus residual water pressure of 20 pounds per square
inch is to remain in the water system, with the required galions per minute

flowing.
According to contacts in the Fire Department, that department is understarfed
in Hollyvood because of two land use characteristics which require  more than
the typical stafif allocation: -

¢ The existing and anticipated increase in the number of mid- and high-rise
bulidings:

&« The potential for brush fire in hillside areas.

in addition to the need for an above-average starf allocation, there are two

additional problems associated with hillside developmenti:

"

~illegal parking; . -
¢ The inadequacy of 4-inch mains
in fighting brush fires. .

{(normally adequate for Jlow-density housing)

ﬂhe-to'gha;rcw streets Twhich is frequently exacerbated by .+



" ‘Fire Station 82

Fire Station &
Single Engine Company
326 N, Virgil Avenue

Fire Station 27

Task Feree Station -~ Engine Company and Truck Company
Additional Equipment -~ Paramedic Ambulance .
135% N. Cahuenga Boulevard

Fire Station 35 )
Task Force Station -- Ergine Company and Truck Company

Additional Equipment -~ Paramedic Ambulance
1801 N. Hillhurst Avenue

Fire Station 4i
Single Engine Company
1439 N. Gardner Street

Fire Staticn 52
Single Engine Company
1010 N. Van Ness Avenue

Fire Station 56
Single Engine Coapany
2838 Rowena Avenue

Fire Station 81

Task Force Station -~ Engine Coapany and Truck io@pany’

Additional Equipment -~ Paramedic Ambulance
3521 W, 3rd Street

Fire Station 76

Single Engine Company

3111 N, Cahuenga Boulevard

Single Engine Company:

Addit{onal Egquipment ~-- Paramedic Ambulance
1800 N. Bronson Avenue

Fire Statien 87
Single Engine Company
8021 Mulholtand Drive

¥
an

I

The Fire Department has existing fire stations at the following locations for |
initial response intoc the Hollywood Compunity:



Station placement .d overall fire protection for a4 given area are continually
evaluated by the Fire Department and updated as fire protection technigues,

apparatus needs, and land use patterns change. WNith the exception of the new
station facility at Melrose and Oxford, at pregent, there are no immediate
plans to increase Fire Department staffing or resources in the Hollywood

community.

Public Libraries: Five existing public libraries are located {n the Hollywood

Compunity FPlan area:

Hellywood branch on fvar Street iwm centrai Heollywood, & new facility vhich'
repiacetd the previpus fire-danaged bdi]ﬁipg; . . -
¢ Los Feliz branch .at 18391/2 Hillhurst Avenue (at Franklin Avenue) which the
. Library Plen indicates should be replaced by & new facility on Los Feliz
Boulevard; ' ' * '
s Cahuenga branch at 459y Santa Monica
east of Vermont Avenue and iless than one rije from

branch;
West Hollywood branch at 1403 Gardner Street {(at De Longpre Avenue);

John C. Fremont branch at 6121 Helrose (at June Street)

Boulevard (at Madison Avenue’, juﬁt
the existing Los Feliz

Environmenta) Effects

Schools: Both the Proposed Plan and the build-out of the Current Plan would put
more students into a school system where many area schools are either =zt or
over capacity. Table 20 uses student generation rates and housing unit data te
estimate the school! population from the Hollywood Community Plan Revision area.
It shews that the Current Plan at build-out would oore than double the
estimated 1987 school-age population in the Community Plan Revision area. The
Proposed Plan would result in 2 more modest increase. Specificaily, the builg-
out of the Current Flan would increase the school population by 1is4 percent:

the Froposed Flan would result in a 13 percent increase.

Under elither scenarip, the impact of new development in the Redevelopsent area
wouid have to be considered. It is estimated that at build-out there will be
approximately 13,000 new housing units in the Redevelopment area. This would
resuit in the addition or 7,800 elementary school students, 2,600 junier high
stugents, gnd;2,6005éeﬁﬁor'hrgh‘school students to the student population.

.Psrks: At a ratio of 2 acres per 1,000 population te provide neighborhood and

Plan with a buildout popuiation of 189,000
persons within the revision area and 73,000 persons in the Redevelopment Area
would require the development of approximately 540 acres of parkland. This is
Z.7 times more parkland that is currentiy provided. This deficiency vould be
further worsened by the Current Pilan, where more than 800 acres wotid be needed

to meet City standards for a populatien of 462,000 persens.

community parks, the Proposed



TABLE 20
SCHOOL POPULATION [N THE HOLLYVOOD COMMUNITY PLAN REVISION AREA

Elementary:
Number of Units Number of Students

L T e T e

Unit Type

R b e e =

1887 Current Proposed 1887  Current Fropesed
Est.#% Plan Flan © Plan Pian

Single Family . 18,000 21,000 21,000 : 8,000 10,500 ‘10,500
‘Molti-family 63,000 151,000 72,000 37,800 50,600 43,200

e e Re AR e A EA DL Em e me Ee A W S B M Su ke v e o e R RS M M ke Mo N e el U g e e e e o

Total: 81,000 172,000 93,000 46,800 101,100 53,700

Juniecr High Schoot:

Unit Type Number of Units Number of Students

o W A mE A i e de e e e e e e e me W e w e Re Ae e b e e e A e

1987 Current Proposed 1987  Current Froposed
Est.** Plan Plan Flan Flan

- e e e e ke W e e o o e M W M

Single Family 18,000 21,000 21,000 4,500 5,250 5,250
Matti~family 83,000 151,000 72,000 12,800 30,200 14,400

o e e e T R TR W M W R A T W W B MG ML Ak e e e e f b s e M de W e v e AR e e m R W A W A b A e de e v e e

61,000 172,000 83,000 17,100 35,4850 19,650

Senior High School:

Number of Units Number of Students
1487 Current Proposed 1987  Current Proposed
Esiss Plan Pian Pian Plan

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»

Unit Type

e

R T T e

Single Family 18,000 21,000 21,000 4,500 5,250 5,250
Hulti-family 63,000 151,000 72,000 12,600 30,200 14,400

Tatal: ™ o B1;000° 172,000 93,000 17,100 35,450 13.850

Generation factors for the single-fawily units were .5 for elerentary
.25 for high school. For the pulti-family
units, they were .8 for elesentary, .2 for junfor high and .2 for high school.
The generation factors were based on singie family wunits of three bedrooms or
nore in a pedium-income area, and nuitiple rented units of three bedreoors or
more. The source for the generation factors iz the Log Angeles Unified School

District.
x Estimate
1880-~1987.

*
school, .25-for junior high, and

prepared by Gruen Associates based on building permit activ’



%

Firg Protestion -- The Fire Department considers that the maintenance of &
sinimua level of fire service for any given area may require sdditional
perscnnel, egquipwent and facilities when population and land densities
increase, and when the expansion or relocation of existing facilities or
staffing will not meet the minimum fire protection needs of the community.
Development within the Hollywcod community may result in the nsed far:

Increased staffing.
Additianal fire protection facilities. .
Relocation or expansion of present protection faciiities,

LI S )

is inadeguate. to the trave!

be buitt In areas where fire protection
distance. . Coe : v

Police Services: According to the City of Los Angeles EIR Hanuat, 3 police
personnel are need for each 1,000 persons. For the existing population of
170,000 in the revision area, this would suggest a need for 510 police
persennel. The Proposed Plan (198,000 population capacity) would thus require a
personnel base of 537 persons. In comparison the buildout population of the
Current Plan (389,000 in the revision area) would require almost 1,200 police

persannel.

Public Libraries: According to adopted City standards, the number of facilities
is adequate tc accommodate current popuiation (170,000 and the Proposed Plan

buildout popuiation (189,000},

Hitigation Heesures
Schpelg: Means of &accommodating additional students with ainimal impact en
existing neighborhooeds include: ,

More intensive develcpment (more than ene siocry) on existing school sites.

This requires changes in state iegislation which are currently being pursued
by the School District.

¢« Location of new residential development in areas where there is remaining
capacity in schpols serving those areas. Specifically, schools west of Ving
Street, in contrasi with those to the east, are under capacity, especially
adjacert to.- and “in West Hollywosd. Thus, {if mnewv family hougsing wis
permitted and encouraged by the Pian in under-capacity areas and discouraged
in gver~capacity areas, existing fapi]iﬁie& could be used mere efficiently

and less expansion would be required.

S

Parks: Some possibie solutionz. to providing additional recreation and open
spgce, given the lipitations on park acquisition, Include:

e FProvide additicnal active recreation facllities in a clearly defined,
limited portion of Griffith Park, accessible by bus/shuttle to residents;

¢ Provide wvacation recreation pregrams in those areas for schopl-aged
children, to compensate for the lack of such program in year-around sechool

fagilities;

94

The need for sprinkier systems to be required throughout any.strﬁctures éo .
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Fi

#

¢ Keep school yi ; open in- afternoons and o weekends, with supervision

provided by the Recreation and Parks Department;
Set up a program to develop pocket parks in residential neighborhosds at the

]
request of residents and subject to land avaliability; such parks would be
monitored and maintained by the residents through an agreement with the
Recreation and Parks Departmant; '

8 Frovide more street and private landscaping throughout the community to give

it a more park-]ike setting overall, through an expanded street tree program

and zening standards to require additional landscaping; )
s Require the provision of usable open space in cenjunction with restdential-

-development like many other communities.

Fire Protection: The Fire. Deparimpant has “indicated that éf?;project-specific
development in the Comgunity Plan area would comply with ail appiicabie State
and focal codes and crdinances, and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection
and Fire Prevention Plan, which are elements of the General Plan of the City of

Loa Angeles (C.P.C. 19708),

Police Services: Over the life of the plan, additionzl police personne! should
be assigned to the Hollywood area. These assignments, hewever, will bhe
dependent on overall Police Department perscnnel ailocations and funding, or
other restrictions that may be imposed by the City Councii.

Public Libraries: No mitigation regquired.
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5.6 AIR QUALITY
Existiqg Conditionsg

Present levels of ajir pollution in the area are largely due to lpcal motor
vehicle emissions. Air quailty in the project vicinity is best represented by
air monitoring data collected by the South Coast Air Quaiity Hanageaent
District's HNorth Maln Street air monitoring station (see Table 21). These data
indicate that for 1886 (the most recent year for which information is
available} ambient air quality standards were exceeded for Ozone, Carbon
Honoxide (8-hour average), Nitrogen Dioxide and Total Suspended Farticulates.

' : . - Enviran&eﬁt&liﬁffscts

Short-terr lmpacts

Shart-terr impacts would be directly related to construction agtivities
associated with individual prejects. Quantification of these types of impacts
is more appropriateiy made for environmenta! review of specific projects. In
general, however, as develpppent pccurs incrementally, over the 20-year life of
the plan, construction would produce air pollutant erissions from heavy-duty
equiprment exhaust, and from the generation of dust as a result of project-
specific grading activities. In addition, dust from construction may cause a
temporary nuisance to persons residing near areas of earth movewment, If proper
mitigation te.g., soil dampening) is not applied. Thesg impacts may occur
sporadically during construction and would not have s significant zdverse

effect on the logcal environment.

Long-term Impacts

The pain spurce of emiszions generated from the Plan arez will be from motor
vehicies. (Gther emissions will be generated from the residential cembustion of
ratural gas for space heating and the generation of electricity. Eaissions will
alsu be generated by the compercial vse of natural gas and electricity.

Vehicular Emissions

Estimates of the vehicular emissions generated by the proposed project were
madé. Emission. factors from - the . April 1887 edition of the ™Air Quality
Handbogk, " - South -Coast Air "Quelity "Hanagement District) were utiiized. The
" factors are based on the EMFACED Program, These factors were applied tp the
vehicle miieﬁr of travel forecast by Kaku hkssoclates as part .of the essessment
of transportation impacts., A€ can be seen from Table 22, the Proposed Plan
revision would represent substantial ewission reductions when compared to the
Current Plan. The. emisslons differences between the alternatives arse
accentuated by a combination of the slover speeds and grester number of vehicie
miies associated with the Current Plan when compared to the Proposed Flan.
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THBLE 21
PROJECT AREA AlR POLLUTAKT SIMURY, 19421886 /a/

Follutants Stondard
-Pzone (O3}

Righest 1-hr average, ppa/b/ 0.107¢/ 0.5 0.2 K ¢.2
Husber of standard accesses . 8l 14 114 7 8
Carbon Noporide (CO1
Bighest 1-hr average, ppe 20004/ 5,0 1.0 i5.0 I TH] 3.0
Kusder of standard excasses ‘ g 0. 0.0 )
Highest 8-he averape, ppe 9,0/d7 5.9 13.1 9.4 - VS
Huber of standard excesses i 1 i 2 2
Kitrogen Dioxide (N3Z2)
Righest {-br average, ppe 0,25/4¢ 0.4 0.33 6,23 0.27 0.13
, Nusher of standard excesses § 5 - 8 3 &
Sulfur Diozide (502
Highest 24-hr average, ppe - 0.06/cef 003 0.01 .03 002 0.02
* Husber of standard excesses 0 0 [ 0 0.
Total Suspended Particulales (TSP
Highest Z4-hr average, ug/wd/b/ 10074,/ £ i1 {48 08 235
Husber of standard excesses/g/ 17 22 3 31 pai
dnmal Geosebric Mean, ug/nd B4, 1 MO M2 WS W0 86
Vislation Yes Ves fes Yes es
Lead
Highest 30-day average, wp/a3  1.5/¢/ .05 0.98 0.59 0.6 0.42
Kugber of standard excesses ] 0 [ ] 0

o

.40

fal Data are frox the SCAQD momitoring mtian located at 1630 Korth Main Street in dovniown

“Los Angefes.

I ppr: parts pet iUHan. ughad: ﬂtm;ms per cubic peler,

fef
4!
e/

it

Y

State standard, not to be equaled or exceeded,

State standard, not to be ercesded,

State: standard-appliss at locations where state L-he’ ‘ozone or ISP standacds are uintated,
Federal standard of 365 up/ad applies slsevhere,

California standards were redefined to apply anly to “{nhalable® particulates Jess thin 1§
sicrons in diameler (PELOL, beginnlng In 4884, The mev Zd-hour average standard {5 50
eg/a3 and the new annuel geosetric mean {s 30 ug/ed. For consistency, TSP data ls
presented In the table for all years; the nev standards are thought to be "reasomably
squivalent® to the old standards shown above (see Bay Area Afr Qualily Manapeaent District,

Alr Currents, April {8831,
Measured every siz days,

SOURCE: Californla Alr Resources Board, Air guz_!_!tz Bats Sussaries, 1982-1855,

-
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TABLE: 22
COMPARISON OF VEHICULAR EMISSIONS/as

+ . Tcns per Day,
Alternative. Vehicle Miies Average Speed €0 TOG  RDG  NDX  PART
Existing 1,524,772/b7 12,84 mph 32.6 2.8 2.5 2.9 0.4
Proposed Pian 1,828,472/b/ 8.38 7.8 2.2 2.0 2.9 0.6
Current Flan 2,428,518/b/ 4,158 41,5 2.3 3.3 4.1 . 0.7
/a/ Note: CO = Carbon Monoxide; TDG = Total Organic Gases; ROG = Reactive

Organic Gases; NOX = Nitrogen Oxides; PART = Particulates. Emissions factors
used are from the SCAQMD 1887 Handbook. Factors vere not interpolated. Existing
assumes 1888 factors for 15 mph. Froposed Plan and Current Plan assume 2002
factors for 10 and 5 mph, respectively.

/b/ Source: Kaku Associates

Stationary Emissions

<

Over the long-tere, build-out of the Comeunity Pian area would result in
increased eDBissions generated by stationary sources (Table 23). ~ Stationary
spurces include the use of natural gas on-site for space and water heating, and
the generation of electricity off-site., Projected staticnary emissions are as
follows., Build-out of the Froposed Plan would entail ‘the consugption of
approximately 5.8 billion cublec feet of natural gas annually (See Secticn
5.8). This wmuld represent a 21 percent increase above existing consunption
{estimated at &.8 billion cuble feet). Resulting pollutant emissions would be
0.2 tons of carbon moncxide, 0.5 tons of nitrogen oxides snd 0.04 tons of

reactive organic -gases,

TABLE 23
ON-SITE NATURAL GAS-RELATED EHISSIONS
Tons/Day
Pollutant Emisgion Factors Froposed Existing
"+ Carbon Monoxide -20tbs/mef 0.2 " 0.
c ‘Nitrogen -Uxides = .BO lbs/mef . 0.6 0.5
Particuiates - .45 lbs/ect neg. ~ neg.
ROG 5.3 {bs/mct 0.04 0.03
mef = million cubic feet: neg. = negilgible

*Source: Sputh Ceast Air Quality Hanagement District

In terms of off-site emissions at regional power plants, the Proposed Plan

would entai! the consumption of approximately 1 billion kilowatt hours of
glectricity annually 41see Section 5.8). This would represent a 42 percent
increase above existing consumption {(estimated at 710 million kilowatt hours).
Daily power plant epissions would be G.3 tons of carbon monoxide, 1.6 tons of
nitrogen oxides, 0.2 tons of sulfur oxides, and 0.1 tons of particulates (Table

24). Reactive organic geses would be negiigible,

98 ’ v : ..



* the -adopted General Pilan.

TABLE 24
OFF-SITE POWER PLANT EMISSJONS

Tangs/Day
Pollutant Emission Rates Propoged Exigting
Carbon Honoxide 0.2t ibs/mkwh 0.3 0.2
Nitrogen Oxides 2.10 Ibs/mkwh 1.6 1.1
Sulfur Oxides 1.40 lbs/mkwh 0.2 0.¢
Particylates 0.18 lbs/mkwh 0.1 neg.,
ROG 0.13 Ibs/mkuh . neg. neg. . .- e

ROG = reactive organic gases‘ mkwh = sillion kilowatt hours

ﬁneg. = negligible
¥ Source: South Coast Air Quaiity Management District.

Consistency with the Air Quality Management Plan (AQNP;. The Air Quality
Hanagement Plan prepared by the Scuth Cozst Air Quality Management District is
based on the growth assumptions contained 1in the SCAG B8Z-modified population
prejections, These projections are in turn developed from the presumed buiid-
out of the general and comprehensive plans of the jurisdictions within the SCAG
region. As noted above, the Proposed Plan. represents an overall reduction from
Thus, while the Froposed Plan may increase emissions
cver existing levels, this change would be less than that forecast for the
currently adopted plan. The downzoning thrust of the Proposed Plan wouid have a
beneficial impact on achieving the objectives of the "AQHMP, .

As noted above, the proposed revision itself, mitigates the potential adverse
air guaiity impacts that would result freom buildout of the current Hollywood
Comnunity Pian through "downzoning". In addition. the Plan. area's populatisn
capacity is «consistent with SCAG’'s growth forecast. Most iamportantly, one of
the major obliectives of the Proposed Plan is the scaling back of development to
be consistent with infrastructure capacity. The Proposed Flan also encourages
the development of neighborhood serving uses that would reduce the need for
vehicular travel. In this context, implementation or the Flan in concert with a
Transportation Specifjc ¥Flan (to be developed by LADOT) wouid reduce the
petential for detays, cangestion and increased afr poilutant emissions,

R Dol e e thigstlon Measures

Air quality concerns could be sitigated by inplementation of the Transportation
3pecific Flan for Bellywood., This Pian should address physical laprovements,
operational improvements, as well ag other methods to ‘reduce trave! demand,
including high oceupancy vehicles, ceapletion of the Hetro Rail system,
carpooling, vanpooling, and preferential parking programs.



5.7 NGISE
Existing Conditions

Noise is defined as unwanted or excessive sound. The principal noise source
within the Ccomunity Plan area is moter vehicies. The C{ty of Los Angeles has
established the Day-Night sound leve! {Ldn) of B5 decibels as the leve! above
which a residential Jand use Is wunacceptable. The commercial land uyse Ldn
threshold criteria is 80 declbelis.. The day-night sound leve! represents an
average of the A-weighted noise levels occurring during a complete Z4-hour °
period; however, it includes a weighting applied -tc those noises during

nighttise hours, 10 p.m, to 7 a.2. . )

4 - -

Ldn leveis ware estimated from existing traffic volumes "on selected arterials
and streets with adjacent residential or other sensitive receptors within the
Community Plan area, using the Federal Highway Administration Highway Noise
FPrediction Hodel (RD-77-108, December 1978)., As can be seen from Table 25,
noise levels adjacent to the selected roadways are generally below the 65
decibel criteria. Of the 28 street segments evaluated, 3 had adjacent noise

equal} to or above GS decibels,

*

Environmental Effects

.

Shert-tern lampacts

Construction activities resulting from development in thz Community Plan area
would result in increases in asbient noise levels in the vicinity  of
gonstruction sites on an intermittent basis. These activities may pose a
temporary annoyance to residents or employees in the area. The City has a -
Noise Qrdinance that [imits the hours of construction activity. Table 26 shpowg
typical outdoor nolse levels for commercial and indystrial construction.

Levels for residential construction would be similar or iower.

Long-term lmpacts
Nofse Predicticn

Using the Federal Highway Administration Highway Traffic
Model, and future traffic volume estimates developed by Kaku Associates, future
assuming implementation of the

noise levels in the FPlan area were estimated
Proposed .Pian,..asf well. as. implementation .of the existing plan. Table 27
indicates that fiture traffic growth with the revised Flan and with the Current
Plan would result in unacceptable noise levels for adjacent residential and/or
sensitive uses. Far the Proposed Plan, 22 of the 28 locations wouid have noise
‘fevels -above 65 decibels. For the Current Plan, 27 out of the 28 locations

would have noise jevels greater than 6% decibels.

=
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TABLE 25

ESTIHMATED EXISTING DAY-NIGHT SCUND LEVELS (Ldn)
{at 50 feéet trom roadway centerline?

‘Rcaduay Name

Melrose
Santa Monica
Santa Monica
Fountaln
Sunset
Hotlywood
Franklin
fLos Feliz
Mulholland
Barham
Crescent Heights
Fairtax
Gardner
Gardner

La Brea
Highland
Gower

Wilten Pi
Vestern
Normandie
Vermont
Virgit
Hyperion
Griffin Park
Rowena
Laurel

Location

Gardner - Fairfax
Western - Normandie
Bronson - Van Ness
Holiywood Fwy - Norpandie
Crescent Hts - Falirfax
Vest ef Vermont

- Nichols Cyn - Gardner

La Brea -~ nghiand

Griffin Park - Riverside Dr.
East of Laurel Cyn.
Hollywood Fwy - Forest Lawn
Feountain - Sunset

North of Fountaln

Fountain - Sunset

Hpollywood - Franklin
Fountain - Franklin

South of Helrose

Fountain - Sunset

Meirose - . Santa Monica
Hollywood ~ Franklin
Hollyweod Fwy - Santa Monica
Franklin - Log Fellz
Melrose - Santa Monica
Griftin -~ Holliywoed

Los Feliz - Rowena

Les Feliz - Griffin

Sguth of Mulhalland
Franklin - Mulhglland

% Exceeds 85 declbsl CNEL standard

o
3

Construction Phase

Ground Clearing
Excavation
Foundations
Erection
Finishing

. W e e e b

Terry A. Hayes Asgsociates

TABLE 26

Noise Leve!

Ldn Decibels

W it h e

- Bbw -

TYPICAL CDHHEECXAL/iNﬁUSTRIAL CDNSTRUCTIUN NOISE LEVELS ra/

(dBA)

&4
&9
78
85
2]

B et

/a/ Nojse levels were measured 50 fast from the source.

SOURCE: Bolt, Beranek, and Newman,

1871,

Nolize from Construction Equipment and

Qperations, Building Equipment, and Home Appliances, U.S. EPA.
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Roaduay’Name
Melrcse
Meltose
Santa Monica
Santa Honica
. Fountain-
Sunset

Hol lywood
Franklin

Los Feliz
Mulhotland
Barham
Crescent Heights
Fairfax
Gardner

. Gardner

La Brea
Highland
Gower
Wilton Pl
Western
Normandie
Vermont
Virgil
Hyperion
Griftin Park
Rowena
L.aure!
Cutpost

TABLE 27

ESTIMATED FUTURE DAY-NIGHT SDUND LEVELS (Ldn)
{at 50 feet from roadway centeriine)

Ldn (decibels)

Location

Gardner - Fairfax

Western - Normandie N
Brongon - Van Ness
Hollywoed Fwy - Normandie
Crescent Hts - Falrfax

West of Vermont

Nichols Cyn - Gardner .

La Brea - Highland

Griffin Park - Riverside Dr.
East of Laure]l Cyn.

Hol lywood Fwy - Forest Lawn
Fountain - Sunset

North of Fountalin

Fountain - Sunset

Hotlywaod - Franklin
Fountain - Franklin

South of Melrose

Fountain - Sunset

Melrose - Santa Honica

Hal lywood ~ Franklin
Hollywood Fwy - Santa Honica
Franklin - Los Feliz
Melrose - Santa Honica
Griffin - Hellywood

Log Feliz - Rowena

Los Feliz - Griffin

Scuth of Mulholland
Frankilin - Hulholland

Froposed Current
59 €8x
TO# 72%
T 75+
N 754
Tie ’ Tox
TRw 76¢
70 T2«
(31:1 7is
Tix 73x
61 &6+
0% Ti¥
E8» Tix
7O 71
64 67+
&7 GG
(238 ] 65+
Eor 71x
64 70x
66# E7«
E74 631
65+ 68+
70w T2
64! Gox
B8« 70%
65y 64x
6} 3]
68k 68
64 63

Mk W ke W e e dn Te e m AT EK TR T W W B v e Th R e W e e e hm e e e e ke TR LE N AN A e W T M NG W A R T R WA AR M WL R R MR W NS R e W R W

*Source;: Terry A.,Hafes'Assmciates,

“x-Exceeds City of: Los Angele$'fhrééholdvériteria.‘

« GSite preparation

veekday hours

construction-related noise

No. las,33%.

# Constrycticon equipment should be

devices.

Hitigation Messures .

activities
=3 U N

and construction
{7 a.o. ta &
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Mitigation
would result from cogpliance with City Ordinance

properly fitted

ghould be llmited to daytime
of demolition and

with noise attenuatign




¢ {n a project-specific 'basis, ne[se—genefating activities should bhe |,
adequately buffered from regidences. Buffers would inciude the use of berms,

walls and landscaping.

¢« For wexisting development as well as potential in-fill development, noise
levels mdy not be mitigatable because of the extreae difficulty 1in placing
noise walls or berms on arteriai frontage. Because noise attenuation is not

" feasible, traffic-related noise impacts would be considered an unavoidable

adverse impact of the Proposed Plan.

5.8 ENERGY AND UTILITIES , .
o Exigting Conditions

Natural gas, coal and oil are fossil fuels that are finite in quantity. A&
criticai aspect of increasing the Jevel! and intensity of development is that

these resources are nop-renewable.

Stora Draing and Sewers -- According to individuals in the Department of Public
works, local sewers in Hollywood are being replaced, not because they are at or
over capacity, but because they have deterjorated. Interceptor sewers, the
majns over 15 inches in diameter, which carry sewage to the Hyperion sewage

treatment facility, are at capacity In some leocations.

-

Effluent from the Community Flan area is conveyed to the Hyperion Treateent
Plant in Playa del Rey. The Flant has a design capacity of 420 million gallons
per day (MGD): however, the net treatment capacity is 335 million galloens per
day. Jts service arez includes most of the City of Los Angeles, the «cities of
Culver City, E! Segundo, Santa Monica, 5Sen Fernando, Beverly Hills, Burbank,
Giendale, and several uninceorporated areas of the County of Los Angeles. )

was designed and constructed in the 15505 with the capability to
process &20 million gallons per day of wastewater. Aill flows receive primary
treatment and 100 MGD recelve secondary treatment through the activated siudge
process. The treated effluent is discharged through a 5-mile ocean outfail
into Santa Moniea Bay. The sludge ., or solids retained by the prirmary and
secondary treatment processes are biologically digested and until December 31,
1887 .were discharged through a 7-mile cutfall ‘to the rim of a submarine canyon.
Sirce December 31,:1887, .the sludge has been dewatered and processed to récover
energy, hauled to a sanitary:landfill, wusec for soil amendeent purposes, or
_handled in a combination of these disposal methods. Methane gas produced in
the digestion process is used to power electrical generator and alr compressor

equipment for plant operations.

The Plant

The Hyperion sgervice area also includes two {nland water reclamaticon plants,
namely, the Los Angeles/Glendale Water Reclamation Plant (LAGVRP) dnd the
Tillaan Water HReclamation Plant (TWRP). Thae LAGWRP was completed in 15876 with
the capability to treat .20 MGD of wastewater. The TWRP became operational In
1985 with a design capacity of 40 MGD. These upstreas capaclties reduce the
need for construction of lengthy relisf sewers and add potential for beneficial
use of reclaimed water., These upstream plants will be expanded zs necessary to
treat increases in sewage volumes within thelr tributary area.

=4
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" " Departmént of ‘Hater and - Power.

k3

Many projects are Yerway and planned at the .yperion Treateent Plant to
provide a significant improvement in quality of the discharges to Santa Monica
Bay. Recentiy cospleted and in the start-up/operaticnal stage as of jate 1987
is the Hyperion Energy Recovery System (HERS) which was designed to stop
discharging siudge into Santa Monica Bay. By the HERS process, the sludge is
dehydrated and combusted into ash which then is trucked offsite for reuse as 2
copperfiug replacement. A highly usable byproduct of the HERS is steam whiceh

is harnessed to generate electricity for the piant.

major series of projects at HTP will provide full secondary treatment
Accomplishing fuil secondary treataent requires new
facilities, refurbishing or modernizing others, as weil as rewoving and -
replacing & number of facilities which have exceeded their useful [ife. When
the projécts " become nperaticnal, enly secondary effiuent will continue te be
discharged to the ccean. However, this-effiuvent 1is avallable for appropriate

applications.

The next
by Deceaber 31, 1388,

Sotid Waste Disposal -- The Hellywood Community Flan area is severely limited
when it comes to available Jandfills for solld waste. There are no operating
landfilis within the Comaunity FPlan area. According to the Los Angeles County
Department of Public VWerks, alil residential pick-up is disposed of at Lopez
Canyon. Other sites servicing the Hollywsod area include Bradley Vest ang

Sunshine Canyon.

Moreover. only 10 landfillg service all cof Les Angeles County, and none of the
surrounding counties, e.g. Orange, Kiverside or San Bernardino, permit the
iepertation of solid waste, As of December (887, there zre approximately,K 152
million tons of remaining capacity in Loz Angeies County. However, due to
permit inflow fimitations and multiple operational constraints enly S8 millien

tons are fully permitted,

Elecirical Power -- The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power provides
service to the Plan area. The policy of the Department of Water and Power {3 to
provide electricity, as heeded. According to department staff, the existing
infrastructure is5 adegquate to serve the projecied vyear 2010 poputation in

Hollywood,
Water Supply =-- Water is supplied to the Community Plan area by the Los Angeles
According to department staff, the existing

" infrastructure i5 adequate to serve the projected year 2010 population in

Hol lywood.
Natura! Gas -- The Nerthwest Division of the Sputhern California Gas Company
provides service to the Community Plan area.
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Environpental Effects

Sanitary Sewers ~-- Based on the levei of residential and non-residential
development anticipated with the Proposed Pian, wastewater generation would
increase by approximately 6 miilion gallons per day {(mgd) over existing levels
ta 24 percent increasel). In comparison the Current Plan would produce
vastewater flowvs of 35 mgd over existing levels {(a 148 percent increase’, Sece

Table Z8.

3 kd

The potential production of 30 mgd at buildout’ of the Proposed Flan would

‘constitute . approxipately 8 percent. of the 335 sgd capacity of the Hyperion
Plant, compared to utflization of 18 percent of the plant's capacity if the
Current Plan were built out, Furthermore, it should be recognized that the -
Proposed Plan®s population capacity is tied directly to SCAG B2 growth forecast
for 2010. This is the same forecast upon which Hyperion planning has been
based. This censistency is a marked departure from past Jand use and zoning-
based holding capacity estimates for community plan arers in Los Angelesa. Thus,
it tha resaining coemunity plan areas and jurisdictions within the Hyperion
service area waere alsoc planned to reflect SCAG projections, then cumulative
buildout Jevels would be consistent with planned and progrepmed Improvements at
Hyperion. Nevertheless, wunder present circumstances, build-out of the Proposed
“Flan would Increase demand on the Hyperion trestment system.

TABLE 28
WASTE WATER GENERATION

Existing Proposed Plan Current Plan
Generation R e e L P P
Use Rate# Units HGD Units HGD  Units HGD
Residential 250 Gal/DU 81,000C du 20.3 83,000 du 23.3 154,000 du 38.5
Non-Res. 200 Gals1000 s8f L7 mil sf 3.4 31 wmil sf 6.2 104 mil sf 20.2
Total ) 23.7 29.5 58.7

DU = dveiling unit; sf = square feet; ali : willion: MGD = mitllon gallons/day. X
Non-residential rate agsumeg that an

f,isév%pe{ CYty-cf'fLﬁsx,Ahgeiés,-_EIR'mHanua}, A
“extensive amount of office spsce {¢ included in the commercial and industrial

categories.
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“Muiti Res. 4 1hs/du/day

pu = dwelling unit; sf = square feet; mil

+

Solid Waste Dit _.al ~- There would aisoc be &. incresse in the production of
solid waste. At builld-out for the Proposed Plan, approximately 447 tons per
day would be generated within the Comsunity Plan area (Tabie 28), In
comparison, approximately 357 tons/day are generated daily under exidting
conditions. The resulting increase would be B6 tong dafly (a 28 percent
increase). Bulld-out of the Current Plan wouid generate 787 tons/day (a 115
percent increase over existing production). HNevertheless, buildout of the
Propoged FPlarn would Increase deeand on existing Jandfills in Log Angeles
County, The Propossd Plan would generate 1.2 mlllion tony of solid waste over
the 10-year period (approxinately 377 tons per day average) from 1987 to 1987,
This would congtitute approxjoxteiy 1 percent of the resaining.county landfill
capaclity. In the year 2000 {t s projected that there would . be & countywide
ennuil production of 8.6 'million  tons.  ‘Assuming streight-line .growth, the
Heilywood Comsunity Plan ares for that seme year wouid represent approxieately
1 percent of that total (127,300 tons/year). ..

Although the contribution of the Community Plan arez is only & seall proportion
of the total remaining capacity, alternative action is needed because present
landfill capmcity in Los Angeies County is soon to be exhausted. Acgording to
the January 18868 Executive Summary, Solid Waste Management Status and Disposal
Options in Los Angeles County, prepared by the staff of the City Bureau of
Sanitation and the County Department of Public Werks:

By 1882 if existing sites are not ekpanded or new sites not developed there

[
wiil be a countywide shortfail of 6,400 ions per day.
s By 19297, within the Clty of Los Angeles, there will be no remsining disposal
capacity.
TABLE 29
DAILY SOLID WASTE GENERATION -
Existing Proposed Plan Current Flan
Generation | wesmmeswee Tammen e i i bt
Use Rater Units Tons Units - Tons Units Tons
Single Res. 20 lbs/dusday 18,000 du 180 21,000 du 210 21,000 du 210
T 63,000 du 128 72,000 du  1é4 133,000 du - 268

Non-Res, ' ° 6 1ba/j000sf/day 17 mil st - 51 31 mil s 93 87 mil =sf 291

e e e R ME M M A R e S e b R e U A M e e A We ol T MR ST A AR A A ke e e e e R ML W MG e e e e e o b R e e i oo e e e G e e e e e e e e v e A K

Total ' N 387 487 767

5

‘nillion;
EIR Manuat. Non~residential rate assumes an extensive
cowmercial and industirial categories.

sSource: Clty of Los Angeles,
amount of office space is included in the

Electricai Power -~ The Proposed Flan would increase electrical enérgy

requirements over existing levels (Sae Table 30). Based on typical usage
factors, it is estipated that currently 710 miflion kilowatt hours are used in
the Plan revision area. The Proposed FPlan would increase this desand to
approximsately ¢ billion kilowatt  hours ta &1 percent {ngcresse). The Current
Ptan would increase demand to approxisately 2.5 billion mnnual kilowatt hours

* -
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To providie a context for .aese electricity desand

Water and Power indicates that 20.3
Department in the 1985-66 period.!
the Department are over 25 billion
the Hollywood Cosmunity Flan area

(a 260 percent increas.
leveis, the Los Angeiles Department of
billion kiiowatt hours were sold by the

Annual projections for future vyears frowm

kitowatt hours, Thus, electrical needs in
would constitute 2-3 percent of the demand anticipated by DWP.

o

Y, Source: City of Los Angsles, Department of Water and Power, Statisties,
Fiscal Yesar 19B5-1888.
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S TABLE 30
ANNUAL ELECTRiCAL CONSUMPTION

Existing Proposed Plan Current Plan

e i g B e E o - Ak A e o e

Generation
Use Rater

—————

-k  a e,

Residential 5,172 kwh/du/yr 81,000 du 418 B3,000 du 474 154,000 du 786

Non-Res. 17.% kwh/sfiyr 17 mi) sf 289 3! wil sf 530 87 mil sf 1,658

Tetal 708 871 2,555

DU = dwelllng unit; sf = squire feet; mil = million; MKWH. = Millfion Kilowatt hours -
Quailty Impact Hangbeok.

¥Sourceé: South Coast Afr Quelity Management "District, Afr
April 1887. Nom-residential rate. essuses an extensive amount of office space s

inciuded in the commercial and Industrisi categories.

Water Supply =~ There will be an incresse in demand for water in the Cossunity
Plan area. Total consupption would be approximateiy 54 willion gallons per day
{mgd) when the maxinum allowed developsent level is reached under the Current
Plan (Table 31i). in comparison, the existing consumption level is estimated at
2i.5 egd, and the Proposed Plan would result in consumption of approximately 26

mgd.

The Department of Water and Power westipates current water use In the city st
583.7 million gallons per day. By the yesr 2010, the Department projects that
wpter use citywide will be approximately 663.8 million gailons daily, a2 13
percent lncrease’. The cogparable increase in water use for Hollywopd during
this same period would be 2§ percent with build-obt of the Proposed Plan. Thus,
perzitted growth in the Commpunity PFlan area would have a disproporticnate
impact on citywide water resources. Retention of the Current Plan would

gxacerbate this problesm.
TABLE 31

DAILY WATER CONSUMPTION

Existing Proposed Plan Current Plan
3 o -Consumption’ s | wessosmeseoeessscs semmceocSessoeas sseedesece s
- et e e T - Ratex o - . Persons " HGD . Persans MGD Persons HGD
" Population 120 gped 170,000 . 20.4 199,000 - 23.8 389,000 48,7
Exployment 30 gped 37,400 1.1 65,000 2.0 233,000 7.0
21,5 - 25.9 53,7

Totai : ) ’
MGD = million gallons per day; gped = gailons per capita per day.

#Source: City of Les Angeles, EIR Manual. Non-residential rate assumes
agount of office space is included in the comsmercial and Industrial categories.

an extensive

ang Power, Urban Vater Management Flan,

i See Department of Water

a

December 1985, Exhibit 3.3-2.
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Natural Gas =~- The:.e will be an increase in demand for natural gas in the
Cozpunity Plan area. At bufldout for the Proposed Plan, approxigately 5.8
billion cubic feet of natural gas would be required (Table 32)., This would
increase existing consumption ¢f natura) gas by 2lmost 1 billion cublic reet

annually.
- TABLE 32
ANKUAL NATURAL GAS CONSUMPTION
Existing . Proposed Flan Current Plan
Generation At et e b b i
Use Rates “Units HCF  Units HCF  Units HCE

- e . en - e - -

T e e e e e e

3ingle Res. 6,665 cf/mo/du 18,000 du 1440 24,000 du iBBO' 21 000 du  1B80
Muiti. Res. 3,818 c¢f/ac/du £3; 000 du 2862 72,000 du 3385 133,000 du 6253
Non-Res. 2.0 ct/worsf 17 mwil st 408 31 mil st 744 97 mil saf 2328

e A e W e e e e e e W e VR e MR B B i e e e e AT e R TER R W e e e e R ma MA G TW W B e s E U W M A W ML M R M AR R 4 Y e e T B e Tm koW o e W

DU = dweiling unit; sf = square feet; mil = siilion: HCF =-Million cubie¢ feet
eSource: Sputh Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quatity impact Handbook,
Aprii 1987. |Hon-residential rate assumes an extensive amount of offlice space is

inctuded in the compercial and industrial categories,

Mitigation Measures

s Energy. On & project-specific basis, coapliance with energy conservation
requirements contained in the Californie Administrative Code, Title 24,

Bullding Standirds will provide energy conservation benefits.

o GSewer, Deveiopment should be perzitted when phased with impprovements in the
local gewer jines, ax well as at Hyperion. This phasing should be undertaken o
for all cosmmunity plans in the Hyperion service area. Holding capacities in
each Plan area should be consistent with SCAG growth forecast.

e Water Supply =~ The Proposed Plan should encourage the use of water
conservation measures consistent w:th the Department of WYater and Power's

Urban Water Hanagement Plan.

# Colid Waste. Dleposal of salid weste {3 and will become an increasing
problem in Los. Angeles County. Potential mitigation measures should inciude
some combination of the folloawing: i) recyciing of residential, landfili and
cormercial/industrial waste meterials, particulariy a City-sponsored
curbside recycling program, 2) composting, 3) refuse-to-energy prugects. 4 -

expansion of existing landfiii s{tes.

° & Electricity and Natural Gas - No mitigation required.




Jfn addition to seismic

of human injury and property damage becauss of

5.9 EARTH .
Existing Conditicons

The Seismic Safety Flan, which was adopted in 1874, identifies "fault rupture
study areas” and "slope stability stydy areas” and identifles pciicies and
programs to mitigate potential -injuries and property damage in these areas.
The Santa  Monica Fauwlt, & potentially active fault, the precise focation of
which is not known, is thought to run gore-or-less paralle! to and south of Les
Feliz Boulevard from the vicinity of La Brea/Fountain avenues to the vicinity
of Hyperion Avenue/Riverside Drive. &nother petentially active fault is
thought ™ to run through the northeast portion of Griffith Park. Areas of
Hollywocod north of Holilywood Boulevard are considered to be slope stahility
study areas. No Alquist~Priolo Specia}l Studies Areas, designated by the Stats -
of California Division of Mines and Geology, are located within the Plan area.
" constraints, major community concerns have developed

regarding hillside developunent, and grading and landslide potential,

Environmental Effects

there will be continued risks
potential regional earthguakes.
there will be a continued risk of

As is common in the Southern California region,

Regardless of the land use plan inplemented,
hugan injury and property damage because of potential regional earthquakes.

Because there would be a relatively higher degree of risk in densely

developed/high~rise areas than in jow-rise single-family residential areas. The
elimination of high density residential categories in Proposed Flan wouild

contribute to minimizing the degree of risk.

Continued development in the Hellywoed Hilis will raise concerns régarding

grading practices and {andsiide potential.

Mitigation Measures

Compliance of al}l affected projects with the provision of the Seismic Safety
element and the requirement to prepare a geolegic and soils report, when the
project is Jocated in a "detailed study ares®, when so designated in the

Seismic Safety element,

- . : © Lo T ' E . ) _
- Adherernce to the Standard Grading Specifications provided by the required
_ Geological Report. o ’

Requirement that all projects satisfy +the Department of City Planning's

"Planning Guidelines Landform Grading Manual.”

s« 0On a project-specific basis, compliance with the Loc Angeles City Building '
soving-related {epacts.

Code would Einimize =adverse grading and earth
Similarly, compliance with applicable City building codes on a project-
specific basis would reduce potential seismic-reiated Ilmpacts to an

acceptable level of risk.
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“on a’ pro;ect specxfic baszs,

.5.10 DRAINAGE

Ex{sting Conditiong

A targe portion of the Hollywood Comamunity Plan area is designated a hillside
area, subject tc the Flooed Hazard Management Ordinance. in addition, Flood
Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM} available from the Federal Emergency Hanagenment
Agency indicate there are scattered lecations throughout the Plan area subject

to flooding, including:

Lz Rocha Prive

Beachwood Drive {(rorth of Franklin Avenue) .
Greek Theatre vicinity ) )
Mariposa Avenue (south of Franklin Avenue)
Griffith Park Boulevard {(south of Hyperion Avenue)
Area north of the Pan Pacific Avditorium {Beverly Blvd at Stanlay)
Hyra Avenug gouth of Effie Street

Pass Avenue

Laurel Canvon Boulevard

Nichals Canyon Road

Fuljer Avenue {narth of Hollywonod Boulevard

El Cerrito/Sycamore (north of Hollywood Boulevard)

Area generally bounded by Hollywood Boulevard, Laural

Avenue, and Formosa Avenue.

Avenueg, Fountain

Environmental Effects .

would continue to permit hillside development. As a

Runcff: The Froposed Plan
surface and consequent

regult, there would be some Increase In impervious
increase in stormwater runcif.

Flooding: The Proppsed Plan would have np discernible effect on existing
floeding patterns., With the exception of the cahyen drainages, most flood-prone

areas identified are in wurbanized and .developed areas. As noted above, it fs
not the intent of the Proposed Pian to be a2 major stimulant for land use change

and redevelcpment in existing nelghborhoods.

. - Hitlgation Heasures

31; aeveImpment would ¢omply with the pfovisions
of the Flood Hazard Hanagement Specific Plan and any additionai reguirements
that may be identified by the Bureau of Enginesring.
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5.11 NATURAL RESOUxCES
Exigting Conditipns

There are no designated sand and gravel districts or oil driiling districts
within the ?lan area. No urban driil sites are Jocated within the area, and no
pil fields ™ are known to exist. There is no agricultural cropland within the

Plan area.

Environzentel Effects
No adverse impacts on natural and/or Bineral resources are anticipated.

Mitigation Neasures -

Nene required.

5.12 PLANT AND ANIMAL LIFE
Existing Conditions

The Conservation Element pf the City of Los Angeles Gensral Plan jdentifiss
Griffith Park &s an "Area of Major Wildlife Concentration.” No other areas in
the Holiywood Community Plan area are identified. Outside of the boundaries of
Griffith Park, the remaining undeveloped portions of the Hollywoocd Hiils serve

as habitat for a wide variety of piants and animals,

Environmental Effects

The Proposed Plan would not affect the geographlc boundaries of Griffith Park,
nor would develepment be permitted in the park. The Proposed Plan would,

however, continue to permit hillside development. The developsent of residences
in this area would remove undeveloped and natural areas. Plant and aninmal

habitats wopuld be displaced.

Hitigatian Memrsures

. #. Compliance with provisions of. the.‘Deparimenl ef Building and Safety to

-7 . minimize gradimg. .

On 2 project-specific basis, all grading should be completed on a "unitized”
bazis such that grading would woceur ‘only at times and " in areas where
construction is to be undertaken.

review of specific hillside projects, particularly-

should directly consider impacts on habitat and
ocourrence of any state and/pr federally listeg

¢ Subseguent environgental
residentlial subdivisions,
wildlife and the potential
threatened or endangered species,
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5.13 CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESQURCES
Existing Conditions

Hollywood 1s recegnized throughout  the world as the center of the motion
picture ‘industry,. It wag the historic cradle and site of the period of
intensive growth_ within the industry. Between 1815 and 1935, Hollywood
underwent rapid residential and cosmercial development,larngeiy due to the
growing film industry. Many architecturally significant structures .4ad

neighborhoods remain in the area,

0f the 335 Cultural.Historic Monuments recognized by the City, 43 of these are

located in the Hollywood Community Plan area. A survey conducted by Hollywoed
Heritage for _ the Community Redevelopaent Agency within and around the
Redevelopment Project area concluded that over 170 structures were eligible or

appeared tc be eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic

Places.

As & result of itz high visibility and close association with the motion
picture industry, Hollywood is historicaliy significant at the local, state,
naticnal and international levels. Neighborhoods and areas of historical and

architectural interegt include:

Hollywood Crescent

Frankiin West

Spaulding Square

Kol lywood Heights

Cgden Drive

Kol lywoodland )

South Losg Feliz ) ]

Melrose Hill (HPOZ adopted 1/20/8B)

Whitley Heights

Hellywood Boulevard Commercial and Entertaineent District
Environmental Effects

LB B B I 2 I

The Proposed Plan revision cannpot directly address the preservation af cultural
resources. The Propesed Plan does, however, scale back development potentials
and - thus reduces the incentive to redevelop histeric and cultural resource
properties, Without the ' enforcement inhetent in Specitic Plans or in the
adoption of an Historic Preservation Overiay Zone, the Flan cannot guarantee

the preservation of histeric resourtces.

MHitigation Measures

Prepare 2 histeri{c and architectural survey of the .Plan area outside of the
Redeveloprent Project. Based on the survey develop specific plans and/or adopt
Historic Preservation Overlay Zones. See Section 5.4 (Urban Design) for an
additional discussion of posgible mitigation steps. -
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6.0 UNAVDIDABLE ADVERSE EFFECTS

The Proposed Plan would result in environmental impacts which cannot be fully

mitigated. In general, these unavoidable impacts consist of:

¢ The potential for residential and commercial displacement resuiting from the

redevelopnent of properties to higher densities.

historically significant bulldings or areas

& The potential for logs of
“resulting fros the redevelopment of properties to higher densities.

"

# Increased demand on schools.

% }nability to gatisfy the City's parkland-to-population criterta.

¢ Traffic delays and congestion.

Traffic-related noise tevels adjacent to major and secondary highways in

excess of City standards.

Continued hilliside development, including the removal of natural areas and

the alteration of existing views and vistas.

fimited jandfil]l resocurces for solid waste

¢ Increased use of extremely
disposal.
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to other

‘residential development were
.around future Metro Rail- stations or adjacent to

7.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

7.1 DESCRIPTION DF ALTERNATIVES

The No Proiject Alternative: Throughout this report, the Proposed Plan has been
directiy compared to the No Project Alternative tretaining the Current
Hollywood Community Flan’. Ae  has been noted, the Current Plan would provide
for more populaticn, housing and employment capacity than the Proposed Plan,
This assessment shows, however. that neither the existing nor a fully izproved .
transportation network can provide acceptable service at the levels of
residential and non-residential development contemplated in the Current Plan..
From a neighborhood and histeric preservation perspactive, the Current Plan. -
would raise the Jpotential for redevélopment t& higher densities, and, as a
result, neighborhood and historic resources would likely be Jost. With respect

public services and facilities, the substantiai growth above existing
generate severe Jdemands and

leveis permitted by the Current FPlan would
pressures,

Non-Residential Alternative 1: The transportation section of this report rully
documents an evaluation of the impacts of permitting existing nen-residential
development to deveiop to a floor to lot area ratic ef 1.5:! (called

Alternative 1). In this regard, the transportation analysis demonstrates that
this atternative is also wunworkable. Trips generated by this level of
development cannot be accommodated by the local street system, even with

operational and capacity improveaments.

Non-Residential Alternative 3: This alternative would remove nen-conforming
conmercial and industrial uses and wouid aillow residential development in these
criginally designated in the Current Hollywoed Community Plan. This
alternative, however, would not reduce the total permitted
conpercial /industrial development in the Plan area. As a result, it would not
substantially  reduce traffiec and circulation ispacts. In addition, this
alternative would impose substantial hardships on many businesses that serve
the conmunity. Host of the coamercial areas that would be eiliminated {like the
Hillhurst, Fountain, Laurel! Canyon and Helrose shopping areas}) provide valuabie
services to nearby residents. The alternative would alsc be contrary to the
objective of providing commercial services that are easily accessible to

residents,

areas as

Residentia] Alternatives: Several! alternatives for distributing additional
considered, inciuding concentrating develcpment
neighbhorhood centers. These
options were not considered further because the greater asount of residential
development could not be reconciled with two basic plan revision objectives: 1)
accommodate only year 2010 poputation growth plus a 10 te 15 percent buffer.“
and Z) create cohesive neighborhocds by permitting only enough new housing te
provide an overall vuniformity eof building types, compatible with gxisting

residences.

purpose of the plan revision process was to
[evels projected in the SCAG-82
than the adopted

No Growth Alternative: The
establish a means to accomsodate  growth
popuiation farecast. An alternative to consider less growth

faorecast was not considered. =

Lo
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7.2 COMPARISON C  TERNATIVES

The No Froject ‘Alternative (Current Plan) would allow for a population and
housing capacity substantially greater the Proposed Plan, It should be
recognized that the Current Plan vould permit development that would greatly
exceed the SCAG year 2010 population projections for the Hollywood Community
FPlan area.” Non-residential aiternatives 1 and 3 would also permit development
of coammercial,’ office and industrial development levels jpreater than the
Proposed Pian. This additional persitted growth fust be weighed, however,
apainst the findings of this report that dJdemonstrate that the arteria! and -
street systen 1n Hellywood (even when improved to Comnunity Plan standards)
cannot accpnzodate substantial . nEW trips, particutarly
coemercial/offlce/industriai-related trips. | . o . - .
The .added ‘growth- potentials of the Current Plan would alse negatively
contribute to impacts on public services and facilities, particularly schools,
- parks, sewer treatment capacity and landtill capacity. The greater number of
vehicle trips potentially generated by the Current Plan or the non-residential
aiternatives along with attendant increases in congestion and delays would
result in substantially greater air poilution emissions than the Proposed Pian.
Froem 2 land use perspective, any elternative should be accospanied by the
adoption of development standards for residentiail and commercial areas ir
Holiywoed, Without consideration of the wmitigation effects of deveicpment .
standards, the Current Plan would continue to allow a level of development,
particularly high density residential and officescommercial projects, that
foster tand use c¢eonflicts and incompatibility, including parking
conflicts, height conflicts, shade/shadov effeci{s, obstruction of views and
vistas and wother potential nuisances. The Froposed Plan which has focused
largely on matching existing densities and preserving the existing character of
areas would wminimize adverse Jland wuse impacts. Also the Proposed Plan, by
scaling back development fevels to patch existing levels, reduces the incentive
to redevelop. This effect is a particular benetit to historic properties and

In contrast, the higher development potential of the Current Plan or the
would provide incentives to redevelop
tang

could

areas.,
nther non-residentiazl alternatives
historic resources. Thus, from both the perspective of transpertation and

vuse, the Propesed Plan is environmentally superior to alternatives that would
alleow greater amounts of daeveiopment.

‘

Vhen cempared to abe~Grc£th‘option, the Proposed Pian is not envircnmentally .
. superior dué- ‘to . the fact. that ‘there.uouid be some increase in development
- potential over existing levels. Current environmental problerpy (traffic-related

air polivtion, for exampie) would be exacerbated. !t shouid be recognized,

however, that an aiternmative to [imit growth to existing levels, if not enacted
citywide, would simply channel development to other parts of the ¢ity or.county
where there is less restriction and any agverse

other areas.

impacts would be shifted to
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8.0 LOnu~TERH IMPLICATIONS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

8.1 THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF THE ENVIRONMENT aND THE,

MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

A significant portion of the Hollywood Community Plan area includes hillside
and canyons in the Hollywood Hills. The 4,108-acre Griffith Park area would not
be aitected by the Proposed Pian., The Plan does, however, anticipate the
centinued develapment of residences in hiliside areas.

8.2 IRREUERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES RESULTING' FRDﬂ THFLEHMENTATION GF THE
"PROPOSED CQHNUNITY PLAN REVISION :

" Build-out of devetopment consistent with the densities and land uses allewed in
the Hollywood Community Plan would ultimately involve the irreversible
conmitment of limited respurces inciuding energy, water, and land. New
develcpment would require the commitaent of land to residential, commercial,
office and industrial wuses. The Froposed Plan would permit the continued

development cof the Hollywood Hills.
8.3 CGROWTH-INDUCING [MPACTS OF THE PROPOSED COMHUNITY PLAN REVISION

‘Comparison to Existing Conditions. The buiid-out of tha Proposed Flan Revigion
would permit a capacity of approximateiy 93,000 dwelling units putside of the
Redevelopmnent area, and 31 million square feet of non-residential development.
This land use developrment potential weuid translate inte a population cipacity
for 198,000 persons and for approximately 65,000 jobs. Compared to existing

population and
change would
in empioynent.

represent & {7 percent growth in population and 73 percent growth

Comparisgn to the Current Plan. it should be recognized, however, that while
the Proposed Plan would allow Ingreases above existing levels, the proposed
revision reduces the potential buiid-out levels permitted by the Current Plan.
The population capacity would be reduced from 389,000 persong to 198,000
persons (a reductien of 48 percent). and empioyment capacity would be reduced
from 233,000 jobs te £5,000 jobs { & reduction of 72 percent’.

.Comparisen. te Regional Growth Projections. From a regional perspective, the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) has indicated that the
Hollywood Community Flan area {5 Jocated within Reglonal Statistical Area (RS&)
No, 17. The {584 SCAG estimate for the RSA was a pcpuiaticn‘ of 1,028,000
persons and 604,500 jobs. Of thsse totals, the Plan &area represents
approximately il percent of the RSA population and € percent of the seployment.

SCAG has forecasted that by 2010 there will be 1,181,000 persons In the RSA and
896,600 jobs. The Proposed Plan ares population capacity (183,000) would
represent 19 percent of the total RSA population, and the Proposed Pian
employment capacity of 85,000 jobs would repregsent 9 percant of the employment
in the RSA., These statistics suggest that the population growth in the Plan
arega is coansistent with 2010 regional growth proejections and that the
eaployment capacity is slightly higher than the 2010 regional projection.

sl
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8.4 CUNULATIVE ... ACTS

This report has evaluated the potential environmental impacts resuiting from
the maximum buitd-out of the Hollywood Community Plan Area under the Proposed
Revision., No specific projects or developrent proposals have been considered as
part of this analysis; however, evaluation of the Community Pian Hevision has
been considered in the context of the pepulatien, housing, and employment
projections prepared by the Southern California Association cf Governments for
the year 2010. The traffic analysis, in particujar, considered the comhined
effect of locally generated traffic and future regional +traffic pn the

Hotlywound Community Plan street network. Specific impacts that = would result -
from the combined effect of the Proposed Plan and growth and development in

adjaceht cowmunity pian areas and jurisdictions would include: -

Négative effect on the‘Jobs~Housing Balance

Increased trip making and traffic congestion

Increased vehicular and staticnary emissions

Increased demand on schools

Increased demand for parks

Increased demand for police and fire services

Increased demand on sewers and treatment capacity at Hyperion.

Accelerated use of existing landfills
Increased denand on ut{lities &nd energy sources

;,.’IQQQ'..
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4,0 ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED
t. California Department of Flsh and Game, John Hernandez, Warden.

Z. California Regional Water Quality Central Board, Los Angeles Region,
Michael L.-Sowby, Envircmmental Specialist IV (Letter response to NOP)

3. City of Giendale, Planning Division, CGerald Jamriska., Director of Planning
{Letter response to NOP)

&, City of Los Angeles,’
(Memo response to NOP) R . e

5, Cify cf Los Angeles, Dapartment,-of' City Flanning, Community Planning

Pivision, Hichael Davies.

6. City of Los Angeles, Department aof Recreation and Farks, Alonzo Carmichael,
Planning Gfficer,

7. City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportaticon, Ailyn Rifkin.

B, City ot Loz Angeles. Departament of
Engineer of Environmental and Governmental Affairs (Letter response to NOP)

. City of Los Angeles, Department of Vater and Power, Hr. Coilins.

10, City of Los Angeles, Fire Department, Bureau of Fire Prevention, James W,
Young, Assistant Bureau Commander (Letter response to NOP)

11. City of Los Angeles, Fire Department, Captain Cooper and Inspector

Justice.

12. 'éity of Los Angeles, Police Department, Sergeant Bryan Galbraith.

13. City of Los Angeles,

Fublic Works Department; Storm Drains and Sewersm, Mr,
Estilban, and Eob Kimora.

14; City of Los Angeles, Public Works Departaent, Wastewater, Sam Feruta.

15, City of Loé‘Ange!es, Robeftas. Horii, City Engineer (Letter response to
NOB

18. County of Log Angeles, Department of Public Works, N. C. Datwyler,
Assistant Deputy Director, Planning Division (Letter response to NQOF)

17. County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Hichae! MHohafer.

18. Los Angeles Unified School District, Robert J. Niccum, Director of Real
Estate iletter response to NQP) :

16, Los Angeles Unified School District: Jean Acosta; Jackis Goldberg, member,
l.us Angeles City Board of Education; Dominic Shambra, adainistrator, Special

Projeets. =
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"Bureau of Engineering, Land Development, Edmond Yew .

Yater and Powéf. Edward Karapetian, ..



20, Nature Cente. .ssociation

21, Santa Honica Mountains Conservancy, John Diaz, Conservancy Analyst.

.

22, Sputhern Califeornia Asgociation of Governments, Richard Spicer, Principal

Planner {lLetter response to NOP)

23. Southern California Rapid Transit District, Gary §. Spivack, Director of

Planning (Letter response to NOGP)




PREPARERS OF THE PLAN REVISION AND EIR

Plan Preparation

Gruen Associates
£330 San Vicente EBoulevard
Los Angeles, £a 50048

Pat Smith
Fran Offenhauser LF

Jennifer Davis . e
Sung-Jocn Hong ) : . i

Transportation Analysis

Kaku Associates
1427 Santa Monica Hall
Santa Monica., CA

Dick Kaku
Tom Gaul .
Eric Jacobson

EJE Preparation:

Terry A. Haves Associates

4221 Wilsghire Boulevard, Suite 240
Los Angeies, Califernia 50040
Terry A. Haves

Harian Milier

Pamela Abrams
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City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works,

Street Capacity, Cowncil File No. B7-0267."
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City of Los Angeles, Department of WVater
Forecast. :

Environmental Science Associates, Hollywood Redevelopment Froiect Environmental
Impact Report, January 1886.

Background Keport: Hailywaod'cémmunity Fian Revisionf July

Gruen Assoclates,

15, 1887,

Donald R. Howery, General Hanaggr, Department of Transpertation, memorandunm te
Councilman Mike “Woo, Chairman, Transportation and Traffic Committee, June 2,
1937, .subject "8-Point Transportatien Actien Plan, HMetion Ne. % -~ Increase

Kaku ﬁssociates, Transportation/Circulation Analysls for the Hellywood
Community Flan Revision Environmental impact Report, January 1988

-

Las Angeles County, Scljid Waste Management Plan Triennial Review, Volume I

Nonhazardous Waste, March 1984, and Revision A, August 1985,

L.os Angeles County Depaftment of Public Works, Los  Angeles County Hazardous
Waste Management Plan, Volume 1: The Plan, Draft, December 1987.

Parsons Brinckerhof Quade & Douglas., Hollywood Circulation Study, Decembes
1885, - ‘
22 S .




H

"Hotlywooed Transportation Study: Detail for Land

Recht Hausrath & Associates,
to Technical Memorandum 2, FReal

Use and Espioyment Projections”™ {(Supplement
Estate Market Forecasts), September 1887,

Quality Handbonk for

Sputh Ceast  Air Quality Hanagement District., Air
Envirenmental impact Reports, revised December 1983.

Facts About Growth

Southern California Association of Governgents,

Southern Ca!ifornia Association of Governments, Regional institute d? Southern
California, SCAG B2 Hodified Growth Forecast, 8/13/8% o -

State of Catifornmia Air Resources Boars Aercmetric Data Divigion, California
Air-Quality Data: Summary of 1986 Ajr Quality Data, Gaseous and Particulate

Poilutants, 1987,

Resources Board, Air Quality Analysis Tools, March

State of <California, Alr
1583
Alr Quality lImpact

State of €alifornia, Air Resources Board, Guidelines for
Assessments, Report No. RP-83-003, March 14, 1984,

State of Californiaz, Department of Hines and Geology, Fault-Rupture Hazard
Zones in California, Special Publication 42, Revised 1885,

Losg

U.3. Department of Agriculture, Scil Conservation Service, Soil Report for
Angejes County, California, September 1888
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City of Los Angeles
Dftice of the City Clerk
Rooms 393, City Hall
Los Angeles, CA 90012

" CALIFDRNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
NOTILE OF PREPBRATION

tArticle VI, Section 2 - City CERA Guidelines?

TO: RESPONSIBLE OR TRUSTEE ABENCY FROM: LEAD ABENCY
City of Los Angeles
Departrent of City Planning )
Community Planning Division
200 W, Bpring Street, Room 505
Los Angeles, CA 90042

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF R DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REFORT

Project Title: Hollywood Community Plan Revision

City of Los Angeles, Dept. of City Planning

Project Applicant:

Case Number: 18473

The City of Los Angeles will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an environmental
impact report for the project identified above. We need to know the views of your
agency as ta the scope and content of the environmental information which is germane to
your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  Your
agency will need to use the EIR prepared by this City when considering your permit or

ather approval for the project.
The prpoject description, lecatieon and the probable environmental effects are contained
in the attached materlals. o X ’

- i‘- o x A copy of the Inxtzal Studv is attached.

£ COPY of thg Initial Stqdy is not attached.

Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sént at the
.earliest possible date but not later 30 days efter receipt of this notice.

-

Please send your response to Michael Davies at the address of the lgad City
Agency as shown above. We will need the name of & contact person in your agency.

Title - Telephone No.

7}4LLJ2xE;: :%é :}:Lyﬁﬂﬂu City Planner _ {21X)485-2478 11-12-67
L. Date .

. Signature
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INITIAL STUDY AND CHECKLIST

Citv of tos Angeles, Department of City Planning

~IAD AGENCY:

“IUNCIL DISTRICT: 4, 5 and 13
SS5IECT TITLE/ND. Hollywood Community Flan Revision
TASE ND, 184773

POEVICUS ACTIONS CASE NO, Not applicable
. . DOES have significant changes from previous actions.
 DOES NOT have significant changes from previous actions.

“ROJECT DESCRIPTION: The propesed revision would. modify and reduce residential anc-
commercial development levels allowed under the existing Hollywood Comaunity Flan,

idopted in 1973. Qbjectives of the revision are: 1) to accommodate the year 201C

srojected population plus a 10-13% buffer, 2) provide community-serving commercial uses

v 3mall centers in areas outside of the Hollywond Redevelopment Plan ares, 3)

ioncentrate major commercial development within the redevelopment plan area, 4) define

2 trangportation system that works in conjunction with the land use plan, and 4.
zatablish community-wide development standards.

FROJECT LOCATION:. See Figures 1 and 2, attached. The area is located withir
central portion of the City of Los Angeles, approximately 3 miles northwest of the Los

~ngeles central business district.

PLANNING DISBTRICT: - Hellywood

Preliminary

STATUS:
: Proposed
X fdop ted
EXISTING I0ONING: MAX DENSITY IDNING PROJECT DENSITY
Various Various

Various

MAX DENSITY PLAN ) Does canfors to pian‘

PLANNED LAND USE & ZDNE .
. ‘ X__ Does not confors to plan L

No district plan

Vakxous S 1Var§9us: ;

DETERMINAT ION:
I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment and a3 NEBATIVE DELLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed projsct could have a significant effect
on the environment, there will not be a significant effect In this case
because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been
added to the preject. A MITIGATED NESATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED

{See attached conditions).

% 1 find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment and a ENVIRDNMENTAL-IMPACT REPORY is required. .

ﬂ L“‘Q‘?"—QE ‘ A,w_ C_\'TT 'ﬁ,q,& el

Signature Title
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

BACKGROUND
PROPONENT NAME: ' PHONE 1
City of Los Angeles, Departoent of City Planning ) (213) 485-2478

PROPONENT ADDRESS: _
200 N. Spring Street, City Hall, Room 505, Los Angeles, CA 90012

ABENCY REGUIRING CHECKLIST: - DATE "SUBMITTED:

PROPOSAL NAME:  * -
Hollywood Communify Plan Revision

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

I, EARTH, will the eroposal result in: YES RAYRE Eeﬁ]
-&,  lhstaple earth conoitions or 1n changes in geologic substructures? I
b.  Disrwuions, diselacesents, cowpaction or overcovering of the soil? o
¢, Change 1n toeography or grounc surface relief fEatures? !
g, The cestruction, covering of mxiificatim of ay wis genlmic o
physical features? I
e, oy increase 1 wind or water erosion pf soils, exther o or off
the site? ) I
f.  [hanges :n seposition or erocsion of beach sands, or thanges in
siltation, geposition or erosion which sy xadﬁfy the chence] ot 2
river, streas or the bes of the ocewn o &1y by, inlet or lake? H
8. Exposurs of people or property o geoiogic hazards sucn i earthe
 quakes, langs)ides, eudsiices, srounn failure or sisilar hazards? 1
2. AIR. 4iil she proposal result ins .
4, Rir emissions or detericeation of asviens air quality? I
b, The creation of ohiectimanle odors? I
I, Aiteration o air Egveeent, E0I1STUrE oF lespRrafUre,0r Ay change
1 cliate, either focally or regicnally? H
t Exnoge the nm:ev;t resicenis to severs air pollution comoitions? X
T TR R dhe nrwwl result ing -
.4 Dhnges in currents, or the coures ¢ r!;rectxm a£ water sovegents
’ 1n either sarine or- fresh waters? 1
5. [ranges in asorptioe rates, crathage paiterns, or the rate and
the asounts of surface sater runoif? H
£, Alteratitns to the course o flow of {londuatee? ¥
¢. (hange in the asont of surface 1n any water body? 1
e. Discharge Into SUrface waters, or 1n any alteration of suriace
water quality, wncluding but not Fisited to tesperawre, dissolved
orygen or turbid:ty? ‘ i
i, Acleration of the gyrection or rate of flow of qroune waters? IJ
3. fhanze ih the cuantity or grownd waters, Ritner through direct i
agg1sions £r wtheraxais, or thrugh intercestion 0f & aquifer
Dy Culs ar exCavatlong? H l

e
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S, teuptiof i IR ascunt v mater ownerwise svalable for reslie

a3iEr SuERiies.

ZtPOsE peoRle ar PrORErTY 30 walPr PEaTE NAIars SUCh 2§
‘ipoding o dical waves?

Changes In she feseerature, flow or chedical content of surface
nereal eprings? .

L P LIFE. will the prososal resylt im:
3, Change 10 the diversity of species of nuaner oF any speciss of
“plants uﬂmdmg trees, sAnubs, griss, Coops, and aRuatic Flants?
: b, Zeauctien Of the nuscers of any Lqu.e, rare o mdangerw speCies
. of plants?
; t.  Introguctim of new spacies of plants wnto & ired, of 15 & barrier
10 the norsal replenisheent of existing species?
4. Recuction i acresde of any aoriculiural crop?

t

MU LIFE, il the sroocsal result ing

3, ohange 1n the giversity of species, OF nusoers of ahy Species of
srikals birds, lano ameals, including remtiles, 41sh and
snelifisn penthic orqanises or insects)?

% Peductign of e nusoers of any whique, rare o mdingered speCies
of aneals?

2. Introduction of new species of aniadis into an ared, o resalt g

. barrier to the migration or sovesent of anisiis?

i. detectoratim to ensting fish or mldlife hapitat?

5, WOISEL W1l] the prorosal resulf ine
3. Ingregses In existing norse levels?
b, Exposure of pecple to severe notse levels?

Foo LB A BLARE, Wil the proposal
1. Froouce new liont or glare from street lighis or other sources?

B, Reduce access 0 sunlisht or adjxent propertips due 10 shads
g shaoow?

ST TaT: ] mx the armcsai result I a0 aiteratjon of the sresent or
ST planed fand use of #are? v U

) §,  MANRA RESIRES. 6ill the proposal result ing \
ER a4 Increase in the rate of use of any hatural resource? ¢

5. Bepletion of any norrenewable natural resource?

10, RIX [F (PSET, Will the proposal involve: !

8 A risk of explosion or the release of hazardous substances
Oincluding oot et [isited bo, oil, pesticides, coesicals or
ragiationy 10 the mvent of & eccident or upset conditiong?

b. fossible mnterference with an esergency response plan or i
spargency evacuation plan? ‘

“n
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il POPULATION, mi} the sravosal resuit an: BIWEK

3. The relacasion ©f any persbns because of the eifects won
housing, TOMErcIai or lnmustriaj dacilities?’

b, Swnge 1n the distridution, density cr growih rate of the nusan
.population of 30 area?

12, HAGIE, hiil the proposal:
3 Afect existing housing, or create 2 desand for additicnal houseng?| X

0. Kave 1m0t o the availadle rental housing in the cosmmity? | 1.
€. Result in gesolition, relocation, cr resodeling of residential,
cmul,lor tnoustrial buildings or other facilities? J.1 1

13, TRASPGRTATIDUCIROLATION. Wil the proposal result in:
4. DBereration of aoditional vehicular scvesent? H
b Eitects on exssting parking fac1)ities, or desand for new parking? | 1
€. lmict o ensting Sranvsportation systess? I
¢, Alterations to present patterns of circulation or soveasnt of
. pecele ano/or goods?
. e. dlterations to watercorne, rail or arr traffic?
f, increases an traffic hazares o sator vehicles, bicylists o

peoestrians.

M. PURLIC SERVICES. d:l] the proposal have an effect pon, or result in g
need ior new or alteres governaenta] services 1n any of the following
areds:

2, Fire Protection?
b. Folice Frotection?
¢ Schois? -

Parss or other recreational facilities?

Rainiemance of paitc facilities, including roads?

. (tner covernaental services?

- P e
» .
Lo I R
n

15, DERGY. wi!l te proposal result fn:
i Use o exceetional asounts of fusl or mergy?
5, Increase 1n desand won ex1STING sources of mergy, of rqum the
dmlwamt ei. fiew SUFCES of, anergy? . . 1

- .. v
i . . - " . »
. - .
-

- ) T el OEREY. Wil tne prmsal mqu s
. 4. Use of exceptinai Monts of fuel or energy?
b. Sigmiitcant increase th desdnd won existing sources of enerqy,
. Or require the developsent of new sources of energy? :
2. UTILITIER, Will the precosal result 1n 2 neec for new systees, or
alterations to the 5lloming utilities:
3 Power or natura) gas? )
b, Cosmmizations systees!?
o ter?
2. Sewer orF SEOUIL TaNEST
w & Stors water drainaoe’
. d0l10 wastz and 1sposal’

P Bt Bl Pt Pk em




Yyem s |
;!ti_}?’ﬁ&ﬁim i
AW ALK, ) the srooosal recuit ne 1o ] [

Iratin of Ay nealtn nararg or sotential nealth halars textiuging |
!
i

L3

i
sental nesitn:? !
1

3. tanCsure of pecele o ngglin harargs?
i

5. AESTHETICS. a1il the sropesen progect sesult g

4, The mstruction of any scamic vistd of view open €0 public? 1
b The creatin of an apsthetirally otfensive site open o puplic view 1
2. Thé destruction of a stang of frees, @ rock outorapping or otner
. locally recognized cesireanie sesthefic natural feature? | ¥
4. Aoy recative aestaetic efrect? ‘ o 1
21, FETRERATIM, Xill the propesal result in an ispact won the quality or
aniity of existing recreatimal cpportunities, I
2, OLTRAL RESTLRCES.
i, Wil the proposal result ip the allerztign of or the destruction of l
& sretistoric or nistoric archaeoinsical site? H i
b. %l the propesal result in adverse pnysical or agsthetic effects
to ereistoric oF nistoric buriding, structure o ject? X
¢, foes the proposal have the potential fo cause @ physical change
wirh sould affect wnigue evinic qultural values? H
9. ¥ill the preposdl restrict existing religious o sicred uses wmithin
H

the posettial isvact area?

33 SHATIRY FINDINGS OF SIRNIFILANE,
i Does the progect have the potentiel to degrade the quality of the
- evirmeent, supstantially recuce the habitat of & fish or wildlife
species, cause fish or xildlife population to drop below seif
sustaining fevels, threaten to eliminate plant o aimsl commumnity
reduca the nusoer or restrict the range of rars or endangersd plant -
or ammal or elisinate isportant eramples of major perieds of '

Lalifornia history or prefustory?

b.  Toes the oraject have the potential fo achieve shori-ters, o tne
: s d:sadvantaae or lﬁf‘i?“t(?f‘i, mvumm zl eoals')

& Dces the pm:ect have imacts mzch are mﬁmemlly luxtzd, but
cumlatzveiy consigerable? :

Does the project have envircnsental effects whith cause substantial
adverse eftects on human beings, either directly or mdirectly? I XJ

o

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION: See attached.

= _Prepared by:  Michael Davies .
: "Title: City Flanner, City of Los Angeles, Dept of City Flanming
Telephone: (217 4B5-2478 -
Date: Novemver 12, 1987 . )

®
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DISCUSSION DOF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

Earth .-

b, New development allowed under the proposed slan revision would 1n
most instances require site preparation and-grading. ’

c. In the hillside areas, new developient allowed under the plan

revision could entail cuts and fills as well ‘as modification of lano

forms., .

g. Two active faults are located within the plan revisicn arez. Areas of
Hollywood north of Hellywood Boulevard are considereg to be glope
stability study areas according fo the City of Los Angeles Seismic
Sarety Flan,

Al

= flthough the proposed plan revision would reduce development levels

) when compared to the current Hollyweod Flan, 1ncreases in development
and asscciated ingreases in vehicular tripe would ocour, Addibdicnal
trip gengration would increase air pollutant emissions over existing
levels, .

Water

b. New development allowed under the proposed plan revision would,in

instances whers the lang is vacant or undeveloped, increase the .
amount of impervipus surface and alier the rate of siormwater runcis

and drainage patterns.
Flant Life

a. New development allowed, particularly 1n the residentially zoneo
fillside areas would remove vegetaticn ang associatec napitarvs. :

" Animel Life

New development allowed, particularly 1n the resicenvially Zoned

hillside areas may affect local wildlife.

-
os

Noise

a. fonstruction activity as well as increases in traffic anticipateg
under the plan revision would likely increase ambient nolcse levels.

171




i1,

T ang 3lars .

~dz1iicnal geveloement within the olan ravizisn arsa covic z
tllumipation sources, partiduiarly In the casa af neEw Conmerc:a

.sevelorments and 4s8s0C1ata0 Parklng arsas,

The possibility exists, that ia those locations where commercial
gevelopment 15 allowed adjacent to resicential areas, as we2ll as
wnere multi-family res:dential buildings are aojacént o dingle

- family resigences that there could be adverse snade ana shacow

erfects. Development standards. considered’ as part of the sian

revision -are ‘intended .to mitigate these effects. In asditicn,

provisions of the Neighborhood Praotection Ordinance would reducs tne
geffects at locations where commercial and single Ttamiiy areas are

adjacent.

Usa

The proposed Hollywopod PFlan Revision wouls result in an cverall
reguction  1n the development levels allowed wunger the current
Hollywood Community Plan, The proposed revision would allow for a
total population of 257,600 persons compared to I23,000 persons in
the current plan. The existing population in the plan area iz 180,396

pFersons.

Simlarly, the proposed revision would allow for 125,000 housing
units, tompared fto 204,100 units in the current plan. For commercial
and industrial categories the proposed revision would allow Yor
114.4 million square feet (maximum build-cut) compared to 162.3
million sgquare feet under the current plan.

Natural Resgourtes

&«

+

The rate of grewth in the plan revision arga 15 dependent on
socloeconomnic and market factors., The plan revision itself will not
increase the rate of use of natural resources.

In general, *édditional growth’ and development allowed under the

proposed plan revision would increase usg of nen-renewable rescurces.
particularly feossil fuel-related,

: af Upset

Increased traffic and associated congestion could have sn adverse
affect on emergency respcnse (fire, police, apbulance’ during peak
travel periods.

cpulation

-

fAs 1s currently the case, the plan revision would allow +for increased
development levels above exasting conditions. Achieving Inls increase
unger various cirgumstances “could entail the removal orf existing

reSidENCES. ' g

See item # 8.
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~. Housing :

. Zep 1tem § B,
b, See 1tems # 8 and # 1}
c. See 1tem # 1]

b

7. Transpartation/Circulation

&, The proposed plan revis:ion would result in an increase 1n trip-
generation apove existing levels. This increase, however, would be
L less than the trip generation from the.current zagpted Hollywood

Community Plan.

b. The increase in commercial development as well as multi—-family
residential development allowed in  the proposed plan revision would
iikely increase parking demand. Development standards established 1n
the plan revigion would address parking reguirements to avo:sd or

mitigate anticipated adverse impacts.

Circulation improvements to be identified in the pian revizion would
be designed to meet project traffic volumes and demand. In those
- . lprations were additional capacity 1% added, or where streets are
' reconfigured, -some potential exists to alter existing circulation

patterns.

14, Public Services

a. Propased increases in development would place additional demands on
fire protection services. Additiomal development in hillside areas

would be of particular concern. i

b. FProjected population increasses in the plan revision area would likely
result in increased demand on polige services,

Projected population increases would further exacerbate overcrowded
school conditions in the plan revision area.  Additiona] capisal
expenditures and classrooms would be. nesded. L

< = L -

T Frojected population increases in the plan revision srea would
increase the need for accessible passive and active recreaticnal oeen
space within or adjacent to residéntial areas to achieve city

standards. R

) Increased trip generation and traffic, particularly ftruck fraffic in
industrial and commercial areas will likely ingrease maintenance

requiremgnts for local rcads.

4

Frojected increases in development and population growth would likely

f.
increase the demand for & variety of governmental services,
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17.

18.

“19,

Tnerqy i

b, - Zee 1tem # 9.

Utilities o

a.” Increase in  development {residential’ and non-residential: will
incrementally .ancrease electricity ang natural gas  consumpticoy
Acceording tg  service providers, the supply of these services will be
adequate to meet future demand.

D Increases in development and populaticn will  ingrease demand for
talgphone services,

ol Intreagses in devszlepment (residential and non-residentiall will
incrementally incredase water consumption. According  to  sarvice
providers, the water supply will be adequate to meet future demand.

¢. lncreased development will 1ntrease wastewater flow. It ts likely
that increaged development will have to be phased o .meest the
incremental increases 1n sewage t{reatment capacity plannsd for the
Hyperion Treatment Flant,

e. The timing of development may also be constrained by the replacement
scheduie for 1nadequate interceptor sewers within the plan revizion
area. :

f. Increases in development in the plan revision area will incrementally

ingrease the generation of solid waste.

-

hesthetics

2.

Cultural Resources

=

-
#

Views to and-from ihe—Hollyhcoﬁ Hills/Santa Monica Mountains may be

affected by new develcpment. However, development standards will be
established to avold or mitigate si1goificantly adverse wvisual

impacts,

ot

New development on undeveloped sites, ﬁarticulariy in the hills:de
areas may affect archaeological resources. g

1t will be the intent of the proposed plan revision to establish
development standards that will increase the possibilities for
historic preservation. However, allowable increases in develcpment
could under vartous circumstances entail the remaval pf =xisting land
uses, some of which may havé cultural/historical significance. .

o
o
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23 mangatory Fin.  Js.of Signiticance

-

E wWwithin the glan revisieon area, the proposed plan woulo silow for
thcreased residential and non-residentlal  cevejomsment. Thig change
would increase trafsic and polliutant emissicns. The cnange could aisc
entail the development of undeveloped hillside areas and the
redevelopment of existing areas. In eilther case agverse Mpacts may

result,

The intended purpose of the plan revision and “downzoning". is to

b.
improve the quality of life in the Hollywood tommunity. In certsin
. instances however, the acdditional growth allowed by the plan may
_adversely affect some - spetific element of the envircnsent, e.g., °
natural hillside areas, cultural resources, etc,
c. The proposed glan revision by its nature is tcumulative. As indicated

in 1tem # B the proposal would add approximately 77,000 persons,
I2,000 hpusing wunits and as much &8 8B million square ~eet of

Wl g
development above existing levels. This.growth will be refliected in

inereased traffic  and demand for utilities, services and sublic
tacilities.

ey
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APPENDIX B

HOLLY¥WOOD REDEVELOPMENT PLAN
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