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THE LOS ANGELES GRAND AVENUE AUTHORITY’S 
FINDINGS CONCERNING THE POTENTIAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE GRAND AVENUE 
PROJECT AND THE CERTIFICATION OF THE 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND THE  
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

FOR THE GRAND AVENUE PROJECT 
 

 
I. Introduction And Purpose 

The Lead Agency, the Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority (“Authority”), which 
is an independent public agency established through a Joint Exercise of Powers 
Agreement (The “JPA Agreement”) between the Community Redevelopment Agency of 
the City of Los Angeles (“CRA/LA”) and the County of Los Angeles (“County”), hereby 
adopts and makes the following findings (the “Findings”) in connection with its 
certification of  the Final Environmental Impact Report (“FEIR”) for the Grand Avenue 
Project (the “Project”).  The FEIR is a Project EIR, as defined by Section 15161 of the 
State Guidelines for the California Environmental Quality Act, 14 C.C.R. Section 15000 
et seq. (“CEQA Guidelines”), and serves as an informational document for the general 
public, the Authority and other government agencies.   

 
The Authority has received, reviewed and considered the information provided in 

the FEIR, the hearings and the submissions of testimony from public agencies, 
organizations, individuals and other entities. Having received, reviewed and considered 
that information, the information provided in the record of these proceedings, and the 
recommendations of staff for the Authority, the Authority makes the findings set forth 
herein. These findings are adopted in compliance with California Environmental Quality 
Act, California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., the CEQA Guidelines, all 
applicable local guidelines concerning the application and implementation of that statute, 
and all applicable case law concerning that statute and the CEQA Guidelines 
(collectively, “CEQA”).  Public Resources Code Section 21081 states: 

 
“No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an environmental 

impact report has been certified which identifies one or more significant effects on the 
environment that would occur if the project is approved or carried out unless both of the 
following occur: 

 
(a) The public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an 

environmental impact report has been certified which identifies one or more 
significant effects on the environment that would occur if the project is 
approved or carried out unless both of the following occur: 

 

 
873245.1 

1



 

1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, 
the project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the 
environment. 

 
2) Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and 

jurisdiction of another public agency and have been, or can and 
should be, adopted by that other agency. 

 
3) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 

considerations, including considerations for the provision of 
employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make 
infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the 
environmental impact report. 

 
(b) With respect to significant effects which were subject to a finding under 

paragraph (3) of subdivision (a), the public agency finds that specific 
overriding economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the 
project outweigh the significant effects on the environment.” 

 
In addition, CEQA Guideline 15090 provides that: 

 
(a) Prior to approving a projecting the lead agency shall certify that: 
 

(1) The final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA: 
(2) The final EIR was presented to the decisionmaking body of the lead 

agency and that the decisionmaking body reviewed and considered 
the information contained in the final EIR prior to approving the 
project; and  

(3) The final EIR reflects the lead agency’s independent judgment and 
analysis.” 

 
The FEIR identifies certain significant effects which may occur as a result of the 

proposed Project, or which may occur on a cumulative basis in conjunction with the 
development of the Project and other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future 
projects.  In addition to reviewing the Project’s potential environmental impacts, these 
Findings also provide the Authority’s analysis and conclusions regarding the applicability 
of possible alternatives and mitigation measures to reduce any significant environmental 
effects. 
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II. The Lead Agency, The Responsible Agencies, And The Developer 

Pursuant to the JPA Agreement and applicable law, the Authority serves as the 
Lead Agency, as that term is defined under CEQA Guidelines 15050-15051.  In addition 
to other duties, the Authority has overseen the process of obtaining ground leases from 
the County and CRA/LA for the proposed development parcels, and re-leasing these 
parcels to the developer for the development of the Project.  The Authority has contracted 
with the Grand Avenue Committee to provide services in relation to these real property 
transactions.  The Authority has also been responsible for the preparation of the FEIR.   

 
The County and the CRA/LA have served as “Responsible Agencies” for the 

Project as that term is defined under CEQA Guidelines 15096 and 15381.  As 
Responsible Agencies, the County and CRA/LA have worked closely with the Authority 
in ensuring the FEIR has examined all potential environmental impacts.  

 
In addition to the above responsibilities, these agencies, as well as the City of Los 

Angeles reviewed and approved the Grand Avenue Implementation Plan, which 
formulated the framework of the project description evaluated in the EIR prepared by the 
Authority for the mixed use development.  That plan generally described the location of 
the Project, its proposed uses and other elements.  The governing bodies for the 
Authority, County, the CRA/LA and the City of Los Angeles each approved the 
Implementation Plan in 2005. 

 
The developer of the Project, the Related Companies, L.P. and its development 

entity Grand Avenue L.A., LLC (collectively “the developer”), was selected through a 
competitive process and will oversee the actual development of the Project. 

 
The Project III. 

a. Description 

The Project consists of three major components: (1) the creation of the 16-acre 
Civic Park that builds upon and expands the Civic Mall, and when completed, will 
connect the Los Angeles City Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along 
Grand Avenue from Fifth Street to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue; and (3) the development of 
five parcels which are referred to as Parcels Q, W-1, W-2, L and M-2.  Parcels Q and W-
2 are currently owned by the County, Parcels L and M-2 are currently owned by 
CRA/LA, and Parcel W-1 is owned by a private third party.  (While the developer is 
pursuing the acquisition of Parcel W-1, the development of the other parcels and 
components of the Project may proceed even if the developer does not acquire Parcel W-
1.)  The Parcels are identified by these letters in the Redevelopment Plan for the Bunker 
Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  The Project currently consists of two development 
options, referred to in the Findings and the FEIR, as the “Project with County Office 
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Building Option,” and the “Project with Additional Residential Development Option.”  
Under the Project with County Office Building Option, development of the five parcels 
will consist of up to 2,060 residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 412 units) would 
be provided as affordable housing; up to 275 hotel rooms, up to 449,000 square feet of 
retail space and up to 681,000 square feet of County office space.  Under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option, the 681,000 square feet of County office 
space would be replaced with up to 600 additional residential units, 20 percent (up to 120 
units) would be provided as affordable housing.  All other components of the Project 
would be the same under this option, and would include 275 hotel rooms, and 449,000 
square feet of retail space.  The proposed County office space under the Project with 
County Office Building Option would be constructed in the third phase of the Project 
when parcels W-1 and W-2 are developed.  The proposed residential units under the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be developed on parcel 
W-2 of the Project.  Under that certain Disposition and Development Agreement between 
the Authority and Related (the “DDA”), recommended to be approved subsequent to 
consideration and certification of the FEIR, the County’s option for development of a 
public office building during the third phase of development expires on a specific date in 
the future.  If the County does not exercise this option, the developer may develop the 
Project consistent with the Additional Residential Development Option.   

 
Parking for the Project would be provided in podium and subterranean parking 

structures.  5,035 parking spaces would be provided under the County Office Building 
Option, and 5,255 parking spaces would be provided under the Additional Residential 
Development Option. 

 
In addition to the development of the five parcels, the Project will revitalize and 

expand the existing Civic Center Mall through a new design.  The main purpose of this 
new design is to facilitate a program of ongoing and special civic events and activities to 
take place in the new Civic Park.  The current conceptual plan for the Civic Park 
maintains the existing organization of space in the Park, with the intent that specified 
areas would accommodate particular programmed uses and also work in unison for larger 
events.  Under this plan, different sections of the Park would be developed for cultural 
and entertainment uses, a garden space for smaller scale uses, and civic and community 
activities. 

 
The Project will also entail streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue from 

Fifth Street to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.  Streetscape improvements are anticipated to 
include widened shaded sidewalks where feasible, landscaping, as well as a range of 
street furnishings, including benches and chairs. 

 
In order to fully respond to the future needs and demands of the Southern 

California economy, the proposed Project includes an Equivalency Program that would 
allow the composition of on-site development to be modified to respond to future needs 
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in a manner that would not increase the Project’s impacts on the environment.  The 
Equivalency Program would provide flexibility for modifications to land uses and square 
footages within the five parcels.  Within this framework, land uses can be exchanged for 
certain other permitted land uses so long as the limitations of the Equivalency Program 
are adhered to, which limitations were designed so no additional environmental impacts 
would occur.  Thus, all permitted Project land use increases can be exchanged for 
corresponding decreases of other land uses under the proposed Equivalency Program 
without any further CEQA review. 

 
This equivalency program was analyzed in the FEIR to confirm that exchange of 

Project uses set forth in the program can occur without the need for subsequent CEQA 
analysis.  Proposed exchanges under the equivalency program would be implemented 
through the City of Los Angeles Planning Department procedures. 

 
b. Minor Potential Changes to Project Since Publication of DEIR   

Since publication of the DEIR, the developer is considering the possibility for the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option of locating up to 15% of the 
parking spaces for Parcel Q (up to 227 spaces) off-site, but within one or two blocks of 
Parcel Q, to the extent such spaces are available for use in existing parking facilities.  For 
the reasons discussed in Section XI(B)(c)(iii), below, no new significant impact would 
occur due to this minor change in the parking arrangements for the Project. 

 
c. Location and Existing Uses 

The Grand Avenue streetscape component of the Project is located on Grand 
Avenue between Fifth Street on the South and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue on the north.  
The proposed Civic Park component is an expansion and upgrade of the existing Civic 
Center Mall.  The Civic Center Mall is an east-west oriented public open space area 
located between Los Angeles City Hall on the east and Grand Avenue on the west.  The 
proposed Civic Park site consists of the existing Civic Center Mall, which is divided by 
Hill Street into two defined sections, and an existing surface parking lot located between 
Spring Street and Broadway.  That 349-space surface parking lot currently serves the 
County Criminal Court building.  The Civic Center Mall is located mid-block, bordered 
by public buildings to the north and south, which front on Temple Street to the north and 
First Street to the south.   

 
The five parcels proposed for development are located on the east and west sides 

of Grand Avenue in downtown Los Angeles.  Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 comprise an 
approximate two-block area, bounded by First Street to the north, Hill Street to the east, 
Second Street to the south and Grand Avenue to the west.  Olive Street, which borders 
Parcel Q on the east and Parcels W-1/W-2 on the west, divides Parcel Q from Parcels W-
2.  In this area, Second Street tunnels under Bunker Hill to Figueroa Street.  Parcels M-2 
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and L are located on the west side of Grand Avenue, and are bounded by Hope Street to 
the west, Grand Avenue to the east, and Second Street on the north. 

 
All five parcels proposed for development are currently utilized as vehicle parking 

lots.  Parcel Q contains an existing steel, 1,062 space parking structure, including 913 
juror parking spaces (700 usable) and 149 County Courthouse visitor parking spaces.  
Parcels L, M-2, and W-1/W-2 are used as an asphalt surface parking lot surrounded by 
chain link fences.   

 
d. Surrounding Uses 

Surrounding and nearby land uses include high-rise office buildings to the south; 
cultural uses, such as the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) and 
Colburn School of Performing Arts along Grand Avenue; and government buildings, 
such as the Los Angeles City Hall, the County’s Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
and the Hall of Records as well as the Los Angeles County/Stanley Mosk Courthouse 
north of First Street.  Surrounding residential land uses include the Grand Promenade 
Tower to the south of Parcels L and M-2; Bunker Hill Towers and Promenade Plaza to 
the west/northwest of Parcels L and M-2, and Angelus Plaza and Museum Tower to the 
south of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2.  The residential uses in this area are generally high-rise, 
ranging from 17 stories (Angelus Plaza) to 32 stories (Bunker Hill Tower).  Low-rise 
residential uses are located to the north of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. 

 
e. Construction Phasing 

Development of the proposed Project is anticipated to occur in three phases.  The 
initial development phase would include the simultaneous completion of Civic Park, 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements between Second and Temple Streets, and the 
development of Parcel Q.  The second phase would include the development of Parcels L 
and M-2, and the third phase would include the development of Parcels W-1/W-2.  
Additionally, the development of the streetscape improvements between Second Street 
and Fifth Street, and between Temple Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue would be 
completed by the end of the third phase of development.  Construction for each of the 
three development phases would require a period of approximately three years.  
Construction stages would include demolition, excavation, and construction of 
foundations, garages, and podium to the street level (Year 1); construction of the 
superstructure from the top of the podium and the initial shell enclosure (Year 2); and 
interior and exterior finish construction and landscaping for the first phase; 2010-2012 for 
the second phase; and 2013-2015 for the third phase.  However, the potential exists that 
construction for the Project’s second phase could be accelerated relative to the foregoing 
schedule in response to changing market conditions.  In the event that the overall 
construction schedule is accelerated, the second phase of the Project would commence in 
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2008 rather than 2010.  Under the accelerated scenario, the second phase would overlap 
part of the first phase, but the duration of each phase would remain at 36-months.   

 
f. Changes to Project Attributable to Re-Location of Towers on Parcels L 

and M 

As discussed more fully in the description and analysis of “Alternative 4” to the 
Project (refer to Section XII of these Findings), the Authority finds that an element of that 
Alternative 4 can feasibly mitigate the Project’s impacts on certain views. That element 
consists of a change in the location of the towers proposed for development on Parcels L 
and M-2 such that those towers would be reversed; the tower proposed for the southeast 
corner of Parcels L and M-2 would be moved to the southwest corner, and the tower 
proposed for the northwest corner would be moved to the northeast corner.  Such a 
change in the configuration of the Project will reduce the Project’s impacts on certain 
views from the Grand Promenade Tower to a less than significant level. Accordingly, the 
Authority approves that change in the Project. 

 
IV. Applicable City of Los Angeles Zoning And Other Land Use Plans 

The Project is located in the Bunker Hill and Amended Central Business District 
Redevelopment Project Areas.  The development component of the Project would occur 
across five parcels located within CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  
The Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area includes a geographic area bounded by 
First Street on the north, Hill Street on the east, a varying boundary between Fourth and 
Fifth Street on the south and the Harbor Freeway on the west.  The Civic Mall is located 
within the north sector of the Amended Central Business District Redevelopment Project 
Area, which is bounded by the Hollywood Freeway on the north, Alameda Street on the 
east, First Street to the south, and the Harbor Freeway on the west. 

 
The five development parcels are located within the City’s Central City 

Community Plan area.  Under such applicable City zoning, the five development parcels 
are currently zoned R5-4D, and Parcels Q, W-1 and W-2, are currently zoned R5-4D and 
C2-4D.  All these parcels are designated Regional Center Commercial, which 
corresponds to the R5-4D and C2-4D zoning.  

 
V. Project Objectives 

The ultimate goal of the Project is to provide an economically viable, 
architecturally distinguished, community-oriented, mixed-use development with 
welcoming public open spaces that will create, define, and celebrate the Civic and 
Cultural Center as a regional destination in downtown Los Angeles.  The Project’s 
priority and other objectives are as follows: 

 

 
873245.1 

7



 

Priority Objectives 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and 
Cultural Center by attracting both residents and visitors, day and 
night, through a mix of uses that are economically viable, that 
complement each other, and that add to those that already exist on 
Bunker Hill. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum 
density of development commensurate with the highest standards of 
architecture and landscape design, in order to create a pleasant living 
and working environment. 

• Generate at least $50 million in funds from the earlier phases of the 
Project itself, and at least $45 million from Phase 1, by the lease of 
public land, and use these funds to improve and extend the existing 
Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public 
gathering place for the entire region. 

• Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the Project are 
affordable units for low-income residents. 

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the 
CRA/LA and the County. 

 
All Objectives 

Generate Specific Public Benefits 

• Generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at 
least $45 million from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use 
these funds to improve and extend the existing Los Angeles County 
Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public gathering place for 
the entire region. 

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the 
CRA/LA and the County. 

• Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the Project are 
affordable units for low-income residents. 

• Expand upon the recent success of projects on Grand Avenue such 
as the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the 
Angels, the Museum of Contemporary Art, Colburn School of 
Performing Arts and other projects, by developing four publicly-
owned parcels of land at the top of Bunker Hill, whereby the 
property owners and a private developer work together to create a 
project of regional impact which generates significant benefits for 
the public. 
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• Create public spaces on the development sites that enhance the 
attractiveness of the Project and that are open and accessible to the 
public. 

• Increase economic activity in the Project area, including the 
provision of new permanent jobs and the creation of a significant 
number of construction jobs. 

• Create a more welcoming environment for the community and 
visitors to the center of the city, increasing the number and diversity 
of patrons to the cultural and commercial attractions of the Bunker 
Hill Redevelopment Project area. 

• Increase the value of the underlying, publicly owned real estate 
while minimizing public investment in the Project. 

• Continue the transformation of the Bunker Hill area into a 
significant high-rise urban environment in downtown Los Angeles 
by development of the last major undeveloped, underutilized sites in 
the Redevelopment Project area. 

 
Activate Downtown Los Angeles 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and 
Cultural Center by attracting more people, day and night, through 
am mix of uses that are economically viable, that complement each 
other, and that add to those that already exist on Bunker Hill. 
- Develop a substantial amount of housing, inclusive of 

affordable housing, in order to expand the diversity of 
downtown living options. 

- Provide an exceptional hotel within the development to serve 
and enhance the multifaceted visitor related activities and 
destinations in the Project area. 

- Provide retail and entertainment uses in a distinctive mixed-
use environment to serve and welcome residents as well as 
visitors from throughout the region and beyond. 

- Provide public parking at a reasonable rate that will attract the 
public to the Grand Avenue area as well as to the retail, 
entertainment, and hotel uses within the Project. 

- Allow for the possibility of County office use within the later 
phases of the Project. 

- Program and design the Project to appeal to various market 
segments and residents of surrounding neighborhoods. 

• Create a northern anchor for the downtown area to complement the 
southern anchor at “LA Live” to create a more diverse and vibrant 
downtown core. 
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Create a Civic Gathering Place 

• Improve and expand the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a 
Civil Park so that it can be operated to serve as an active, welcoming 
setting for daily activity as well as a gathering place for community 
celebrations, cultural and ethnic celebrations, festivals, holiday 
events, political gatherings and the like. 

• Improve both pedestrian and visual access to the park through the 
elimination of barriers such as the parking garage ramps at Grand 
Avenue and at Hill Street. 

• Provide for functional and attractive linkages through the park 
connecting neighborhoods, government facilities, office uses, and 
retail uses located in proximity to the east of the Project area with 
Grand Avenue. 

 
Enhance Pedestrian Connections 

• Provide a design that emphasizes pedestrian and public transit 
opportunities, and that integrates linkages between pedestrian, public 
transit and the public roadways. 

• Encourage pedestrian movement in the vicinity of Grand Avenue, 
providing easy access to and from the Cathedral, the Music Center, 
the Civic Park, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Colburn School, 
MOCA, the new Central High School No. 9 (under construction), the 
proposed development project, the various courthouses, and the 
County and City seats of government. 

• Encourage the use of public transportation to and from the 
downtown through the use of appropriate bus, train, and other transit 
systems such as the existing Metro Red Line Civic Center Station, 
and through Red Line connections to Union Station and the region 
by commuter train, as well as by regional bus transit and local bus 
transit. 

• Create an attractive pedestrian connection from the Civic Center, 
south to the Financial District, integrating the Civic Park and Grand 
Avenue into the overall downtown context. 

Create Distinguished Architectural Design 

• Create an architecturally distinguished project which meets the level 
of quality of neighboring buildings such as:  the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the Music 
Center, the Museum of Contemporary Art, the Colburn School for 
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the Performing Arts, the Caltrans Building, and the high school for 
the arts on Fort Moore Hill. 

• Build to high densities and create a critical mass of activity in order 
to energize the Cultural and Civic Center. 

Facilitate Achievement of Redevelopment Goals for the Bunker Hill 
and the Central Business District  

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum 
density of development commensurate with the highest standards of 
architecture and landscape design, in order to create a pleasant living 
and working environment. 

• Improve the jobs/housing balance downtown. 
• Contribute to the goal of creating a world class downtown and assist 

in the development of downtown as a major center of the Los 
Angeles metropolitan region. 

• Create synergies between the City, the CRA/LA and the County to 
improve properties in the Redevelopment Project areas. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to provide that the 
proposed residential area of the project be developed to provide 
housing, among others, for workers who seek a living environment 
near their places of work as well as near the available cultural, 
educational and entertainment facilities. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives by contributing to the 
creation of a plan of land use of great benefit to the people of the 
entire Los Angeles metropolitan area; by the provision of facilities in 
large demand for modern, convenient, and efficient living 
accommodations for downtown employees and by changing a tax 
liability to a tax asset for the people of the City and the County by 
increasing the tax revenue many times. 

• Implement the current Design for Development for the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Project by implementing the principle that Bunker 
Hill has a unique and strategic location between the Central Business 
District and the Civil-Cultural Center and can play a role as a 
essential element of the core of the Central City by accommodating a 
variety of land uses and the full range of activities associated with a  
vital urban core, including commercial offices with supporting retail, 
entertainment, dining, transient housing with convention and 
exhibition facilities, and in-town residential uses. 

• Establish vibrant neighborhoods containing a variety of housing 
types and community facilities. 

• Promote a pedestrian network within a framework that 
accommodates large buildings and a variety of open spaces. 
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• Achieve excellence in design, giving emphasis to parks, green 
spaces, street trees, and places designed for walking and sitting. 

• Link Bunker Hill and surrounding neighborhoods and districts 
through a coherent pedestrian network. 

VI. The EIR Process 

In accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the Authority circulated a Notice 
of Preparation (NOP) for the proposed project on September 6, 2005.  The purpose of the 
NOP was to solicit comments on the proposed content of the Draft EIR. The NOP was 
circulated for a period of 35 days, until October 1 The Parcels are identified by these 
letters in the Redevelopment Plan for the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.0, 
2005.   

 
During the following 35-day comment period, 14 letters were received.  An open 

house and public scoping meeting for the Draft EIR was held on Tuesday, September 20, 
2005. All NOP responses relating to the EIR were reviewed and the issues raised in those 
comments were addressed in the Draft EIR.  The NOP, letters received during the NOP 
comment period, and scoping meeting transcript are included in Appendix A of the Draft 
EIR.    

 
On June 14, 2006, the Authority prepared and distributed the Notice of 

Completion and Availability of the Draft EIR to all interested agencies, parties, 
organization, and persons.  The Draft EIR was circulated for a 50-day review period, 
between June 14, 2006 and August 3, 2006.   

 
The Authority received 17 letters from agencies, organization, and individual 

parties commenting on the Draft EIR.  The Notice of Completion provided information of 
an open house and public meeting as an additional means to obtain information on the 
Project and to receive public comments on the content of the Draft EIR.  The public 
meeting was held on Tuesday, July 18, 2006, between 6:00 p.m. and 8 p.m. at the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, which is adjacent to the Project site.  At the public 
meeting, thirteen speakers presented oral comments with regard to the content of the 
Draft EIR.  In addition, one written comment form was submitted to the Authority.  The 
written comments and transcript of the public meeting and responses to the comments are 
included in this Final EIR in Section V, Response to Comments.   

 
The Authority finds no that no “new significant information” (as that term is 

defined in CEQA Guideline 15088.5 (a)) was added to the Draft EIR since the release of 
the Draft EIR that would warrant recirculation as provided in CEQA Guideline 15088.5.  
Among other reasons, the information added to the FEIR has not deprived the public of a 
meaningful opportunity to comment upon any significant environmental effect of the 
Project or any feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect.  Instead, the new 
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information that has been added to the FEIR merely clarifies information contained in the 
Draft EIR. 

 
The FEIR consists of the Draft EIR (“DEIR”), Responses to Comments, the 

Mitigation Monitoring Program sections entitled Preface, Introduction, Summary, and 
Corrections and Additions, and the appendices to these documents. 
 
VII. Necessary Public Agency Actions 

In addition to the EIR Process mandated by CEQA, the following permits and 
approvals of the Project are anticipated to include, but may not be limited to the 
following: 

 
Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority 
 
• Approval of ground subleases for Parcels Q, W-2, L and M-2 from the Grand 

Avenue Authority to the developer. 
• Approval of the DDA between the Grand Avenue Authority and the 

developer. 
 
Community Redevelopment Agency 
• Approval of ground leases for CRA-owned Parcels L and M-2 from the 

CRA/LA to the Grand Avenue Authority and the sub-lease of these parcels to 
the developer. 

• Approval of ground leases for Parcels Q and W-2 from the County to the 
CRA/LA, the sub ground leases to the Grand Avenue Authority and the sub 
ground leases by the Grand Avenue Authority to the developer. 

• Approval of various agreements, bonds and security instruments for potential 
public financing for the affordable housing, public parking, and public 
infrastructure improvements in connection with the Project. 

• Amendment of the 1991 approved Owner Participation Agreement between 
the CRA/LA and the County for Parcels K, Q and W-2 (“OPA Third 
Implementation Agreement”). 

• Approval of the DDA between the Authority and the developer. 
• Approval of land uses and design review as permitted under the 

Redevelopment Plans and DDA. 
• Approval of development of residential uses in areas designated as 

commercial under the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan. 
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County of Los Angeles 

• Approval of ground leases for County-owned Parcels Q and W-2 to the 
CRA/LA, for further subleases to the Authority and the developer for the 
Project. 

• Approval of the DDA between the Authority and the developer. 
• Amendment of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement between the 

CRA/LA and the County for Parcels K, Q, and W-2 (“OPA Third 
Implementation Agreement”). 

 
City of Los Angeles 

• Under the City’s oversight authority over the CRA/LA, approval of certain 
CRA/LA actions listed above, including, but not limited to, approval of the 
DDA, financing and leases. 

• Approval of a Development Agreement (DA) between the City of Los 
Angeles and the developer. 

• Approval of Subdivision Map for the five Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L/M-2. 
• Approval of a Zone Change for those portions of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and 

L/M-2 that are zoned from R5/C2 to C2 to: (a) authorize the commercial uses 
proposed by the Project (e.g., hotel, retail, etc.); (b) eliminate the need for 
multiple conditional use permits and variances (concerning, for example, 
hotel use, parking requirements, commercial circulation, signage and alcohol 
service in the portions of the parcels currently zoned R5), and (c) establish a 
single zoning designation for Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 allow hotel use, public 
parking, commercial circulation, signage, and alcohol service in the portions 
of the five parcels currently zoned R-5. 

• Approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to deviate from the current “D” 
restriction and exceed an FAR of 6:1. 

• Approval for deviation of a Policy Deviation from Advisory Agency Policy 
2000-1, which addresses standards for new condominiums and specifies a 
parking requirement higher than the LAMC. 

• Approval of a Street Vacation (airspace) for the proposed Olive Street 
pedestrian bridge and General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way tunnel if not 
within a tentative tract map. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance to allow residential density to exceed the 
number of units allowed in the C2 zones by 20 percent or greater. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance if the Project cannot comply with common 
and/or private residential open space standards. 

• Determination of a Shared Parking Plan to permit two or more uses to share 
parking spaces, if necessary. 

 
873245.1 

14



 

• Approval of a Zone Variance for the Project relative to Yards and Setbacks, 
for projects that cannot comply with the yard/setback requirements of the C2 
Zone. 

• Approval of Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) for Alcohol Sales. 
• Approval of improvements within the Grand Avenue right-of-way. 
• Approval of a Signage District and/or variance concerning parking 

requirements applicable to affordable housing units (possible future actions). 
• Approval of demolition, grading, foundation, and building permits. 
• Approval of Street Right-of-Way Dedications along major streets. 
• Approval of haul route(s), as necessary. 
• Variances and Encroachment permits (irrevocable and revocable) as required 

for construction within public ways, as well as for installation of public 
improvements. 

• Miscellaneous approvals, as required: 
- Grand Avenue design and construction; 
- Construction within Second Street tunnel easement; 
- Temporary closures of streets and sidewalks; 
- Curb cuts and lane dropoffs; 
- Utilities relocation, replacement, and extension; 
- Sewer line extensions and upgrades; 
- Additional required approvals and permits from the Department of 

Public Works, Building and Safety, Mechanical Bureau, and other 
City departments that may be necessary to construct or operate the 
Project. 

- Approval of the development of residential uses in areas 
designated as commercial under the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan. 

 
VIII. The Authority’s Certification Of The FEIR 

Staff for the Authority and its member agencies, the County and the CRA/LA 
independently reviewed, analyzed and required changes to all of the documents 
comprising the DEIR and the FEIR prior to the publication of those documents.  The 
DEIR which was circulated for public comment as well as the Final EIR reflect the 
independent judgment of the Authority.  Therefore, in accordance with the applicable 
provisions of CEQA, the Authority hereby FINDS and CERTIFIES that: 

 
(a) The FEIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA. 
(b) The FEIR has been presented to the governing body of the Authority 

(“Board”), and the Board has independently reviewed and analyzed the 
information contained in the FEIR prior to acting on the Project. 

(c) The FEIR reflects the Authority’s independent judgment and analysis. 
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IX. Potentially Significant Environmental Effects Addressed In The FEIR And 
These Findings 

These Findings address the potentially significant environmental effects examined 
in the FEIR.  The FEIR analyzed the environmental impacts at a project-specific level 
and on a “cumulative” impact basis.  A cumulative impact is defined by CEQA 
Guidelines 15130 and 15355 as an impact which is created as a result of the combination 
of impacts of the project evaluated in the EIR and closely related past, present and 
reasonable foreseeable probable future projects (commonly known as “related projects”).  
The FEIR identified 93 related projects in the relevant geographic area.  The inclusion of 
those 93 related projects in the cumulative impact analysis resulted in a conservative 
analysis since it is not likely that all of those projects will be developed. 

A. Less than Significant Impacts 

In summary, the following environmental impacts have been determined to be less 
than significant in light of, among other reasons, the imposition of mitigation measures, 
regulatory measure and/or project design features:  (1) light and glare impacts; (2) visual 
quality; (3) noise impacts during Project operations; (4) impact on parks and other 
recreational uses during Project operations; (5) library services (project-specific); (6) 
population, housing and employment impacts; (7) hazardous materials; (8) fire protection 
services; (9) school services; (10) water supply; (11) wastewater; (12) solid waste; (13) 
police services (project-specific impact); (14) shade and shadow impacts (project-specific 
impact) and (15) land use compatibility and consistency with land use plans and policies.   

B. Significant and Unavoidable Impacts 

The following environmental impacts were determined to be significant and 
unavoidable even after the imposition of all feasible mitigation measures, regulatory 
measures and project design features:  (1) land use and zoning impacts; (2) traffic impacts 
during Project construction and operation; (3) parking impacts due to inability to comply 
with certain City residential parking policies; (4) view impacts; (5) historical resources; 
(6) air quality impacts during Project construction and operation; (7) noise impacts during 
Project construction; (8) police services (cumulative basis only); (9) shade and shadow 
impacts (cumulative basis only); (10) library services (cumulative basis only); and (11) 
impact on parks and recreational uses during Project construction.  The impacts identified 
in Items (1) through (7) and Item (11) are significant and unavoidable on a project-
specific and cumulative basis. 
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X. Potential Environmental Impacts Studied In The Initial Study But Not 
Analyzed Further In The DEIR 

In accordance with CEQA Guideline 15063, the Authority prepared an Initial 
Study, which is included as Appendix A to the DEIR.  The Initial Study determined 
which potentially significant effects may be caused by the Project and needed to be 
further examined in the DEIR, and which environmental effects would not be caused by 
the Project and, therefore, required no analysis in the DEIR.  Based on that Initial Study 
and other substantial evidence, the Authority determined that the Project would not have 
the potential to cause significant impacts in the following areas:  (1) agricultural 
resources, (2) biological resources, (3) geology and soils, (4) hydrology and water 
quality, and (5) mineral resources, and that it was appropriate that no further analysis of 
those five impact issues was included in the DEIR.  The Authority further determined 
that the rationale provided in the Initial Study that no significant impacts would occur 
respecting these five impact areas satisfies the requirement of CEQA Guideline 15128. 
Thus, the Authority has no evidence before it to indicate that the Project could have any 
potential for an adverse effect on fish and wildlife resources or the habitat upon which the 
fish and wildlife depends. 

 
A comment was raised during the public review process concerning the potential 

impact to biological resources associated with the removal of mature landscaping, 
including trees.  More specifically, the comment notes that the removal of mature trees 
and landscaping from in the existing Civic Center Mall during construction activities may 
cause this impact.  Although the impact to biological resources is still determined to be 
less than significant, the following regulatory measure has been identified to ensure this 
less than significant impact to biological resources: 

 
• Regulatory Measure A-1: Project construction involving of on-site clearance 

of vegetation, excavation, or other construction activities shall avoid, to the 
extent feasible, from occurring between March 1 and August 31  (and between 
February 1 and August 31 for raptors).  Prior to the completion of final plans 
and specifications for the Civic Park, the County Chief Administrative Officer 
(CAO) or designee shall review the plans and specifications to ensure that the 
contractor is apprised of the requirements of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(MBTA) and encouraged to schedule removal or relocation of mature trees and 
removal of other potential nesting habitat outside of the breeding season.  In 
the event that the identified construction activities must occur within the 
specified time period, a qualified biologist acceptable to the County Chief 
Administrative Officer shall complete weekly surveys within the  Civic Park 
site that is subject to disturbance, and within 500 feet of the boundary of such 
areas, to determine if any protected native birds  are present.  The surveys shall 
continue on a weekly basis with the last survey being conducted no more than 
three days prior to the initiation of clearance/construction work.  If an active 
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nest is located within trees or other habitat scheduled for removal or relocation, 
or within 300 feet of the construction area, construction shall be suspended 
within 300 feet of the nest (500 feet for raptor nests) until such time a qualified 
biologist determines if construction activities are interfering with nesting 
activities. If construction activities are determined to not interfere with nesting 
activities, construction may continue with a biological monitor present.  Should 
a tree or other habitat scheduled for removal or relocation be determined to 
contain an active nest, removal or relocation shall be delayed until the nest is 
determined to be inactive or a permit is granted by the USFWS for take 
pursuant to the MBTA. 

 
The distance limits of construction to avoid a nest shall be identified in the 
field with flagging and stakes or construction fencing. Construction personnel 
shall be instructed on the sensitivity of the area.  The County CAO or designee 
shall record the results of the protective measure above.  

 
During the public review process, a comment was raised as to whether the DEIR 

should have undertaken an additional analysis of the Project’s potential energy impacts.  
No such analysis is warranted for a number of reasons. First, the Initial Study identified 
the Project’s specific amounts of electricity and natural gas consumption, and based on 
those amounts, concluded that the Project’s energy demands would fall within the 
projected energy demands for the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 
(LADWP) and the Southern California Gas Company (SCGC).  Accordingly, the Initial 
Study determined that no further analysis of this issue in the DEIR was warranted.   

 
Second, the Project’s sustainability, energy conservation, and efficiency is 

reflected throughout the EIR and in the DDA.  For example, a number of the Project 
objectives emphasize the pedestrian and public transit opportunities that will be created 
by the Project, as well as its linkages between pedestrian, public transit and other public 
roadways.  The Project will also promote energy efficiency through reduced reliance on 
the automobiles, an improvement of jobs/housing balance, and the encouragement of the 
use of public transportation to and from the downtown area.   

 
Third, the Project’s energy demands were disclosed in the DEIR (in addition to the 

Initial Study attached to the DEIR). For example, the Project’s air quality analysis 
addresses emissions from fuel consumption by motor vehicles as well as consumption of 
natural gas and electricity during Project operations. That analysis provide a 
quantification of the Project’s energy consumption .  

 
Fourth, the incorporation of “Title 24” (the State’s Energy Code) requirements 

into the Project is reflected in Regulatory Measure F-2, which states: “all residential and 
non-residential buildings shall, at minimum, meet the California Title 24 Energy 
Efficiency Standards for water heating, space heating and cooling.”  Thus, the Project 
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will comply with all requirements of Title 24 applicable to the residential and commercial 
components.  California’s Title 24 is the most restrictive energy code in the nation, and 
imposes strict standards in order to achieve energy efficiency.  With regard to comments 
suggesting the inclusion of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED), as 
the Project’s final building designs have not been developed as of this date, a 
commitment to specific LEED building design measures would be premature and, 
therefore, any further discussion of specific energy design features would be speculative. 

 
Lastly, because the Project will be in compliance with the Title 24 requirements, 

the Project complies with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, including Appendix F 
thereto. Appendix F speaks to a discussion of energy impacts and applicable mitigation 
measures only when a project will be energy inefficient or wasteful.  Through compliance 
with Title 24, the Project will not be energy inefficient or wasteful.  For all these reasons, 
the Authority finds that no additional analysis of the potential energy impacts of the 
Project is required under CEQA. 

 
Finally, certain comments were raised during the public review process as to 

whether the Project may exacerbate or not alleviate local labor issues, homelessness and 
other social issues.  CEQA generally provides that an EIR is required to evaluate only the 
environmental impacts of a project, and economic and social effects of a project are not 
treated as significant effects on the environment.  Thus, economic or social effects of a 
Project need not be analyzed in an EIR unless they may directly cause a physical impact 
on the environment. While such matters are important, the Authority finds that the 
economic and social issues raised during the 50-day public review and comment process 
for the DEIR described in Section VI of these Findings will not cause any potentially 
significant “environmental” impacts that are not addressed in the FEIR. 

 
Potential Environmental Effects Analyzed In FEIR XI. 

A. Land Use 

a. Consistency With Land Use Plans and Compatibility With 
Surrounding Uses 
i. Potential Impacts – The Project may have a significant land 

use in the areas of consistency with land use plans and 
compatibility with surrounding uses impact if: 
1. The Project development would be incompatible with 

surrounding land uses or land use patterns in relation 
to scale, use, or intensity. 

2. The Project would not be consistent with any 
applicable land use plan or policy of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the Project adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. 
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ii. Findings – The Project will not have a significant impact 
concerning consistency with land use plans or compatibility 
with surrounding uses.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are 
required or were identified in the FEIR. 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The Project’s potential 
land use impacts concerning consistency with land use plans 
and compatibility with surrounding uses are analyzed in detail 
in Section IV.A. of the DEIR.  The Project would be 
compatible with the adjacent and surrounding existing land 
uses and, as such, the Project would not create a division or 
disruption of an established community.  Further, the 
Project’s scale and mix of uses complement, and will be 
consistent with, the surrounding commercial and residential 
uses in the downtown area.  In addition, the Project would be 
consistent with adopted land use plans, including the City’s 
General Plan Framework, the Central City Community Plan, 
the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, and the Southern 
California Association of Governments’ Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  Thus, the Project would 
result in less than significant impacts relative to land use 
compatibility and adopted land use plans. 

iv. Cumulative Impacts – The 93 related projects that are planned 
or are under construction in the Project area are anticipated to 
occur in accordance with adopted land use plans and 
regulations.  It is reasonable to assume that the projects under 
consideration in the area surrounding the Project would 
implement and support important local and regional planning 
goals and policies.  It is also anticipated that any new projects 
would be subject to an environmental review process and 
would incorporate any mitigation measures necessary to 
reduce potential land use impacts.  Therefore, no significant 
impacts with regard to adopted land use plans would occur. 

 
Zoning  

v. Potential Impacts – The Project may have a significant zoning 
impact if: 
1. The Project is not consistent with any land use or 

zoning law or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction 
over the project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect. 

vi. Findings – The Project will cause a significant and 
unavoidable land use impact relative to the zoning regulations 
of the City of Los Angeles on a project–specific and 
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cumulative basis.  The Authority makes the following finding 
for this impact: 
1. This impact can be mitigated to a level of less than 

significant if the City approves certain land use 
entitlements that have been applied for by the 
developer, which application is still pending as of the 
date of these Findings.  Accordingly, the Authority 
finds that measures, such changes or alterations to the 
Project necessary to mitigate this impact are within the 
responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency 
and not the Authority.  The Authority further finds that 
such measures, changes or alterations should be 
adopted by such other agency. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section is acceptable in light of the 
Project’s overall benefits. 

vii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in 
detail the Project’s land use impact relative to zoning in 
Section IV.A of the DEIR.  The County Office Building 
Option and the Additional Residential Development Option 
would require zone changes and variances to permit the 
proposed development of five development parcels.  With the 
granting of such zone changes and variances, which may be 
granted only after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead 
Agency and concurrently with action on the entitlements 
requested from the City by the developer, there would be no 
significant zoning impact.  However, since the Project, under 
both Project Options, would be acted on by the Lead Agency 
(the Authority) prior to the City’s decision on such zoning 
requests, the Project would not be in compliance with the 
current zoning provisions at the time of the Authority’s 
approval of the Project.  Therefore, it is conservatively 
concluded that, for purposes of CEQA, there would be a 
significant impact relative to zoning.  No mitigation within 
the jurisdiction of the Authority exists to address non-
compliance with the City’s existing zoning regulations.  The 
necessary change required in order to avoid this significant 
impact lies not with the Authority, but rather with the City of 
Los Angeles.   

viii. Cumulative Impact – Since the Project would create a 
significant impact with respect to the City’s zoning and 
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regulations, and related projects may require a variety of 
variances and zone changes, it is conservatively concluded 
that cumulative zoning impacts would be significant and 
unavoidable.   

 
B. Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

a. Traffic, Construction 
i. Potential Impacts – The construction of the Project would 

cause a significant traffic impact due to (1) hauling activities; 
(2) temporary lane closures; (3) reconstruction of Civic Mall 
Ramps, (4) pedestrian access; (5) bus stop relocation; and (6) 
construction worker parking if:  
1. The Project construction causes substantial delays and 

disruption of existing traffic and pedestrian flow. 
2. The Project causes temporary relocation of existing 

bus stops to more than one-quarter mile from their 
existing stops. 

ii. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant traffic 
impact with respect to pedestrian access, bus stop relocation 
and construction worker parking due to, among other reasons, 
the adoption of the measures identified in this Section XI-
B(a) of the Findings.  The construction of the Project will 
cause a significant and unavoidable traffic impact with 
respect to hauling activities, temporary lane closures, and 
reconstruction of the Civic Mall’s parking ramps on a 
project–specific and cumulative basis.  With respect to those 
significant and unavoidable impacts, the Authority makes the 
following findings: 
1. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have 

been required in, or incorporated into, the Project, 
which will lessen such significant environmental 
effects. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-B(a) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 
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Although the following mitigation measures aimed at reducing these significant and 
unavoidable traffic impacts during Project construction have been adopted, these 
mitigation measures will not reduce those impacts to a level of insignificance: 

 
Mitigation Measure B-1: The developer with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation 
of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable 
agreements, shall prepare, prior to the start of each construction 
work phase, a Construction Traffic Control/Management Plan 
(“Plan”) to be approved by the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (“LADOT”) and implemented by the responsible 
party.  The Plan shall include, but not be limited to, Project 
scheduling, the location and timing of any temporary land closures, 
traffic detours, haul routes, temporary roadway striping, and signage 
for traffic flow, as necessary, as well as the identification and 
signage of alternative pedestrian routes in the immediate vicinity of 
the Project, if necessary.  The Plan should also provide for the 
coordination of construction areas, and for safe pedestrian movement 
throughout the Project Area such that adequate and safe pedestrian 
movement access is maintained to adjacent uses including the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall, the Music Center, the County Courthouse, and 
the Metro Red Line station portals (on Parcel W-2 and on the Court 
of Flags). 
Mitigation Measure B-2: After approval of the Construction Traffic 
Control/Management Plan(s) required under Mitigation Measure B-1 
and prior to the start of each construction work phase, the developer 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall submit a copy of the 
Plan(s) to the Authority or other appropriate agency, the City Chief 
Administrative Officer or designee, and the County of Los Angeles 
Chief Administrative Officer (“County CAO”).  Following receipt of 
the Plan(s), the County CAO shall distribute that information to all 
County properties on Grand Avenue, including the Hall of 
Administration, County Courthouse, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
and the Music Center, for further distribution of information to 
employees and visitors on construction schedules, alternative travel 
routes, and land and sidewalk closure information, as appropriate, 
and the Authority or other appropriate agency, or the City, shall 
distribute to the appropriate City departments for the same purpose. 
Mitigation Measure B-3:  Prior to the start of each construction 
phase, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, 
and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and 

 
873245.1 

23



 

Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall enter 
into one or more temporary arrangements with parking garages in 
the area of the Project, or with surface lot operators elsewhere in 
downtown or its periphery, to provide a sufficient supply of off-
street spaces for the construction workers during Project 
construction, and will require all construction workers to use these 
designated parking spaces.  These temporary arrangements shall be 
to the satisfaction of (i) CRA/LA or (ii) the County’s CAO or its 
designee. 
 
iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The EIR analyzed in 

detail the potential traffic impacts caused by Project 
construction in Section IV.B of the DEIR.  No significant 
impacts on pedestrian circulation during construction would 
occur, and a less than significant impact will result to bus stop 
relocation.  Although sidewalk closures may occur, one side 
of the street will continue to be available.  Any potential 
increase in walking distance for pedestrians would not 
amount to a significant impact.  Further, the temporary 
relocation of bus stops would be within two blocks of the 
Project site and within one-quarter mile of the original stop 
location, which is a distance that will not cause a significant 
impact.  Also, with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 
B-3, no significant impact will result due to construction 
worker parking. The FEIR also evaluated the impact of 
construction trucks on A.M. peak hour traffic on roadways.  
During more than half of the Project’s construction period, 
construction would generate approximately 40 trips a day, 
which would have minimal effect on peak hour roadway 
conditions.  The highest number or daily truck trips would 
occur during the Project’s peak excavation phases, and would 
range from approximately 130 to 300 haul trucks a day.  As 
these trips would also be distributed throughout the day, the 
actual number of haul truck trips that would occur during the 
A.M. peak hour period would be relatively low.  In addition, 
consistent with standard industry practice, the hauling of 
over-weight or over-size equipment during construction 
would largely occur prior to the A.M. peak hour period. With 
respect to the probably low number of truck trips that would 
occur during the A.M. peak period, the Project shall comply 
with the requirements of the City of Los Angeles with regard 
to haul truck trips attributable to the construction of the 
Project, as will be established in connection with LADOT’s 
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review and approval of the Project’s Construction Traffic 
Control/Management Plan and/or conditions of approval by 
the City in the various land use entitlements applied for by the 
Developer.  However, it is conservatively concluded that 
because a portion of the construction truck trips could occur 
during peak hauling periods, including during the A.M. peak 
hour, a potentially significant and unavoidable short-
term traffic impact may occur.  Also, during the 
reconstruction of the Grand Avenue and Hill Street ramps to 
the existing Civic Center Mall garage, the diversion of traffic 
to alternate garage entrances would affect streets in the 
immediate vicinity of the County Garage block and 
potentially create a short-term significant and unavoidable 
traffic impact.  Finally, complete closures of any streets are 
not expected during construction.  However, such closures 
could occur due to unforeseen circumstances, in which case, 
they would cause temporary significant impacts.  It is 
expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to 
the curb may need to be closed at certain locations for periods 
of up to 4 to 6 months, or up to approximately 18 to 24 
months, depending on the stage of construction.  Although 
temporary in nature, such closures would cause significant 
traffic impacts during such periods of time.   

iv. Cumulative Impacts –  
1. Hauling.  The Project’s highest periods of haul truck 

activity would be in the initial six to eight months of 
construction for each parcel, when trucks would carry 
excavated material from the site.  During those periods 
a peak of 300 trucks a day are estimated.  Because 
some of these trips could occur in the A.M. peak hour, 
haul truck trip periods could cause short-term, 
significant cumulative traffic impacts.  Hauling 
required for the construction of some of the 93 related 
projects would potentially overlap with the initial six 
to eight months of construction for each of the 
Project’s development parcels.  Therefore, haul truck 
impacts would be cumulatively significant. 

2. Closure of Civic Mall Ramps. In order to facilitate 
the development of the new Civic Park, the ramps 
to/from the County Mall parking garage on Grand 
Avenue will be reconfigured.  Such work would 
require the ramps to be shut down for a period of time 
during the reconstruction.  The diversion of traffic to 
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alternate garage entrances would only affect streets in 
the immediate vicinity of the County Garage block, but 
could potentially create temporary and short-term 
cumulatively significant traffic impacts.  The 
temporary closure of access to related project sites 
would not impact the same streets adjacent to the 
County Garage block.  However, other temporary 
access closures at any of the other sites, particularly 
the 15 related projects located on Grand Avenue, Olive 
Street, and Hill Street, would cumulatively contribute 
to congestion and, as such, would be cumulatively 
significant. 

3. Temporary Lane Closures. Complete closures of any 
streets are not expected during construction.  However, 
such lane closures could occur due to unforeseen 
circumstances, in which case they would cause 
temporary cumulatively significant impacts.  The 
construction of any of the related projects has the 
potential to require temporary lane closures.  
Therefore, the impact of the Project and related 
projects, particularly the 15 related projects located on 
Grand Avenue, Olive Street, and Hill Street, would 
cumulatively contribute to congestion impacts 
resulting from temporary lane closures and such 
impacts are found to be cumulatively significant. 

4. Construction Workers. The 93 related projects would 
draw upon a construction workforce from all parts of 
the Los Angeles region.  However, since the majority 
of construction workers are anticipated to arrive and 
depart the individual construction sites during off peak 
hours, cumulative traffic impacts due to construction 
workers trips are concluded to be less than significant. 

 
b. Traffic, Operations 

i. Impacts – Operation of the Project may cause a significant 
traffic impact relative to (1) intersection capacity; (2) the 
County-wide Congestion Management Plan for Regional 
Highways (“CMP”); (3) driveway access; and (4) transit 
capacity.   
1. An intersection would be significantly impacted with 

an increase in V/C ratio equal to or greater than 0.04 
for intersections operating at LOS C; an increase in 
V/C ratio equal to or greater than 0.02 for intersections 
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operating at LOS D; and V/C ration equal to or greater 
than 0.01 for intersections operating at LOS E or F, 
after the addition of related projects, ambient growth, 
and Project traffic. 

2. A significant driveway access impact would occur if: 
(a) Intersections at the primary site access locations would 

operate at LOS F during the A.M. or P.M. peak hours; 
and 

(b) The design features or physical configurations of the 
Project would affect the visibility of pedestrians and 
bicyclists to drivers entering and exiting the site, and 
the visibility of cars to pedestrians and bicyclists so as 
to create a hazardous condition. 

3. Under the CMP, a significant traffic impact would 
occur if a project increases the demand to capacity 
ratio (D/C) of a freeway segment of 2 percent or more 
(D/C ratio increase greater than or equal to 0.02), 
which causes or worsens LOS F conditions. 

4. A significant impact would occur if projected transit 
riders substantially exceed available transit capacity. 

ii. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant traffic 
impact relative to driveway access, transit capacity and 
certain intersections due to, among other reasons, the 
adoption of the measures identified in this Section XI-B(b) of 
the Findings.  The Project will cause a significant and 
unavoidable traffic impact with respect to certain 
intersections and, under the County Office Building Option, 
the CMP, on a project – specific and cumulative basis.  With 
respect to those significant and unavoidable impacts, the 
Authority makes the following findings for this impact: 
1. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have 

been required in, or incorporated into, the Project, 
which will lessen such significant environmental 
effects. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-B(b) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 
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Although the following mitigation measures are aimed at reducing these 
significant and unavoidable traffic impacts attributable to Project operations, these 
mitigation measures will not reduce those significant impacts: 

 
Mitigation Measure B-4:  If the Project proceeds with the 
County office building option, the County, on an on-going basis 
following initial occupancy, shall fund and implement a 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program for the 
proposed County office use in Parcel W-1/W-2.  The County's 
CAO shall ensure the County's review and approval of this TDM 
program.  The TDM program could, for example, include an 
onsite transportation coordinator, post information on transit, and 
provide logistical support for the formation of carpools and 
vanpools, and other incentives to use transit and rideshare. 
Mitigation Measure B-5: The developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall implement ATCS in conjunction with 
the area-wide ATCS program, if not otherwise implemented, 
prior to the completion of the first phase of development at the 
intersections identified by LADOT, although the implementation 
of this measure will provide mitigation to all three Project 
phases.  Implementation of ATCS shall occur in the northern part 
of downtown, north of Eighth Street, at the locations identified 
by LADOT.  LADOT has determined that implementation of the 
ATCS mitigation improvements in the area surrounding the 
Project would comprise the following:  (1) upgrades to Model 
2070 traffic signal controllers at 35 intersections; (2) installation 
of 58 ATSAC/ATCS system vehicle detectors at 9 intersections; 
and (3) installation of CCTV cameras to provide video 
information to the ATSAC Center at eight locations.  Subject to a 
final determination by LADOT of the improvements required for 
the Project, ATCS shall also include LADOT’s Transit Priority 
System (TPS). 
Mitigation Measure B-6: The following menu of mitigation 
measures have been developed to further reduce the Project’s 
potential traffic and circulation impacts.  The term “menu” refers 
to the various ways that each of the following measures can be 
implemented to achieve trip reduction.  Selection shall be 
coordinated with the LADOT, who shall determine which of the 
mitigation measures are to be implemented.  

o Provide enhanced walking connections along the Project 
street frontages to transit service (to bus stops and to the 
Red Line station portals at First Street and Hill Street).  
These could comprise pedestrian amenities along the 
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Project’s street frontages, including landscaped sidewalks, 
wider crosswalks where feasible at key intersections, 
improved lighting for pedestrian safety at nighttime, and 
pedestrian wayfinding signage, to facilitate walking in the 
Project area.  The developer shall implement this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels prior to initial 
building occupancy for each development phase; while, 
the responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic 
Park and Streetscape Program, under the applicable 
agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for each of these Project 
components. 

o The developer, as determined by LADOT and prior to 
initial building occupancy for each development phase, 
shall provide enhanced bus stops on the street frontages of 
the five development parcels.  These enhanced bus stops 
may include bus shelters with passenger amenities such as 
benches, shaded areas, and transit information, that could 
be integrated into the overall urban design/landscaping of 
the Project. 

o Provide transit information kiosks at various strategic 
locations on the Project site.  The developer shall 
implement this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels prior to initial building occupancy 
for each development phase; while, the responsible parties 
for the implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program, under the applicable agreements, shall 
implement these measures prior to the completion of 
construction for each of those Project components. 

o The developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, shall participate in an on-going basis during 
Project operations, in a Share-Car program (e.g., Flexcar) 
that makes cars available to registered members.  It is 
anticipated that up to three on-street parking spaces, 
subject to a determination of feasibility by LADOT, could 
be provided at key locations adjacent to the Project 
frontage for up to three Share-Cars.  The Share-Cars could 
be available to both Project and non-Project users as long 
as they were members of the Share-Car program.  The 
Project shall support a Share-Car organization’s 
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application to the City, and following any implementation 
of such application shall promote the Share-Car concept 
and encourage its usage with Project residents and tenants.   

o Provide improved vehicular directional signage on surface 
streets approaching and within the Project area to direct 
vehicles to specific destinations and parking locations, as 
appropriate, to minimize vehicles circulating in the Project 
area.  Such signage should be approved to the satisfaction 
of LADOT.  The developer shall implement this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels prior to initial 
building occupancy for each development phase; while, 
the responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic 
Park under the applicable agreements, shall implement 
these measures prior to the completion of construction for 
the Civic Park.   

Mitigation Measure B-7:  The Developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall re-stripe the westbound 
approach of the Third Street and Hill Street intersection from 
the existing configuration of one left turn lane, one through 
lane, and one shared through/right-turn lane to a future 
configuration of one left turn lane, two through lanes, and one 
exclusive right-turn lane.  This improvement would require a 
slight widening of Third Street west of Hill Street before the 
entrance to the tunnel within the public right-of-way.  The 
final lane configuration of this intersection shall be to the 
satisfaction of the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation.  In addition, any street widening and 
construction activities shall be coordinated with the City of 
Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of 
Engineering. 
 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in 
detail the potential traffic impacts that may be caused by 
Project operation in Section IV.B of the DEIR.  Specifically:  
1. Intersections: The Project with County Office 

Building Option would generate approximately 1,551 
A.M. peak hour trips and 2,464 P.M. peak hour trips.  
This Option would result in significant traffic impacts 
at seven intersections in the A.M. peak hour and in 
significant traffic impacts at seventeen intersections in 
the P.M. peak hour.  The Project with Additional 
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Residential Development Option would generate 
approximately 1,019 trips in the A.M. peak hour and 
2,003 trips in the P.M. peak hour.  This Option would 
result in a significant traffic impact at six intersections 
in the A.M. peak hour and seventeen intersections in 
the P.M. peak hour.  With the implementation of all the 
mitigation measures, including the ATCS and the 
intersection mitigation measures, one intersection in 
the A.M. peak hour and 12 intersections in the P.M. 
peak hour would be significantly and unavoidably 
impacted under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  With the implementation of all the 
mitigation measures, including ATCS and intersection 
mitigation measures, no intersections in the A.M. peak 
hour and 7 intersections in the P.M. peak hour would be 
significantly and unavoidably impacted under the 
Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option.   

2. Access: No driveway intersection approach under 
either Project Option would exceed LOS D.  
Therefore, the Project would not cause any significant 
traffic impacts at proposed driveway locations.   

3. Freeway/CMP Impacts. The Project with County 
Office Building Option would cause two significant 
traffic impacts on the freeway system, one of which 
would occur at a CMP monitoring location (US-101 
Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street).  
However, the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would cause no significant 
freeway traffic impacts.  The Project with County 
Office Building Option’s significant impacts on the 
US-101 Hollywood Freeway between Grand Avenue 
and Hill Street, and on the US-101 Hollywood 
Freeway north of Vignes Street (a CMP location) 
would be reduced to a less than significant level 
through the implementation of the proposed mitigation 
measures.  Freeway/CMP impacts under the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option 
would be less than significant. 

4. Transit: Because Project transit trips would represent 
a very small proportion of the overall transit system 
capacity, it is concluded that the Project will result in a 
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less than significant impact to the existing transit 
systems serving the Project area and downtown.   

5. Civic Park: Early evening events in the Civic Park, or 
events associated with concerts/programs at the Music 
Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, may worsen 
traffic conditions in the Project area during the P.M. 
peak hour.  The number of such events would be 
infrequent and would not occur on a regular basis.  
Although Civic Park traffic impacts would be 
temporary in nature, impacts may, on occasion, be 
significant in magnitude.  Annual events, festivals, and 
holiday events could also potentially have temporary 
and short-term (one-time) traffic impacts.  Therefore, 
on occasion, the size of the event and other factors 
may cause Civic Park traffic impacts to be significant 
and unavoidable.   

iv. Cumulative Impacts –  
1. Intersections: The cumulative traffic impacts 

associated with the 93 related projects and ambient 
growth have been considered for the purpose of 
assessing the Project’s traffic impacts.  In conjunction 
with the significant Project impacts after mitigation, 
cumulative traffic impacts on certain intersections 
would be significant.   

2. Civic Park: Early evening events in the Civic Park 
may worsen traffic conditions in the P.M. peak hour.  
The number of such events would be infrequent and 
would not occur on a regular basis.  Although Civic 
Park traffic impacts would be temporary in nature, 
impacts may, on occasion, be significant in magnitude.  
As such, traffic impacts associated with such short-
term activities would be considered cumulatively 
significant in conjunction with other projects’’ traffic.   

3. Driveway Access:  None of the 93 related projects 
share conjoining or adjacent access points.  Therefore, 
no significant cumulative impacts relative to access 
would occur since none of the related projects could 
cause problems in accessing the Project site.  
Similarly, the Project would cause no problems in the 
accessibility of the related projects. 

4. Transit:  The employees, visitors, and residents of the 
93 related projects would use overlapping transit 
systems, as would be the case with the Project.  Under 
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the City of Los Angeles transportation and land use 
policies, this effect is positive (i.e., the concentration 
of new employment and housing projects in close 
proximity to transit services).  Further, the increased 
usage of transit system by users at the related projects 
would not cause exceedance of the capacity of existing 
transit systems.  Consequently, the cumulative impacts 
relative to transit systems are concluded to be less than 
significant. 

5. CMP:  The Project with County Office Building 
Option would cause an incremental increase in the D/C 
ratio of 0.021 at the US-101 Hollywood Freeway 
between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, and an 
incremental increase of the D/C ratio of 0.020 at the 
US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street, 
both in the P.M. peak hour.  Since that increase would 
be at or slightly above the threshold of significance, it 
is concluded that the Project with County Office 
Building Option would cause two significant traffic 
impacts on the freeway system, one of which would 
occur at a CMP monitoring location (US-101 
Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street).  Since 
related projects would also contribute to freeway 
traffic levels, the combination of the Project’s traffic 
with the related projects’ traffic is considered to be 
cumulatively significant.  The Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would not exceed 
D/C threshold ratios, and cumulative impacts are 
considered to be less than significant under this option. 

 
c. Parking Impacts  

i. Potential Impacts – The Project may create a significant 
parking impact if: 
1. The Project would be inconsistent with adopted 

parking codes, parking plans, or policies. 
ii. Findings – The Project will not cause significant and 

unavoidable parking impacts, except for the one project-
specific and cumulative impact discussed in subsection iii. 
and iv., below.  With respect to that impact, the Authority 
makes the following findings: 
1. This impact can be mitigated to a level of less than 

significant if the City approves a certain land use 
entitlement that has been applied for by the developer, 
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which application is still pending as of the date of 
these Findings.  Accordingly, the Authority finds that 
the measures, such changes or alterations to the Project 
necessary to mitigate this impact are within the 
responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency 
and not the Authority.  The Authority further finds that 
such measures, changes or alterations should be 
adopted by such other agency. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-B(c) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in 
detail the Project’s potential parking impacts in Section IV.B 
of the DEIR.  Under both the Project with County Office 
Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option, commercial and residential parking 
would be consistent with the parking requirements of the 
LAMC.  However, neither Option would meet the 
requirements of the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential 
Policy (DAARP), which requires 2.5 parking spaces per 
dwelling unit.  As part of its entitlement application to the 
City, the developer will be seeking approval of a variance 
from the DAARP.  The reasons for seeking a deviation from 
this policy are provided in Section IV.B, Traffic, Circulation 
and Parking, of the DEIR.  If approved by the City, there 
would be no significant impact for this issue.  However, using 
a worst-case perspective, a significant and unavoidable 
impact in regard to this policy is assumed.  Should the 
variance be granted by the City, which would occur only after 
certification of the FEIR by the Lead Agency and 
concurrently with action on the entitlements requested from 
the City, there would be no significant residential parking 
impacts.  However, until the exception is granted, it is 
conservatively concluded that, for purposes of CEQA, there 
would be a significant impact.   
 The Project’s total parking supply will meet projected 
Project demand and also exceed many of the requirements of 
the City’s parking requirements (except for the DAARP).  For 
example, the first phase of development on the five 
development parcels will provide the approximately 1,129 
parking spaces which is 155 parking spaces more than that is 
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required by City Code.  Further, an additional 381 spaces will 
be provided due to the use of mechanical lifts, valet 
operations and other parking strategies. 
 A minor change in the Project’s parking arrangements 
for this first phase of development has been proposed by the 
developer since publication of the DEIR.  This change would 
cause up to 227 parking spaces to be provided off-site up to 
two blocks from the Project site.  However, there would be no 
significant parking impacts associated with this parking 
strategy.  During evenings and weekends, there are sufficient 
spaces available in the Civic Center/Bunker Hill area as office 
buildings are closed.  During the daytime, the most likely 
location sufficient spaces in the Walt Disney Hall Concert 
Hall garage would be available, even with the relocation of 
existing spaces from Parcel Q and Parcel W-1/W-2 due to the 
Project. Further, because these spaces would be provided 
within one or two blocks of Parcel Q, and because they would 
represent only 4% of the total Project parking supply, it is not 
expected that the distribution patterns of Project traffic would 
be significantly different from the patterns analyzed in the 
FEIR.  Accordingly, the Authority finds that this minor 
potential change in the Project will not cause a significant 
new environmental impact. 
 Finally, the Project would eliminate 1,818 parking 
spaces (of which 1,604 are usable) in the lots existing on the 
five development parcels.  Existing County facilities would 
absorb up to 1,074 of these spaces at such facilities as the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall garage and the Civic Center and in 
the Civic Center, where excess parking spaces are now 
available.  Further, under the proposed Civic Park conceptual 
design plan, the Court of Flags garage (Lot 10) would be 
repaired and would add 325 usable parking spaces this 
parking supply.  In addition to those available spaces, the 
analysis in the FEIR concluded that excess space exists in the 
twenty-one other parking facilities in the general vicinity of 
the Project Area. 

iv. Cumulative Impacts – It is assumed that the related 
development projects would satisfy their demand for 
commercial and residential parking, as is the case with the 
Project.  However, since the Project would not comply with 
the DAARP for residential uses, as may also be the case with 
one or more of the related projects, non-compliance with the 
DAARP is considered cumulatively significant. 
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C. Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

a. Visual Quality, Construction 
i. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant visual 

quality impact if: 
1. The Project would substantially alter, degrade or 

eliminate the existing visual character of the area, 
including visually prominent existing features or other 
valued resources. 

2. The Project features would substantially contrast with 
the visual character of the surrounding area and its 
aesthetic image. 

3. The implementation of the Project would preclude the 
attainment of existing aesthetics regulations or 
applicable plans. 

ii. Findings - A potentially significant visual quality impact due 
to construction of the Project is identified in the EIR.  
However, with the implementation of a mitigation measure, a 
regulatory measure, and project design features, this 
potentially significant impact will be reduced to a less than 
significant impact. 
Mitigation Measure C-1: During Project construction, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, 
shall ensure, through appropriate postings and daily visual 
inspections, that no unauthorized materials remain posted on 
any temporary construction barriers or temporary pedestrian 
walkways, and that any such temporary barriers and 
walkways are maintained in a visually attractive manner 
throughout the construction period.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to construction associated with the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to construction of the Civic 
Park. 
Regulatory Measure C-1: Prior to the start of each 
construction work phase, the developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare and implement a tree 

 
873245.1 

36



 

replacement plan should mature trees along Grand Avenue be 
impacted by Project construction.  Existing mature trees shall 
be replaced at a ratio of not less than 1:1, to the extent 
consistent with the final streetscape design.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program. 
Project Design Feature C-1: Prior to the start of 
construction along the east side of Grand Avenue, between 
First and Temple Streets, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements shall coordinate construction 
of park improvements in the westerly Civic Park sector with 
any installation of streetscape and other improvements on 
Grand Avenue between First and Temple Streets to reduce the 
duration and visual impact of construction activities.  
Scheduling of construction activities for the Civic Park and 
the Streetscape Program shall be reviewed and approved by 
the Authority and shall be implemented by the responsible 
parties. 
Project Design Feature C-2:  Prior to the start of each 
construction work phase, the developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements, shall schedule and 
coordinate sidewalk construction with the development of the 
adjacent parcels to reduce the duration and visual impact of 
construction activities.  Scheduling of construction activities 
for the five development parcels, the Civic Park and the 
Streetscape Program shall be reviewed and approved by the 
Authority and implemented by the responsible parties. 
 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in 
detail the potential visual quality impacts associated with the 
construction of the Project in Section IV.C of the DEIR.  
Construction activities may be detrimental to the aesthetic 
value of the Project area.  In addition, the potential removal or 
relocation of mature landscaping in the existing Civic Center 
Mall in order to create the Civic Park would contrast and 
detract from the existing visual character of the park.  Mature 
trees would be preserved or relocated to the extent feasible.  
However, construction activities that would contrast with the 
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aesthetic image of the area would cease at the completion of 
the construction phases.  Due to the short-term nature of these 
activities, construction impacts on aesthetic resources are 
concluded to be less than significant.  Further, the visual 
quality impacts generated by construction activities would be 
reduced to a less than significant level through the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure C-1, Regulatory 
Measure C-1, and Project Design Features C-1 and C-2. 

iv. Cumulative Impact – The related projects would not be 
located close enough to the Project’s development parcels to 
be within the same field of view as the Project as to create 
any potentially significant visual quality impact attributable to 
cumulative construction activities.  Further, the construction 
of such other related projects will likely comply with the 
mitigation measures described in this Section XI-C(a).  
Therefore, this cumulative impact will be less than 
significant. 

 
b. Visual Quality, Operation 

i. Impacts – The Project may cause a significant visual quality 
impact if: 
1. The Project would substantially alter, degrade or 

eliminate the existing visual character of the area, 
including visually prominent existing features or other 
valued resources. 

2. The Project features would substantially contrast with 
the visual character of the surrounding area and its 
aesthetic image. 

3. The implementation of the Project would preclude the 
attainment of existing aesthetics regulations or 
applicable plans. 

ii. Findings - A less than significant visual quality impact due to 
operation of the Project is identified in the FEIR.  However, 
the following regulatory measures, and a project design 
feature are identified in the FEIR to ensure a less than 
significant impact. 
Regulatory Measure C-4:  Prior to the start of each 
construction work phase, the developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall submit to the Authority or other appropriate 
agency, for review and approval, building plans and 
specifications that demonstrate that all ventilation, heating 
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and air conditioning ducts, tubes, and other such mechanical 
equipment shall be screened from the line-of-sight from the 
street.  Approved building plans and specifications shall be 
implemented by the responsible parties. 
Regulatory Measure C-5:  Prior to the start of each 
construction work phase, the developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements shall submit design plans 
that demonstrate that all utility lines and connections are 
constructed underground.  Approved utility plans and 
connections with regard to the five development parcels shall 
be reviewed and approved by the Authority, whereas the 
City’s Department of Building and Safety or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall review and 
approve with regard to the Streetscape program.  Approved 
utility lines and connections shall be implemented by the 
responsible parties. 
Regulatory Measure C-6:  Prior to construction, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
submit design plans for trash collection areas to the Authority 
for review and approval.  Trash collection areas shall be 
screened from line of sight from the street.  Approved design 
plans shall be implemented by the developer. 
Project Design Feature C-3:  Prior to the start of each 
construction work phase, the developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements, shall prepare architectural 
plans that shall be reviewed and approved by the Authority 
such that all ground-level building fixtures, including, but not 
limited to, security gates, landscape light fixtures, pedestrian 
lights, air intake shafts, and other appurtenances are 
integrated into the architectural theme and/or design of the 
respective Project components.  Approved architectural plans 
shall be implemented by the developer and the responsible 
parties. 
 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 
less than significant visual quality impact caused by Project 
operations in Section IV.C of the DEIR.  The Grand Avenue 
streetscape program would improve the aesthetic quality and 
ambience of Grand Avenue and would create an appealing 
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pedestrian environment.  Existing visual and pedestrian 
access into the Civic Park would be improved and the 
extension of the Civic Park to Spring Street would enhance 
the aesthetic context of Los Angeles’ City Hall.  The Project’s 
towers would contribute to the visual continuity of the tall 
and varied structures comprising the City’s skyline and would 
be consistent with the aesthetic components that represent 
downtown’s aesthetic image.  The Project is anticipated to be 
consistent with the urban design policies that call for the 
shaping of a skyline that parallels and accentuates the 
topography of Bunker Hill, the integration of street-front 
retail with the streetscape, and the addition of public art into 
the Grand Avenue right-of-way.  As such, the Project’s visual 
quality impacts would be less than significant.   

iv. Cumulative Impacts - The related development projects 
identified in the FEIR as Nos. 9, 27, 88, and 92 are located in 
close proximity to the Project site and, as such, have the 
potential to cumulatively contribute to the visual quality of 
the area.  It is anticipated, however, that all of the related 
projects would be constructed with high-quality materials and 
architectural design and would be consistent in scale with the 
surrounding buildings.  In addition, it is anticipated that the 
related projects would contribute to sidewalk and streetscape 
improvements and, therefore, would improve the visual 
quality of the downtown area.  Therefore, cumulative impacts 
relative to the aesthetics and visual quality would be less than 
significant.   

 
c. Views 

i. Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact if: 
1. Project development would substantially obstruct an 

existing view of a visually prominent resource as 
viewed from a public street, sidewalk, park, 
community cultural center, trail, public vantage point, 
or residential use. 

ii. Findings – The Project would cause significant and 
unavoidable view impacts (1) to the residents’ views from the 
Grand Promenade Tower residential building; (2) the view 
from Olive Street; and (3) to the residents’ view from the 
Museum Tower residential building.  These three view 
impacts are identified in the FEIR, and the Authority makes 
the following findings for these impacts: 
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1. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-C(c) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 

2. No feasible mitigation measures exist to mitigate these 
significant view impacts.  The issue of project 
alternatives that may mitigate those view impacts is 
addressed in Section XI-C(c) of these Findings.  

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 
significant and unavoidable view impacts in Section IV.C.  
The Project would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall and distant vistas to the north, possibly including the San 
Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand Promenade Tower, a 28-
story residential building located immediately south of Parcel 
M-2.  Development on Parcels W-1/W-2 would substantially 
block views of City Hall from Olive Street, a public street, 
under both Project Options.  In addition, development on 
Parcel Q would block distant vistas to the north, possibly 
including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories 
of the Museum Tower residential building located south of 
Parcel Q and east of MOCA.  Therefore, view impacts on the 
Grand Promenade Tower, Olive Street, and Museum Tower 
would be significant.  There are no feasible mitigation 
measures to reduce the significant and unavoidable view 
impacts to the Promenade Tower, the view from Olive Street, 
and the view from the Museum Tower.  As described in 
Section XII of these Findings, certain elements of Alternative 
No. 4 avoid the significant view impact to the residents’ 
views from the Grand Promenade Tower.   

iv. Cumulative Impacts - Related project No. 88 will be located 
to the east of Angelus Plaza and would potentially block 
some easterly views from the existing Angelus Plaza 
residential use toward Los Angeles City Hall.  The blockage 
of views of City Hall would be considered potentially 
significant, and since the development in parcels W-1 and W-
2 would also block views of City Hall from Olive Street, 
cumulative impacts relative to the views of City Hall are 
found to be significant. 
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d. Light and Glare 
i. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant 

impact if: 
1. Lighting would alter the character of the off-site areas 

surrounding the Project; or 
2. Lighting would substantially interfere with the 

performance of an off-site activity. 
ii. Findings – A potential significant glare impact from reflected 

light on building surfaces is identified in the EIR.  However, 
this potential significant impact will be reduced to a level of 
less than significance with the implementation of two 
identified mitigation measures and one regulatory measure. 
Mitigation Measure C-2: Prior to the start of each 
construction work phase, the developer, with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall submit a design plan and 
technical analysis prepared by the Project’s architect as part 
of the building permit submission that demonstrates that the 
final selection of building materials for the five development 
parcels shall not create a significant glare impact on any 
offsite sensitive uses, including line-of-sight glare on any 
street or commercial, residential, or cultural use.  The 
approved design plan shall be implemented by the developer 
with regard to the five development parcels.  The design plan 
and technical study shall be reviewed and approved by the 
Authority. 
Mitigation Measure C-3: Prior to each construction phase, 
the developer with regard to the five development parcels, 
shall prepare, and, thereafter, implement plans and 
specifications to ensure that architectural lighting is directed 
onto the building surfaces and have low reflectivity in 
accordance with Illuminating Engineers Society (IES) 
standards to minimize glare and limit light onto adjacent 
properties. 
Regulatory Measure C-3:  Prior to the completion of final 
plans and specifications, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements, shall prepare lighting plans 
and specifications for the design type of light fixtures, height 
of light standards, and orientation of light fixtures and 
standards within the public right-of-way to ensure that all 
light fixtures do not interfere with the activities occurring 
within these areas.  Lighting plans with regard to the 
Streetscape Program shall be submitted to the City’s 
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Department of Building and Safety or other appropriate City 
agency or department, for review and approval.  Lighting 
plans with regard to the Civic Park shall be submitted to the 
County CAO or its designee for review and approval.  
Approved lighting plans shall be implemented by the 
responsible parties. 
 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in 
detail the potential glare impact from reflected light on 
building surfaces in Section IV.C of the DEIR.  The Project 
would increase ambient light and artificial glare through the 
implementation street lighting, illuminated signs, architectural 
lighting, light spillage from the windows of high-rise 
buildings, special events lighting and security lighting.  Since 
the Project’s lighting would be similar to adjacent businesses 
(i.e., the nearby residential and office towers), it would not 
significantly impact the environment, which is currently 
characterized by high levels of ambient light.  The increase in 
ambient light and artificial glare would not be great enough to 
interfere with activities at nearby residential, office and 
cultural uses.  Natural sunlight reflected from building 
surfaces and windows have the potential to create glare.  
Further, special events lighting in the Civic Park has the 
potential to create a significant impact.  However, with the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures C-2 and C-3, the 
potential light and glare impacts associated with special 
events lighting and reflected sunlight would be reduced to 
less than significant levels.   

iv. Cumulative Impact – The Project and 93 related projects 
would increase ambient light in downtown Los Angeles.  
However, the context of the downtown environment, 
illuminated signage associated with street front retail uses and 
restaurants would not substantially alter the character of the 
surrounding area.  The related projects Nos. 27 and 92, which 
are located in the same line-of-sight as the Project, as viewed 
from adjacent westbound and northbound streets, 
respectively, have the potential to contribute to glare impacts.  
With the implementation of the recommended mitigation 
measures, which require a technical glare analysis of, and, if 
necessary, modification to, the Project’s building materials, 
the Project’s potentially significant glare impact would be 
reduced to a less than significant level.  Since it is assumed 
that the related projects would be subject to the same measure 
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concerning their potential glare impacts, cumulative impacts 
would be less than significant.   

 
e. Shade and Shadow  

i. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant 
shade/shadow impact if: 
1. The Project would shade currently unshaded off-site, 

shadow-sensitive uses more than three hours between 
the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M. PST, between 
late October and early April, or more than four hours 
between the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. PDT 
between early April and late October. 

ii. Findings – A less than significant shade/shadow impact is 
identified in the FEIR.  No mitigation measures are identified 
for this impact. 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The Project’s potential 
shade/shadow impact is analyzed in detail in Section IV.C of 
the DEIR.  During certain seasons, the Project’s towers have 
the potential to shade sensitive offsite uses, including the 
future Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High 
School (currently under construction), the Bunker Hill 
Towers open space, and Angelus Plaza, depending on the 
season and hour of the day.  However, shading would not 
exceed three hours between the hours of 9:00 A.M.  and 3:00 
P.M.  during the winter solstice or spring equinox, or four 
hours between the hours of 8:00 A.M.  and 5:00 P.M.  during 
the summer solstice or fall equinox.  Accordingly, the Project 
would have a less than significant shade/shadow impact.   

iv. Cumulative Impact - The combined morning shading from 
the Project and related project Nos. 9 and 27, with shading 
later in the day from related project No. 88, would create a 
potentially significant shade/shadow impact on the Angelus 
Plaza site, during the summer solstice only.  No feasible 
mitigation measures exist for this cumulative impact due to 
the proposed location of these related projects.  Although 
related project No. 92 would generate considerable shading of 
the Angelus Plaza site, substantially shading from related 
project No. 92 is not anticipated during the summer solstice.  
No other related projects would contribute to cumulative 
shading impacts. 

 
873245.1 

44



 

D. Historical Resources 

a. Impacts – The Project may cause a significant historical resources 
impact if: 
i. The Project will cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource.  A substantial adverse 
change means physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or 
alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such 
that the significance of a historical resource would be 
materially impaired. 

b. Findings – The Project will cause significant and unavoidable 
historical resources impact on a project-specific and cumulative 
basis.  The Authority makes the following findings for this impact: 
i. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have been 

required in, or incorporated into, the Project, which will 
lessen such significant environmental effects. 

ii. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, the 
Authority finds that the significant impact identified in this 
Section XI-D is acceptable in light of the Project’s overall 
benefits. 

 
Although the following mitigation measures aimed at reducing this significant and impact 
to historical resources have been adopted, these mitigation measures will not reduce this 
significant impact to a level of insignificance: 
 

1. Mitigation Measure D-1: Potential Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, 
for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 
are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following measures: 
a. Grand Avenue Streetscape Program Design Features.  If 

the Streetscape Program is implemented in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, then the following mitigation measure is not required 
since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings and the 
Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes 
(collectively referred to as the “Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Grand Avenue streetscape 
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improvements not be implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then the 
landscape and hardscape features proposed as part of the 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Program shall respect the linear 
qualities of the street and sidewalks in respect to the adjacent 
historic resource.  Such landscape treatments shall be unified 
and planted in a manner as to not obscure the sight lines to the 
facades of those properties identified as contributors to the 
potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District from the 
public right-of-ways.  The design of the Project’s streetscape 
improvements shall consider their height, width, and spatial 
placement and include a program of selective pruning of trees 
to retain sight lines on a regular basis.   

2. Mitigation Measure D-2: Music Center: No mitigation measures 
are required if the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are 
implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in the 
Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since 
such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings and the Guidelines for the 
Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (collectively referred to as the 
“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements not be implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then prior to the 
start of each construction phase, the entity responsible for 
implementing the Project’s streetscape program under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority for review and 
approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the 
Music Center are reduced to the maximum extent practicable 
through implementation of the following mitigation measure: 
a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand 

Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a 
qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final design for the 
streetscape improvements does not materially alter the Music 
Center’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall 
be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings.   

3. Mitigation Measure D-3: Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels.  
No mitigation measures are required if the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements are implemented in substantial conformance to that 
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set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the 
Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings and the 
Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (collectively 
referred to as the “Standards”).  However, should the final design for 
the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then 
prior to the start of each construction phase, the entity responsible 
for implementing the Project’s streetscape program under the 
applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for review 
and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels are reduced to the maximum 
extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 
a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand 

Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a 
qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final design for the 
streetscape improvements does not materially alter the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels’ potential historic 
significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 

4. Mitigation Measure D-4: Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration.  
No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the Civic 
Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings and the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes (collectively referred to as the “Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park and the streetscape 
improvements not be implemented in substantial conformance with 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction 
phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program, under the applicable agreements, shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration as a contributing property to the potentially eligible 
Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the 
maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 
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a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic 
Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall 
be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic 
preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final designs for the 
Civic Park and streetscape improvements do not materially 
alter the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration’s potential 
historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards.  
The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance for the Civic Park and the City’s Department of 
Building and Safety shall determine compliance for the 
Streetscape Program. 

5. Mitigation Measure D-5: Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles).  Prior to the start of each construction 
phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, 
for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the Civic Center Mall for listing in the California 
Register is reduced to the maximum extent practicable.  However, in 
the event that any one or more of the following occurs: (1) the water 
feature (both the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a  focal 
point for the park; (2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink 
granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches are not retained 
and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park preferably near 
the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the existing 
elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of 
the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker 
poles with saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or relocated 
adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, 
retaining walls, and planter boxes, then the Standards shall be  
utilized to ensure that rehabilitation work to the four character-
defining features of the park referenced in this Mitigation Measure 
D-5 does not impair the historic characteristics that convey the Civic 
Center Mall’s historical significance as an individual resource and as 
a contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic 
Center Historic District.  If such compliance with such Standards 
cannot be achieved, then the following measures shall apply to the 
applicable character-defining features identified in this Measure: 
a. Recordation.  Prior to the issuance of a demolition permit for 

the Civic Center Mall and its associated features, a Historic 
American Building Survey (HABS) Level II-like recordation 
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document shall be prepared for the Civic Center Mall.  A 
qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History shall prepare this document.  The 
HABS-like document shall record the existing landscape and 
hardscape features of the Civic Center Mall, including the 
four character-defining features identified in this measure.  
The report shall also document the history and architectural 
significance of the property and its contextual relationship 
with the surrounding civic buildings and environment.  Its 
physical composition and condition, both historic and current, 
should also be noted in the document through the use of site 
plans, historic maps and photographs, and large-format 
photographs, newspaper articles, and written text.  A 
sufficient number of large-format photographs shall be taken 
of the resource to visually capture its historical and 
architectural significance through general views and detail 
shots.  Field photographs (35mm or digital format) may also 
be included in the recordation package.  All document 
components and photographs should be completed in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and 
Guidelines for Architectural and Engineering Documentation.  
Archival copies of the report, including the original 
photographs, shall be submitted to the California Office of 
Historic Preservation and the Huntington Library.  Non-
archival copies of the report and photographs shall be 
submitted to the County of Los Angeles, the City of Los 
Angeles Planning Division, the Los Angeles Public Library 
(Main Branch), and the Los Angeles Conservancy Modern 
Committee. 

b. Salvage and Reuse of Key Park Features.  Prior to the 
removal of the four character-defining features identified in 
this Measure, an inventory of significant landscape and 
hardscape elements shall be made by a qualified preservation 
consultant and landscape architect.  Where feasible, these 
materials and elements shall be itemized, mapped, 
photographed, salvaged, and incorporated into the new design 
of the park, wherever possible.  To the extent salvageable 
materials cannot be reused on-site, they shall be disposed of 
in accordance with applicable county surplus procedures. 
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6. Mitigation Measure D-6:  Hall of Records.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings and the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes (collectively referred to as the “Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to 
the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Hall of Records 
building as a contributing property to the potentially eligible Los 
Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum 
extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 
a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic 

Park shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or 
historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History 
or Architectural History to assure that the proposed Civic 
Park design does not materially alter the Hall of Records’ 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Building. 

7. Mitigation Measure D-7:  Court of Flags.  No mitigation measures 
are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as 
determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the 
Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings and the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes (collectively referred to as the “Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to 
the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority for review and approval to ensure 
that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Court of Flags as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic 
Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation 
measure: 
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a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic 
Park shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or 
historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History 
or Architectural History to assure that the proposed Civic 
Park design does not materially alter the Court of Flag’s 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary to Interior’s 
Standards.   

8. Mitigation Measure D-8:  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal 
Justice Center.  No mitigation measures are required if the final 
design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set 
forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the 
Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings and the 
Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (collectively 
referred to as the “Standards”).  However, should the final design for 
the Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction 
phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, 
for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic 
Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation 
measure: 
a. Prior to implementation the final design plans for the Civic 

Park shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or 
historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History 
or Architectural History to assure that the proposed Civic 
Park does not materially alter the Clara Shortridge Foltz 
Criminal Justice Center’s potential historic significance.  This 
evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 

9. Mitigation Measure D-9:  Los Angeles City Hall.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings and the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes (collectively referred to as the “Standards”).  However, 
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should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to 
the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to those historic characteristics that make the 
Los Angeles City Hall building historically significant as a 
designated resource and as a contributing property to the potentially 
eligible Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District, are reduced to 
the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 
a. Prior to implementation the final design plans for the Civic 

Park shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or 
historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History 
or Architectural History to assure that the proposed Civic 
Park design does not materially alter the historic significance 
of the Los Angeles City Hall.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards. 

10. Mitigation Measure D-10:  Los Angeles County Law Library.  
No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the Civic 
Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is 
consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings and the Guidelines for the 
Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (collectively referred to as the 
“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Civic Park 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for review 
and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the 
potentially eligible Los Angeles County Law Library as a 
contributing property to the Los Angeles Civic Center Historic 
District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 
a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic 

Park shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or 
historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History 
or Architectural History to assure that the proposed Civic 
Park design does not materially alter the Los Angeles County 

 
873245.1 

52



 

Law Library’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation 
shall be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards. 

11. Mitigation Measure D-11:  Los Angeles County Courthouse.  No 
mitigation measures are required if the final design for the Civic 
Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings and the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes (collectively referred to as the “Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park and the streetscape 
improvements not be implemented in substantial conformance with 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction 
phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority,  for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Los Angeles County 
Courthouse as a contributing property to the potentially eligible Los 
Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum 
extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 
a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic 

Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall 
be reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic 
preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the proposed final designs 
for the Civic Park and streetscape improvements do not 
materially alter the Los Angeles County Courthouse’s 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
determine compliance for the Civic Park and the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety shall determine 
compliance for the Streetscape Program. 

12. Mitigation Measure D-12:  Southern California Edison (One 
Bunker Hill) Building.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are implemented in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Standards.  However, should the final design for the Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements are not implemented in 
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substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program 
under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority,  
for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the historic 
characteristics that convey the Southern California Edison building’s 
(One Bunker Hill) significance are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation 
measure: 
a. Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand 

Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a 
qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final design for the 
proposed streetscape improvements does not materially alter 
the Southern California Edison’s (One Bunker Hill) 
Building’s historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards.   

 
c. Supportive Evidence – The FEIR identifies a significant and 

unavoidable historical resources impact in Section IV.D of the 
DEIR.  Under CEQA, implementation of the recommended 
mitigation measures would reduce all of the identified significant 
impacts to a less than significant level, with the exception of one 
impact associated with the Civic Center Mall.  The Mall is 
individually eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic 
Resources and would be a contributory feature of the Civic Center 
since the Center is eligible as a California Register Historic District.  
The actual extent of that significant impact is dependent upon the 
Civic Park’s final design.  Significant impacts to the Park would 
result if one or more the following occurs: (1) the water feature (both 
the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a focal point for the park; 
(2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining 
walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or 
within the reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and 
adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator shaft 
structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light poles 
with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-
like canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or 
integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and 
planter boxes.  The Standards should be utilized to ensure that 
rehabilitation work for the Civic Park does not impair those qualities 
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and historic characteristics of these four key character-defining 
features.  If these character-defining features were retained and 
reused in a manner consistent with the Standards as discussed in the 
EIR, then a significant impact to this resource would not occur.  
However, since the final design of the Park has not been completed, 
and, therefore, consistency with the Standards is not known at this 
time, it is conservatively assumed that a significant impact will 
occur. 

Based on the analysis in the FEIR, the Authority finds that the 
Civic Mall is not eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places since the necessary criteria for such a listing are not 
satisfied.  However, during the public review process, a comment 
was raised as to the need for the Civic Center Mall to be listed in the 
National Register in addition to the California Register of historic 
resources.  For CEQA purposes, a resource need only be recognized 
at the local or state level in order to be afforded full protection as a 
historical resource.  Thus, whether the Civic Center Mall is listed in 
the National Register or the California Register, it would be afforded 
the same protections.  Accordingly, the Authority finds that there is 
no additional impact associated with the Civic Mall’s potential 
eligibility for the National Register. 

d. Cumulative Impacts - The development of one or more related 
projects in the downtown area has the potential to affect listed or 
eligible historical resources.  Each of the related projects having the 
potential to impact historical resources would be subject to CEQA 
review and it is anticipated that any potential impacts on historical 
resources would be addressed and reduced to less than significant 
levels through the CEQA process.  However, as the Project may 
result in a potentially significant impact with regard to the Civic 
Center Mall on an individual basis as well as a contributor to the 
potential Civic Center historic district, the Project and the related 
projects may also have the potential to cause a significant 
cumulative impact on historical resources. 

E. Population, Housing and Employment   

a. Potential Impact – The Project may cause a significant impact with 
regard to population, housing and employment if: 
i. The Project would cause population or housing growth in 

Southern California Association of Governments (“SCAG”) 
City of Los Angeles subregion to exceed SCAG’s 2015 
projections 
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ii. The Project would cause growth that is not compatible with 
adopted population and housing policies, including 
jobs/housing balance, as set forth in the Central City 
Community Plan, the City’s General Plan Housing Element, 
the General Plan Framework, and SCAG’s Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG). 

b. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant impact with 
regard to population, housing and employment.   

c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 
the Project’s potential impacts associated with population, housing 
and employment in Section IV-E of the DEIR. .Project development 
would not exceed SCAG’s adopted projections for the City of Los 
Angeles Subregion.  The Project would also be consistent with 
adopted policies, including jobs/housing balance, as set forth in the 
Central City Community Plan, the City’s General Plan Housing 
Element, the General Plan Framework, and SCAG’s Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  Therefore, the Project would result 
in less than significant environmental impacts to housing, 
employment and population.  Thus, no mitigation measures are 
required. 

d. Cumulative Impact – Additional growth from the 93 related projects 
would generate 28,952 estimated residents and 61,158 estimated 
employees.  When combined with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, the estimated population growth would be 31,877 
residents and 65,364 employees.  Under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, cumulative population growth 
would be 32,729 residents and 62,364 employees.  According to 
SCAG forecasts for the City of Los Angeles Subregion, cumulative 
growth under both Project Options would represent approximately 
18 percent of the forecasted residential growth and 29 percent of the 
forecasted employment growth.  This level of cumulative growth 
would not exceed projections and would therefore be less than 
significant.  The related projects are also anticipated to be consistent 
with SCAG and Los Angeles policies for development of the 
downtown area as a dense activity center and, as such, would not 
cause a significant cumulative impact in this area.   

 
873245.1 

56



 

F. Air Quality 

a. Air Quality, Project Construction 
i. Impacts – The construction of the Project may cause a 

significant and unavoidable air quality impact if: 
1. The Project’s emission of “regional” air pollutants 

from both direct and indirect sources would exceed 
any of the following South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (“SCAQMD”) prescribed 
threshold levels: (1) 75 pounds per day (lbs/day) for 
VOC; (2) 100 lbs/day for NOx; (3) 550 lbs/day for 
CO; and (4) 150 lbs/day for PM10 or SOx. 

2. Project-related fugitive dust and construction 
equipment emissions cause an incremental increase in 
localized PM10 concentrations of 10.4 µg/m³ or cause 
a violation of NO2 or CO ambient air quality 
standards. 

ii. Findings – A significant and unavoidable air quality impact 
caused by construction of the Project will occur on a project-
specific and cumulative basis.  The Authority makes the 
following findings for this impact: 
1. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have 

been required in, or incorporated into, the Project, 
which will lessen such significant environmental 
effects. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-F(a) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 

 
Although the following mitigation measures aimed at reducing these significant and 
unavoidable air quality impacts associated with Project construction have been adopted, 
these mitigation measures will not reduce those significant impacts to a level of 
insignificance: 
 

Mitigation Measure F-1: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall implement a fugitive dust control program 
pursuant to the provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403.  The City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, 
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shall determine compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 during construction 
with regard to construction associated with the five development parcels 
and the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its 
designee shall determine compliance with regard to the Civic Park.  The 
SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure in the case of non-
compliance.  Compliance with the applicable provisions of Rule 403 shall 
include, but not be limited to, using best available control measures listed in 
Table 1 of Rule 403 to minimize fugitive dust emissions from each fugitive 
dust source type within active operations, and will include at least the 
following specific best management practices (BMPs): 

i. Water soils daily and not more than 15 minutes prior to earth 
moving activities; 

ii. Water surfaces two times per day or more in order to maintain 
a surface crust to prevent soil erosion 

iii. Apply soil conditioners or vegetative cover to areas that will 
be exposed for an extended duration: 

iv. Apply chemical stabilizers within five working days of 
ceasing grading; 

v. Install of approved trackout prevention devices and provide 
street sweeping within the Project area: 

vi. Securely cover truck loads with a tarp; 
vii. Cease grading activities when wind speeds exceed 25 miles 

per hour; and 
viii. Permanently seal exposed surfaces as soon as possible after 

grading is finished. 
ix. Provide temporary wind fencing, consisting of wrapped chain 

links or solid fencing, around the sites that are being 
graded/excavated to reduce dirt/dust from being blown over 
to adjoining properties. 

Mitigation Measure F-2: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall utilize coatings and solvents that are consistent 
with applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
provide oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard 
to construction associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains 
jurisdiction to enforce this measure in the case of non-compliance. 
Mitigation Measure F-3: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
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applicable agreements, shall comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 to reduce 
potential nuisance impacts due to odors from construction activities.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall provide oversight with regard to compliance with this 
measure with regard to construction associated with the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee 
shall provide oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this 
measure if it is not being complied with. 
Mitigation Measure F-4: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that all haul truck tires shall be cleaned 
at the time these vehicles exit the Project site.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
provide oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard 
to construction associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall provide 
oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure in 
the case of non-compliance. 
Mitigation Measure F-5: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that all export material carried by haul 
trucks shall be covered by a tarp or other means.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
provide oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard 
to construction associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall provide 
oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure in 
the case of non-compliance. 
Mitigation Measure F-6: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that all construction equipment shall be 
properly tuned and maintained in accordance with manufacturer’s 
specifications.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to construction associated with the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or 
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its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-7: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that construction equipment is 
maintained and operated so as to minimize exhaust emissions.  During 
construction, trucks and vehicles in loading and unloading queues shall turn 
off their engines, when not in use, to reduce vehicle emissions.  
Construction emissions shall be phased and scheduled to avoid emissions 
peaks and discontinued during second-stage smog alerts.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction activities associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-8: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that electricity rather than temporary 
diesel- or gasoline-powered generators shall be used to the extent feasible.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-9: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that all construction vehicles shall be 
prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and off-site.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-10: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that heavy-duty construction equipment 
shall use alternative clean fuels, such as low sulfur diesel or compressed 
natural gas with oxidation catalysts or particulate traps, to the extent 
feasible.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
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appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-11: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that shuttle service shall be provided to 
construction workers who are required to park in offsite parking lots if such 
lots are not within a walking distance of 1100 feet from the respective 
construction sites.  CRA/LA shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to construction associated with the five development parcels 
and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-12: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall equip major earth moving equipment, haul 
trucks, and excavation equipment with particulate filters and catalytic 
converters.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to construction associated with the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.   The County’s CAO or 
its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure F-3: During each construction phase, the developer 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that building materials, architectural coatings and cleaning solvents 
shall comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction associated with the five development parcels.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD shall be responsible for the 
enforcement of this measure for all Project components in the case of non-
compliance. 
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iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 
Project’s potentially significant air quality impacts in Section 
IV.F of the DEIR. With implementation of the above 
regulatory measures and mitigation measures, heavy-duty 
construction equipment emissions would be reduced by a 
minimum of 5 percent and fugitive dust emissions would be 
reduced by an additional 16 percent.  However, regional 
construction activities would still exceed the SCAQMD daily 
emission thresholds for regional NOx, CO and VOC after 
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  
Therefore, construction of the Project would have a 
significant and unavoidable impact on regional air quality.  
Construction activities would also still exceed the SCAQMD 
daily localized emission threshold for PM10 and NO2 after 
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  
Therefore, construction of the Project would also have a 
significant and unavoidable impact on localized emissions.  

iv. Cumulative Impact - Buildout of those related development 
projects identified in the FEIR that would be constructed 
within a similar time frame as the Project would increase 
short-term emissions for concurrent activities during the 
Project’s construction period.  Since emissions of criteria 
pollutants under peak construction activities are concluded to 
be significant, any additional construction activities as part of 
any related project occurring during this time and in the 
vicinity of the Project site would be adding additional air 
pollutant emissions to these significant levels.  As a result, a 
significant and unavoidable cumulative impact with respect to 
construction emissions would occur.   

 
b. Air Quality, Project Operation 

i. Potential Impacts –Project operations may cause a significant 
air quality impact if: 
1. Operation emissions exceed any of the daily thresholds 

presented below: 
 

Pollutant Significance Threshold (lbs/day) 
VOC 55 
NOx 55 
CO 550 
PM10 150 
SOx 150 
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ii. Findings – A significant and unavoidable air quality impact 
caused by Project operations will occur on a project-specific 
and cumulative basis.  The Authority makes the following 
findings for this impact: 
1. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have 

been required in, or incorporated into, the Project, 
which will lessen such significant environmental 
effects. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-F(b) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 

 
Although the following mitigation measures aimed at reducing these significant and 
unavoidable air quality impacts during Project operations have been adopted, these 
mitigation measures will not reduce those significant impacts to a level of insignificance: 
 

Mitigation Measure F-13: During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall, to 
the extent feasible, ensure that deliveries are scheduled during off-peak 
traffic periods to encourage the reduction of trips during the most congested 
periods.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure, with regard to construction associated with the five 
development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-14: During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall 
coordinate with the MTA and the LADOT to provide information to Project 
employees, residents and guests with regard to local bus and rail services.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction associated with the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-15: Provide the appropriate number of bicycle 
racks located at convenient locations in the Project site.  The developer 
shall implement this measure with regard to the five development parcels 
prior to initial building occupancy for each construction phase, while the 
responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park, under the 
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applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of each construction phase.  The City’s Department of Safety 
shall review and approve the number and location of the bicycle racks with 
regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee 
shall perform the same function with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure F-16: During on-going Project operations, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park, under the applicable 
agreements, shall ensure that all fixtures used for lighting of exterior 
common areas shall be regulated by automatic devices to turn off lights 
when they are not needed, but a minimum level of lighting should be 
provided for safety.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this mitigation measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure F-1: During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all point source facilities shall obtain all required permits from 
the SCAQMD.  The issuance of these permits by the SCAQMD shall 
require the operators of these facilities to implement Best Available Control 
Technology and other required measures that reduce emissions of criteria 
air pollutants.  Proof of permit issuance by the SCAQMD shall be provided 
to the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
County’s CAO or its designee with regard to the Civic Park.  Compliance 
with point source permits shall be enforced by the SCAQMD for all Project 
components. 
Project Design Feature F-3:  During Project operations, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, shall ensure that commercial 
businesses located within the Project site shall be limited to those that do 
not emit high levels of potentially toxic air contaminants or odors (e.g., dry 
cleaners with on-site processing plants that handle toxic chemicals).  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall be responsible for the enforcement of this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels. 
 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 
Project’s potentially significant air quality impacts in Section 
IV.F of the DEIR.  As with the analysis of air quality impacts 
due to construction of the Project, the analysis used to 
determine the air quality impacts attributable to Project 
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operations employed protocol established by the SCAQMD.  
Potential impacts associated with the CO hot spots, toxic air 
contaminants, and regional air pollutants were analyzed in the 
FEIR.  The analysis conservatively assumed that if any 
“screening” threshold set by the SCAQMD would be 
exceeded, then a significant impact would occur.  Further, it 
was assumed that such an impact applied to the entire 
community surrounding the Project area, and, accordingly, no 
particular group of sensitive receptors was excluded.  Under 
that analysis, operational emissions of “regional” air 
pollutants from the Project would exceed the SCAQMD daily 
emission threshold for regional CO, VOC, PM10, and NOx 
after implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  
Therefore, operation of the Project would have a significant 
and unavoidable impact on regional air quality.  In addition, 
regional operational emissions would still exceed SCAQMD 
daily thresholds for CO, VOC, PM10, and NOx after 
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  
Therefore, operation of the Project would have a significant 
and unavoidable impact on regional air quality.   

During the public review process, a comment was 
raised regarding the inclusion of a mitigation measure that 
would encourage water-based coatings or coatings with a 
lower volatile organic compound (VOC) content than 100 
grams per liter.  In addition, the comment suggested the 
mitigation measure restrict the number of gallons of coatings 
used per day and mandate the use of materials that do not 
need to be painted, or that can be painted and, then, 
transported to the site.  This mitigation measure, however is 
not necessary since Rule 1113 of the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) already applies to this 
issue.  The SCAQMD imposes the strictest rules in the nation 
with regard to the application of architectural paints and 
coatings. District Rule 1113 restricts VOCs in virtually all 
types of paints and coatings, including but not limited to, 
wood finishes, lacquers, concrete-curing compounds, fire-
proofing exterior coatings, paints, floor coatings, coatings for 
signs, mastic coatings, roof coatings, rust preventative 
coatings, stains, swimming pool coatings, wood 
preservatives, and water-proofing sealers.  This rule reflects 
the most stringent industry-wide standards achievable in 
practice. Accordingly, and for the reasons stated in the FEIR, 
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the Authority finds that such a mitigation measure is 
infeasible. 

iv. Cumulative Impact – Implementation of the Project would 
result in an increase in ongoing operational emissions, which 
would contribute to region-wide emissions on a cumulative 
basis.  Accordingly, the Project’s cumulative air quality 
impacts are also concluded to be significant.  In such cases, 
the SCAQMD recommends that all projects, employ all 
feasible mitigation measures, which has been done with 
regard to the Project.  

G. Noise 

a. Construction, Noise 
i. Impacts – The construction of the Project may cause a 

significant noise impact if: 
1. Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a 

three-month period would exceed existing ambient 
exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a noise 
sensitive use; 

2. Construction activities would exceed the ambient noise 
level by 5 dBA at a noise sensitive use between the 
hours of 9:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. Monday through 
Friday, before 8:00 A.M. or after 6 P.M. on Saturday, 
or at anytime on Sunday. 

ii. Findings – The Project will cause a significant and 
unavoidable noise impact during construction of the Project 
on a project-specific and cumulative basis.  The Authority 
makes the following findings for this impact: 
1. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have 

been required in, or incorporated into, the Project on a 
project-specific and cumulative basis, which will 
lessen such significant environmental effects. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-G(a) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 
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Although the following mitigation measures aimed at reducing these significant and 
unavoidable noise impacts associated with Project construction have been adopted, these 
mitigation measures will not reduce those significant impacts to a level of insignificance: 
 

Mitigation Measure G-1:  To reduce any impact on nearby venues that 
may be noise sensitive receptors, such as the Music Center, Disney Concert 
Hall, and the County Courthouse, the following Measures G-1 and G-2 
shall be implemented as follows: During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements shall limit (i) construction activities utilizing 
heavy equipment to Monday through Friday from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., 
and (ii) interior construction work inside building shells and construction 
activities not utilizing heavy equipment to 7:00 a.m. to 9 p.m. Monday 
through Friday.  Saturday construction shall be limited to 8:00 a.m. to 6 
p.m.  No exterior construction activities shall be permitted on Sundays or 
holidays per applicable City regulations.  Construction noise measures shall 
also be implemented, which may include the use of noise mufflers on 
construction equipment used within 100 feet of these buildings.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park.   
Mitigation Measure G-2:  During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program shall not use heavy equipment 
within (to the maximum extent practicable) 100 feet of the County 
Courthouse building while Court is in session.  Construction contracts must 
specify that all construction equipment shall be in proper operating 
condition and fitted with standard factory silencing features and other 
applicable attenuation devices such as mufflers.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency or department shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or 
its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure G-3:  During the initial stage of each construction 
phase (site demolition and site preparation/excavation) for each Project 
parcel and when construction activities are within 200 feet of noise 
sensitive land uses, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, shall erect a temporary, 8-foot, ½-inch-thick plywood fence along 
the boundaries or each construction site adjacent to noise sensitive uses 
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such that the “line of sight” between on-site construction activities and the 
residential or other sensitive uses is blocked, where feasible.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels. 
Mitigation Measure G-4:  During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall ensure that pile drivers within the individual 
activity/development site under construction at that time shall be equipped 
with noise control devices having a minimum quieting factor of 10 dBA.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction in the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure G-5: During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall, except as otherwise permitted by applicable 
agreements, ensure that construction loading and staging areas shall be 
located on the Project site within each respective construction site and away 
from noise-sensitive uses to the extent feasible.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction in the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure G-6:  Prior to the issuance of grading permits for each 
construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, plans and specifications that include a 
requirement to route pedestrians (to the maximum extent practicable) 50 
feet away from the construction area when heavy equipment such as 
hydraulic excavators are in use.  Such routing may include the posting of 
signs at adjacent intersections.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels 
and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Mitigation Measure G-7:  During each construction phase, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
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implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall designate a construction relations officer to 
serve as a liaison with surrounding property owners who is responsible for 
responding to any concerns regarding construction noise.  The liaison shall 
coordinate with the Project construction manager(s) to implement remedial 
measures in the shortest time feasible.  The liaison’s telephone number(s) 
shall be prominently displayed at multiple locations along the perimeter of 
each construction site.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  
 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 
Project’s potentially significant construction noise impacts in 
Section IV.G of the DEIR.  The noise reduction measures 
prescribed in Mitigation Measure G-1 would achieve a 
minimum 5-dBA reduction along areas of sensitive receptors 
where the line-of-sight to ground-level construction activity 
that occurs on the Project site is broken.  Regulatory Measure 
G-1 would preclude construction-period noise impacts from 
occurring during the noise-sensitive night time periods, or at 
any time on Sundays or holidays.  In addition, the use of 
heavy construction equipment shall cease one hour earlier 
than otherwise allowed under City Code.  Noise level 
reductions attributable to Mitigation Measures G-2 and G-3, 
and G-4, G-5, and G-6 (e.g., use of noise mufflers and on-site 
storage of construction equipment) are not easily quantifiable, 
but implementation of such measures would reduce the noise 
level impact associated with construction activities to the 
extent feasible.  Further, construction noise from earthmoving 
equipment will be reduced since most of such equipment will 
sink below a surrounding soundwall as excavation proceeds 
during construction.  Nevertheless, Project construction 
activities would intermittently increase the daytime noise 
levels at nearby sensitive land uses during construction 
activities by more than the 5-dBA significance threshold.  As 
such, noise impacts during construction are concluded to be 
significant and unavoidable.   

iv. Cumulative Impact – Noise impacts during construction of 
the Project and each related development project (that has not 
already been built) would be limited to the duration of 
construction and would be localized.  In addition, it is 
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anticipated that each of the related projects would comply 
with the applicable provisions of the City’s noise ordinance, 
as well as mitigation measures that may be prescribed by the 
City that require significant impacts be reduced to the extent 
feasible.  However, since noise impacts due to construction of 
the proposed Project would be significant on its own, it is 
conservatively concluded that noise impacts due to 
construction of the Project in combination with any of the 
related projects would also be significant. 

 
b. Operational Noise 

i. Potential Impacts – The Project’s operations may cause a 
significant impact if: 
1. The Project causes the ambient noise level measured at 

the property line of affected uses to increase by 3dBA 
in CNEL to or within the “normally unacceptable” or 
“clearly unacceptable” category or by 5dBA in CNEL 
within the “normally acceptable” or “conditionally 
acceptable” category. 

2. Project-related operational (i.e., non-roadway) noise 
sources increase ambient noise by 5 dBA, thus causes 
a violation of the City’s Noise Ordinance. 

ii. Findings – The potentially significant noise impact 
attributable to Project operations will be mitigated to a level 
of less than significance with the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure G-8: 

Mitigation Measure G-8: The developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall prepare and implement building plans 
that ensure prior to the start of each construction phase which 
includes residential development, that all exterior walls, floor-ceiling 
assemblies (unless within a unit), and windows having a line of sight 
(30 degrees measured from the horizontal plane) of Grand Avenue, 
Hill Street, Hope Street, First Street, and Second Street of such 
residential development shall be constructed with double-paned 
glass or an equivalent and in a manner to provide an airborne sound 
insulation system achieving a lab-tested Sound Transmission Class 
of 30, subject to field testing, as defined in UBC Standard No. 35-1, 
1982 edition.  Sign off by the City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall be 
required prior to obtaining a building permit.  The developer, as an 
alternative, may retain an engineer registered in the State of 
California with expertise in acoustical engineering, who shall submit 
a signed report for an alternative means of sound simulation 
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satisfactory to the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department.  Examples of 
alternative means may include, but are not limited to, the following: 
(1) acoustical seals for doors and windows opening to the exterior; 
(2) consideration of the type, location, and size of windows; and (3) 
sealing or baffling of openings and vents.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, 
shall determine compliance with this measure. 
 
iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 

Project’s potential noise impact attributable to Project 
operations in Section IV.G of the DEIR.  Project development 
would not result in any significant noise impacts to off-site 
receptors during long-term Project operations.  With 
implementation of Mitigation Measure G-8, on-site residents 
would not be exposed to inappropriately high noise levels 
from off-site activities (e.g., vehicle traffic on adjacent 
roadways), and thus the potential noise impact caused during 
Project operations will be less than significant. 

iv. Cumulative Impact – Cumulative traffic volumes would result 
in a maximum increase of 2.5 dBA CNEL along Second 
Street, between Grand Avenue and Olive Street.  As this 
noise level increase would be below the 3 dBA CNEL 
significance threshold, roadway noise impacts due to 
cumulative traffic volumes would be less than significant.  
Los Angeles Municipal Code limits stationary-source noise 
from items such as roof-top mechanical equipment and 
emergency generators, would maintain noise to less than 
significant levels at the property lines of the related projects.  
Therefore, on-site noise produced by any related project 
would not be additive to Project-related noise levels.  
Accordingly, cumulative stationary-source noise impacts 
attributable to cumulative development would also be less 
than significant.   

H. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may a significant impact with regard 
to hazards and hazardous materials if: 
i. Project activities would involve the disturbance, removal, 

storage, or disposal of hazardous materials; or 
ii. The Project would expose people or structures to substantial 

risk resulting from the release of a hazardous material, or 
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from exposure to a health hazard, in excess of regulatory 
standards. 

b. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant impact with 
regard to hazards and hazardous material.  Notwithstanding, the 
following regulatory measures have been identified to ensure the 
Project’s less than significant impact concerning this issue: 

Regulatory Measure H-1: Prior to the start of each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall properly 
decommission all unused groundwater monitoring wells, per applicable 
regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The Regional 
Water Quality Control Board shall enforce compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure H-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall test for the 
presence or absence of hydrogen sulfide and methane beneath the site by 
subsurface sampling.  Should the sampling result in the discovery of 
hydrogen sulfide and/or methane, appropriate health and safety measures 
shall be implemented, in accordance with applicable regulations.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure H-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall take fill 
samples from each of the five parcels, and shall analyze these samples for 
contaminants at elevated concentrations.  Should elevated contaminant 
concentrations be discovered, appropriate measures shall be implemented, 
in accordance with applicable regulations.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure H-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall undertake an appropriate 
investigation to ascertain whether any hazardous conditions would occur as 
a function of implementing the streetscape improvements along Grand 
Avenue and/or the Civic Park.  Should elevated concentrations of 
contaminants be identified, appropriate measures shall be implemented in 
accordance with applicable regulations.  The City’s Department of Building 
and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure H-5:  Prior to demolition or renovation in the Civic 
Center Mall, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 

 
873245.1 

72



 

under the applicable agreements shall perform an asbestos-sampling survey 
to determine the presence of asbestos containing materials.  If such 
materials should be found, the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park shall prepare and implement an Operations and Maintenance 
Plan that meets all applicable federal, state and local requirements.  This 
plan shall safely maintain asbestos containing materials that remain on the 
site.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  
Regulatory Measure H-6:  Prior to the start of any demolition activities or 
renovation on any painted surfaces at the Project site, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
conduct a survey of lead based paint (LBP) to determine the level of risk 
posed to maintenance personnel, construction workers, facility staff, and 
patrons from exposure to the paints present at the site.  Any 
recommendations made in that survey related to the paints present at the 
Project site shall be implemented prior to the demolition or renovation of 
said painted surfaces.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The 
County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
 
c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The Project’s potential impacts 

attributable to hazards and hazardous materials were analyzed in 
detail in Section IV-H of the DEIR. According to the Phase I 
environmental assessments completed for the Project site, there are 
no potential recognized environmental conditions (RECs) within any 
of the five development parcels.  In addition, there is no evidence at 
the Project site of asbestos, hazardous materials use, storage or 
waste, or hazardous air emissions.  It is anticipated that hazardous 
materials, including fertilizers, herbicides and pesticides, would be 
used to maintain the landscaping within the Civic Park, the Grand 
Avenue streetscape program and the five development parcels.  In 
addition, hazardous materials associated with maintenance activity 
within the five development parcels would be present at the Project 
site.  However, since the transport, use and storage of these materials 
would be managed in accordance with applicable federal, state, and 
local regulations, these materials would not be expected to pose 
significant risks to the public or the environment.  Consequently, 
construction and operation under both Project Options would not 
expose people to substantial risk resulting from the release of a 
hazardous material, or from exposure to a health hazard in excess of 

 
873245.1 

73



 

regulatory standards.  Accordingly, construction and operation under 
both Project Options would not result in a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through the transport, use or disposal of 
hazardous materials, and impacts would be less than significant.  
Further, impacts associated with the potential discovery of hazardous 
and non-hazardous materials on the Project site would be reduced to 
a less than significant level with compliance with the above 
regulatory measures.   

d. Cumulative Impact – In light of existing federal and state 
regulations, it is assumed that any potential hazardous materials 
located on any of the 93 related project sites would be identified and 
remediated prior to construction and operation of any habitable 
facility.  As such, any groundwater or soil contamination occurring 
on the related project sites would be addressed in accordance with 
applicable regulations and mitigation measures during the permitting 
process by the applicable responsible agencies.  Such remediation 
activities in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations 
would reduce any significant impacts associated with hazardous 
materials to less than significant levels.  Therefore, with monitoring 
and compliance with federal, state and local regulations and 
procedures, the potential for cumulative impacts attributable to the 
Project’s and related projects’ transport, use or disposal of hazardous 
materials would be less than significant.   

I. Fire Protection and Related Services 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project would cause a significant impact to 
Los Angeles Fire Department fire prevention and suppression 
services and/or emergency medical services if: 
i. The Project would cause a substantial increase in emergency 

response times as a result of increased traffic congestion; or 
ii. The Project would exceed the capability of existing fire 

stations and emergency personnel to serve the Project site. 
b. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant impact with 

regard to fire prevention or emergency medical services.  
Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures and project 
design features have been identified to ensure the Project’s less than 
significant impact concerning this issue: 

Regulatory Measure I.1-1:  During demolition activities occurring during 
each construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall ensure sure 
that emergency access shall remain clear and unobstructed.  The LAFD 
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shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County Fire 
Department (LACoFD) shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-2:  Prior to each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and 
specifications to ensure that the construction contractor is apprised of the 
requirement to maintain access to sub-surface parking structures associated 
with the Civic Center Mall, the Music Center, and the Colburn School for 
Performing Arts.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-3:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements shall maintain access for emergency response 
personnel to the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles, the County Courthouse, the Colburn School for 
Performing Arts, and the Walt Disney Concert Hall.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction in the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-4:  Prior to each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan to 
ensure that emergency evacuation from the northwest side of the County 
Mall and Colburn School for Performing Arts, the southeast side of the 
Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall would not be impeded by 
construction of the individual Project elements. With respect to the plan for 
the Mall, it must be prepared to coordinate with emergency evacuation 
plans for the Courthouse and the Hall of Administration.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-5:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements shall ensure that sufficient fire hydrants shall 
remain accessible at all times during Project construction.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
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development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-6:  Prior to the start of each construction phase 
and during Project operations, the developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels shall comply with all applicable State and local codes 
and ordinances, and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire 
Prevention Plan, and the Safety Plan, both of which are elements of the 
General Plan of the City of Los Angeles (C.P.C. 19708).  The City of Los 
Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-7:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall maintain all access roads, 
including fire lanes, in an unobstructed manner, and removal of 
obstructions shall be at the owner’s expense.  The entrance to all required 
fire lanes or required private driveways shall be posted with a sign no less 
than three square feet in area in accordance with Section 57.09.05 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-8:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable 
agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and 
specifications in accordance with LAFD requirements, and requirements for 
necessary permits shall be satisfied prior to commencement of construction 
on any portion of the five development parcels or the Streetscape Program. 
The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans in 
accordance with LACoFD requirements, and requirements for necessary 
permits shall be satisfied prior to commencement of construction on any 
portion of the Civic Park.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the Civic Park.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-10:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that will assure that any required fire hydrants that are 
installed shall be fully operational and accepted by the Fire Department 
prior to any building construction.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
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Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-11:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall submit 
plot plans indicating access roads and turning areas to the LAFD for review 
and approval.  The developer, with regard to the five development parcels 
shall implement the approved plot plans.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-12:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, engineering plans that show adequate fire flow and placement 
of adequate and required public and private fire hydrants.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-13:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall provide emergency access for Fire Department apparatus 
and personnel to and into all structures.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-14:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that will provide that any private roadways 
for general access use and fire lanes shall not be less than 20 feet wide and 
clear to the sky.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-15:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that will provide that any fire lanes and 
dead end streets shall terminate in a cul-de-sac or other approved turning 
area.  No dead end street or fire lane shall be greater than 700 feet in length 
or secondary access shall be required.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-16:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that designs any proposed development 
utilizing cluster, group, or condominium design not more than 150 feet 
from the edge of the roadway of an improved street, access road, or 
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designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-17: Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that designs fire lanes to be not less than 
28 feet in width.  When a fire lane must accommodate the operation of Fire 
Department aerial ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are installed, 
those portions shall not be less than 28 feet in width.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-18:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, where above 
ground floors are used for residential purposes, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that interprets the access requirement as being the 
horizontal travel distance from the street, driveway, alley, or designated fire 
lane to the main entrance of the residential units.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-19:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that designs the entrance or exit of all 
ground level residential units to be no more than 150 feet from the edge of 
a roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The 
LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-20:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides access that requires the 
accommodation of Fire Department apparatus, shall design the minimum 
outside radius of the paved surface to be 35 feet.  An additional six feet of 
clear space must be maintained beyond the outside radius to a vertical point 
13 feet 6 inches above the paved surface of the roadway.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-21:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall not 
construct any building or portion of a building to be more than 150 feet 
from the edge of a roadway of an improved street, access road, or 
designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-22:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides for access that requires 
accommodation of Fire Department apparatus, a design for overhead 
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clearances to be not less than 14 feet.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-23:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides for additional vehicular 
access required by the Fire Department, where buildings exceed 28 feet in 
height.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-24:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides, where fire apparatus shall be 
driven onto the road level surface of the subterranean parking structure, for 
the structure to be engineered to withstand a bearing pressure of 8,600 
pounds per square foot.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-25:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall record any 
private streets as Private Streets and Fire Lanes.  All private street plans 
shall show the words “Private Street and Fire Lane” within the private 
street easement.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-26:  During operation of the Project, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall provide that 
all electric gates approved by the Fire Department shall be tested by the 
Fire Department prior to Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, granting a Certificate of Occupancy.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-27.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
would not construct any building or portion of a building more than 300 
feet from an approved fire hydrant.  Distance shall be computed along path 
of travel with the exception that dwelling unit travel distance shall be 
computed to the front door of the unit.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-28.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall submit 
plans to the Fire Department for review and approval.  Where rescue 
window access is required, the developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall incorporate conditions and improvements 
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necessary to meet accessibility standards as determined by the LAFD.  The 
LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-29.  During operations of the Project, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall have the curbs 
of all public street and fire lane cul-de-sacs painted red and/or be posted 
“No Parking at Any Time” prior to the issuance of a Certificate of 
Occupancy or Temporary Certificate of Occupancy for any structures 
adjacent to the cul-de-sac.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-30.  During operations of the Project, planning 
for large events at the Civic Park shall be implemented by the County or 
County Park Operator to reduce potential adverse affects on emergency 
access.  As part of the planning process, representatives of the LACoFD, 
County Office of Public Safety, LAFD, LAPD and LADOT shall be 
advised of the activities and consulted to establish appropriate procedures 
for crowd and traffic control.  Plans shall be submitted to the County Chief 
Administrative Officer for review and approval.  
Project Design Feature I.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall submit 
building plans to the LAFD for review and approval that demonstrate that 
automatic fire sprinklers shall be installed in all structures.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure. 
 
c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 

the Project’s potential impacts on fire protection and related services 
in Section IV-I(1) of the DEIR. Construction may result in 
temporary lane closures that would potentially affect emergency 
access.  Temporary lane closures could increase the time for fire 
protection vehicles and emergency medical vehicles responding to 
elderly or disabled residents in the downtown areas.  However, the 
average response times for Fire Stations 3, 4, 9, and 10, which would 
serve the Project and currently serve the surrounding area are 5.3 
minutes, 4.6 minutes, 4.8 minutes, and 4.9 minutes, respectively.  
Those response times are below the Citywide average response times 
of 5.5 minutes for EMS and 5.4 minutes for fire incidents, which 
indicates these existing services will be adequate to handle incidents 
during Project construction.   To ensure adequate response times for 
these services, the LAFD would be notified of the scheduling of all 
Project construction in order to plan appropriate alternative response 
routes, if necessary.  Public detour routes would be established 
where required to divert traffic from the affected street segments.  In 
addition, emergency vehicle access to adjoining and nearby 
properties would be required to be maintained at all times.  Thus, 
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due to the better than City-wide response times, the large number of 
fire stations in the Project area, the temporary and limited nature of 
the closures along roadways and the wide selection of alternative 
routes to and through the Project site, construction of the Project will 
not significantly impact the ability of the LAFD to respond to 
emergency incidents, as confirmed by the FEIR.  With respect to 
Project operations, automatic fire sprinkler systems in all structures, 
fire hydrants installed to LAFD specifications, and supplemental fire 
protection devices would be incorporated into new Project 
structures, as required by the Fire Code.  As the Project site is within 
the service area of four Task Force truck and engine companies, 
Project operations are anticipated to result in less than significant 
impacts to LAFD staff and equipment capabilities.  In addition, the 
Project will comply with all fire safety regulations and the 
incorporation of regulatory measures. No significant impacts will 
occur with respect to fire protection and related services.   

d. Cumulative Impact – The LAFD has determined that development of 
the Project, in conjunction with other approved and planned projects, 
may result in the need for the following: (1) increased staffing at 
existing facilities; (2) additional fire protection facilities; and (3) 
relocation of existing fire protection facilities.  However, as related 
project applicants would be required to coordinate with the LAFD to 
ensure that related project construction and operations would not 
significantly impact LAFD services and facilities, no significant 
cumulative impacts are anticipated. 

J. Police Protection Services 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact on 
police protection services provided by the LAPD if: 
i. The Project will generate demand for additional police 

protection services that substantially exceeds the capability of 
the LAPD to serve the Project site. 

ii. The Project would cause a substantial increase in emergency 
response times as a result of increased traffic congestion 
and/or limited emergency access, during either construction 
or operation of the Project. 

b. Findings - The Project will not cause a significant impact with 
regard to police services.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory 
measures have been identified to ensure a less than significant 
impact concerning this issue. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-1:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
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parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall provide clear and unobstructed LAPD 
access to the construction site.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County Office of Public Safety shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-2:  During ongoing construction, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels shall provide security features 
on the construction site(s), such as guards, fencing, and locked entrances.  
The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall submit 
plot plans for all proposed development to the Los Angeles Police 
Department's Crime Prevention Section for review and comment.  Security 
features subsequently recommended by the LAPD shall be implemented by 
the developer to the extent feasible.   
Regulatory Measure I.2-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall submit plot plans for all proposed development 
to the County Office of Public Safety for review and comment.  Security 
features subsequently recommended by the Office of Public Safety shall be 
implemented by the County or County Park Operator to the extent feasible.  
Regulatory Measure I.2-5:  At the completion of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall file as-built 
building plans with the LAPD Central Area Commanding Officer.  Plans 
shall include access routes, floor plans, and any additional information that 
might facilitate prompt and efficient police response.  The LAPD shall 
determine compliance with this measure.  
Regulatory Measure I.2-6:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park shall install alarms and/or locked gates on 
doorways providing public access to commercial facilities.  The LAPD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.  The County Office of Public Safety shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-7:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall not plant landscaping in a way 
that could provide cover for persons tampering with doors or windows of 
commercial facilities, or for persons lying in wait for pedestrians or parking 
garage users.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  
Regulatory Measure I.2-8:  Additional lighting shall be installed where 
appropriate, including on the Project site and in parking garages, as 
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determined in consultation with the LAPD with regard to the five 
development parcels and the County Office of Public Safety with regard to 
the Civic Park.  The developer shall implement this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each 
construction phase, while the responsible parties for the implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements 
shall implement these measures prior to the completion of construction for 
each of those Project components.   
Regulatory Measure I.2-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that incorporates safety features into the Project’s design 
to assure pedestrian safety, assist in controlling pedestrian traffic flows, and 
avoid pedestrian/vehicular conflicts on-site.  Safety measures may include 
the provision of security personnel; clearly designated, well-lighted 
pedestrian walkways on-site; special street and pedestrian-level lighting; 
physical barriers (e.g., low walls, landscaping), particularly around the 
perimeter of the parking garages, to direct pedestrians to specific exit 
locations that correspond to designated crosswalk locations on adjacent 
streets.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels.  The County Office of Public Safety 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-10:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy for each construction phase and during Project operations, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall develop, and 
thereafter implement, a new or modified Security Plan to minimize the 
potential for on-site crime and the need for LAPD services.  The plan 
would outline the security services and features to be implemented, as 
determined in consultation with the LAPD.  The LAPD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
The following shall be included in the plan: 
1. Provision of an on-site security force that would monitor and patrol 

the Project site.  During operational hours, security officers shall 
perform pedestrian, vehicular, and/or bicycle patrols. 

2. Implementation of a video camera surveillance system and/or a 
closed-circuit television system; 

3. Additional security features shall be incorporated into the design of 
proposed parking facilities, including “spotters” for parking areas, 
and ensuring the availability of sufficient parking either on- or off-
site for all building employees and anticipated patrons and visitors; 

4. Security lighting incorporating good illumination and minimum dead 
space in the design of entryways, seating areas, lobbies, elevators, 
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service areas, and parking areas to eliminate areas of concealment.  
Security lighting shall incorporate full cutoff fixtures which 
minimize glare from the light source and provide light downward 
and inward to structures to maximize visibility; 

5. Provision of lockable doors at appropriate Project entryways, 
offices, retail stores, and restaurants; 

6. Installation of alarms at appropriate Project entryways and ancillary 
commercial structures; 

7. All businesses desiring to sell or allow consumption of alcoholic 
beverages are subject to the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit by 
the City; 

8. Accessibility for emergency service personnel and vehicles into each 
structure, and detailed diagram(s) of the Project site, including 
access routes, unit numbers, and any information that would 
facilitate police response shall be provided to the Central Area 
Commanding Officer. 

9. In addition, security procedures regarding initial response, 
investigation, detainment of crime suspects, LAPD notification, 
crowd and traffic control, and general public assistance shall be 
outlined in the Security Plan.  The plan would be subject to review 
by the LAPD, and any provisions pertaining to access would be 
subject to approval by the LADOT. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-11:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy for each construction phase and on-going during operations, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall develop, and thereafter implement, a 
Emergency Procedures Plan to address emergency concerns and practices.  
The plan shall be subject to review by the LAPD with regard to the five 
development parcels and the County Office of Public Safety with regard 
to the Civic Park, and any provisions pertaining to access would be 
subject to approval by LADOT. 
 

c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 
the Project’s potential impacts on police protection and related 
services in Section IV-I(2) of the DEIR The Project’s impacts on 
police protection services or response times would continue to be 
less than significant.  Project construction may result in temporary 
lane closures that would potentially affect emergency access.  Given 
notification to the LAPD of all construction scheduling, the 
temporary nature of any closures, and the availability of alternative 
routes, the Project would not significantly affect emergency access 
or response times.  Furthermore, during construction, traffic 
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management personnel (flag persons) would be trained to assist in 
emergency response, and on-site security measures would reduce 
theft and other demands on police services.  Therefore, construction 
activities are not expected to significantly affect the capacity of the 
LAPD to adequately serve the Project site.  With regard to Project 
operation, it is anticipated that activity in the Civic Park would 
increase on both a daily basis and during special events.  As the 
current Civic Center Mall is currently used extensively on a daily 
basis, the additional increase in activity on a daily basis is not 
anticipated to increase to such an extent so as to exceed the 
capabilities of the County Office of Public Safety.  During special 
events, when the numbers of people using the park would increase 
substantially, the park operator would employ private security 
personnel to supplement police services during these events and, 
therefore, reduce the demand on police services created by these 
large events.  The use of additional security staff would be 
commensurate with the size of the event.   Access to the park would 
be governed by a set of rules that are consistent with those used 
throughout public parks in the area.  Those who comply with the 
posted rules will not be denied access to the park, whereas on the 
other hand, those individuals who chose not to comply with the rules 
would, out of courtesy to others, be required to leave the park.  The 
Project’s combined residential and employment population would 
reduce the officer per resident ratio and, assuming the same number 
of officers in the LAPD Central Area station as under existing 
conditions, the ratio of crimes that are handled by each officer would 
increase from approximately 20 to 23.4.  This level of increased 
demand in the context of occurring over an entire year would not 
substantially exceed LAPD’s capacity.  Accordingly, the Project’s 
impact to police services would be less than significant. 

d. Cumulative Impact – Although the operation of Project would have 
a less-than-significant impact on police services, because the list of 
related projects is extensive and, if all related projects were built, the 
combined Project and related projects would have a significant 
cumulative impact with regard to police protection services.  This 
level of increased demand would substantially exceed the LAPD’s 
capacity to provide services from the Central Area station.  For 
example, under the County Office Building Option, if the current 
337 officers in the area were to remain constant at 337 officers, the 
ratio of population to officers would increase from 130 persons for 
each officer to 382 persons for each officer.  If the per capita crime 
rate were to remain constant at 154 crimes per 1,000 population, 
there would be 19,849 additional crimes, and the crimes that would 
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need to be handled by each officer would increase from 20 to 59.  
However, if the City added police resources in response to such 
growth, then the cumulative impact to police services would be less 
than significant.  Yet, it is conservatively assumed that the City may 
not be able to add such resources commensurate with such 
population growth, and, therefore, the cumulative impact to police 
services is determined to be significant. 

K. School Services 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact on 
Los Angeles Unified School District (“LAUSD”) schools if: 
i. The demand for school services anticipated at the time of 

Project build out exceeds the expected level of service 
available; or 

ii. The increased demand would require the construction of new 
facilities, a major reorganization of students or classrooms, 
major revisions to the school calendar (i.e., multi-track 
calendar), or other actions that would create a temporary or 
permanent impact on the school(s) serving the Project site. 

b. Findings – Through compliance with Mitigation Measure I.3.1 and 
Government Code Section 65995, the Project will not cause a 
significant impact on schools, and no other mitigation measures are 
required 

Mitigation Measure I.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of each building permit, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall pay school 
mitigation fees pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code 
Section 65995.  Compliance with this measure shall be determined by the 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department. 
 
c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 

the Project’s potential impacts on schools in Section IV-I(3) of the 
DEIR  Pursuant to the provisions of Government Code Section 
65995, a project’s impact on school facilities is fully mitigated 
through the payment of the requisite school facility development 
fees current at the time building permits are issued.  As the 
developer is required to pay school facility development fees, 
impacts under the Project are concluded to be less than significant. 

d. Cumulative Impact – The middle and high school students that 
would be generated by the 93 related projects would when combined 
with the Project’s students, be dispersed throughout the attendance 
boundaries of both the existing and the newly constructed schools.  
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As a result, sufficient capacity would be available at the middle and 
high school level to accommodate the students generated by the 
Project in conjunction with all of the related projects and a less than 
significant cumulative impact would occur.  In contrast, the students 
generated by the related projects combined with the Project’s 
students could not be accommodated within the existing or future 
elementary school capacities.  However, the Project and each related 
project would pay new school facility development fees and, under 
the provisions of Government Code Section 65995, the payment of 
these fees would constitute full mitigation.  Thus, cumulative 
impacts on schools would be less than significant. 

L. Parks and Recreation 

a. Project Construction 
i. Potential Impacts – The construction of the Project may cause 

a significant impact on parks and recreational facilities if: 
1. The Project generates a demand for park or 

recreational facilities that cannot be adequately 
accommodated by existing or planned facilities and 
services. 

ii. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant impact to 
park and recreational facilities, except for a short-term 
significant and unavoidable impact during construction of the 
new Civic Park at the Civic Mall, which impact is a project-
specific and cumulative impact.  With respect to that latter 
impact, the Authority makes the following findings: 
1. All feasible measures, changes and alterations have 

been required in, or incorporated into, the Project, 
which will lessen such significant environmental 
effects. 

2. For the reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations adopted concurrently by the Authority, 
the Authority finds that the significant impact 
identified in this Section XI-L(a) is acceptable in light 
of the Project’s overall benefits. 

iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR discusses the 
Project’s potentially significant impact to park and 
recreational facilities in Section IV.I.4 of the DEIR.  
Construction of the proposed improvements in Civic Park 
would require closure of the existing Civic Mall to implement 
those improvements.  This would limit park availability and 
usage.  Impacts on park usage would likely occur within the 
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immediate area of construction activity and adjacent park 
areas that might be sensitive to construction activities.  It is 
not known if the entire Park area would be affected at a single 
time, or if Park improvements would be implemented on a 
smaller basis (e.g., block by block).  As the construction 
activities could adversely affect park usage, the Project is 
considered to have a significant, short-term impact on parks 
during construction of the Civic Park.  Upon completion of 
the Project, the affected park areas would return to operations 
with an enhanced level of operation due to improvements that 
were implemented during the construction phase.  
Construction of the remainder of the Project, namely, the five 
development parcels and the Grand Avenue street 
improvements would not cause any significant impacts to 
parks and recreational facilities since those sites currently 
include no parks or recreational facilities.   

iv. Cumulative Impact – No related projects are known to affect 
the use or availability of those existing recreational resources 
that would be affected by the Project, either during their 
construction or operations phases.  However, s the Project 
would prohibit the recreational use of the existing Civic 
Center Mall during the construction of the Project’s Civic 
Park, it is conservatively concluded that cumulative impacts 
on recreational resources are considered significant.  

 
b. Project Operation 

i. Potential Impacts – The operation of the Project may cause a 
potentially significant impact to parks and recreational 
facilities if: 
1. The Project generates a demand for park or 

recreational facilities that cannot be adequately 
accommodated by existing or planned facilities and 
services. 

ii. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant impact to 
park and recreational services due to the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure I.4-1.   

Mitigation Measure I.4-1: Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, shall: (1) dedicate additional parkland such that the Project 
would provide a total of 3 acres per 1,000 Project residents; (2) pay 
in-lieu fees for any land dedication requirement shortfall; or (3) a 
combination of the above.  Compliance with this measure shall be 
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determined by the City’s Department of Building and Safety or other 
appropriate City agency or department. 
 
iii. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The EIR discusses the 

potential impact to park and recreation services caused by 
Project operations in Section IV.I.4 of the DEIR.  Compliance 
with the mitigation measure for meeting park demand would 
reduce any impacts due to park dedication shortfalls to less 
than significant levels.   The required dedication of parkland 
from a project is determined by the number of residents 
within the project.  Under the Quimby Act, which is 
implemented through the City’s Municipal Code, three acres 
per 1,000 residents are required.  The Project with County 
Office Building Option is anticipated to generate 
approximately 2,925 residents and would be required to 
provide approximately 8.8 acres of park/recreation space.  
The Additional Residential Development Option is 
anticipated to generate approximately 3,777 residents and 
would be required to provide approximately 11.33 acres of 
park/recreation space.  Since these requirements would not be 
fully achievable on-site, the developer would be required to 
either dedicate additional parkland or pay in-lieu fees per the 
Quimby Act.  If in lieu fees are paid, such fees would be used 
by the City to enhance park and recreational facilities in the 
appropriate geographic areas.  Compliance with the Quimby 
Act would offset the Project’s park and recreational facility 
shortfall and would avoid a significant impact.   

iv. Cumulative Impact -- As with the Project, compliance by 
related projects with the Quimby Act to either dedicate 
additional parkland or pay in-lieu fees would offset the 
park/recreation demands of such related projects and, 
therefore, avoid a significant cumulative impact.   

M. Library Services 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact on 
library services caused by the Project.  A Project could have a 
significant impact on library services if: 
i. The Project would generate a demand for library facilities or 

services that would cause an increase in the community 
population that would exceed Los Angeles Public Library 
(“LAPL”) defined target service population. 
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b. Findings – The Project will not cause significant impacts on library 
services, and no mitigation measures are required.   

c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 
the Project’s potential impacts on libraries in Section IV-I(5) of the 
DEIR The increase in residential population, employees and patrons 
associated under the Project would increase demand on LAPL 
facilities in this area, including the Central Library, the Little Tokyo 
and Chinatown Branch Libraries.  However, the Project is not 
expected to cause an increase in the community population that 
would exceed the LAPL-defined service target population.  The 
LAPL has indicated in comments to the NOP for the EIR that the 
Project should pay a fee of $200 per capita to offset the increase in 
library service demand.  However, the detailed analysis provided in 
the EIR demonstrates that the Project would not cause a significant 
impact on library services, and the LAPL did not provide any data in 
its NOP response letter to the contrary.  In addition, the LAPL did 
not provide any comments on the DEIR.  Further, it should be noted 
that the LAPL has not taken the necessary legal steps to impose a 
mitigation fee on all new development projects in its jurisdiction.   

d. Cumulative Impacts – Population increases created by the 93 related 
projects in combination with the Project would increase the demand 
for LAPL services within the Project area.  If a large number of 
these related projects are eventually developed and such future 
development causes a demand on library services beyond the 
capacity of the then existing libraries, then the LAPL may take the 
necessary steps to adopt an impact fee program that would 
adequately mitigate that cumulative impact on library services.  
However, since the LAPL has not adopted such a fee program, the 
Authority conservatively determines that the cumulative impact on 
library services will be significant. 

N. Water Supply 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact on 
the water supply if: 
i. The public water system’s total projected water supplies 

available during normal, single dry and multiple dry water 
years during the current 20-year projection would not meet 
the projected water demand associated with the proposed 
Project, as well as all other future uses, including agricultural 
and manufacturing uses. 
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ii. The estimated water demand for the Project would exceed the 
available capacity within the distribution infrastructure that 
would serve the Project site. 

iii. The construction of a new or upgraded water distribution 
infrastructure would result in substantial obstruction of 
vehicle and/or pedestrian access. 

b. Findings – With the implementation of Mitigation Measure J.1-1, the 
Project’s potentially significant impact on water supply will be 
reduced to a less than significant level.  In addition, a series of 
regulatory measures are identified that would result in reducing the 
water demand attributable to the Project. 

Mitigation Measure J.1-1:  Prior to initial occupancy of the buildings 
within Parcels L and W-1/W-2, the developer shall install new water lines 
along Second Street, from Olive Street to Hill Street to serve Parcels W-
1/W-2, and from Hope Street to Lower Grand Avenue to serve Parcel L.  
The City’s Department of Public Works shall review and approve all plans 
related to these new water lines.  The developer shall be responsible for the 
implementation of these improvements. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall call DIG-ALERT to 
identify and mark on the ground surface the locations of existing 
underground utilities.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-2:  Prior to the start off each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall perform potholing of 
existing water and gas mains to verify the depth of cover.  If the depth of 
cover over the lines is shallow and the total street pavement section is thick 
(around 24 inches), then the temporary cover over the lines during 
construction may be reduced to 12 inches or less.  Under these 
circumstances, protective measures shall be implemented to prevent 
damage or breakage of the lines during the pavement sub-grade preparation 
process.  Notices of service interruption, if necessary, shall be provided to 
customers in accordance with DWP-Water and ACG requirements.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 

 
873245.1 

91



 

CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-3:  Prior to issuance of building permits for each 
construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, shall pay the appropriate fees as may be imposed by the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department.  A percentage of building permit fees is contributed to the fire 
hydrant fund, which provides for citywide fire protection improvements.  
Compliance with this measure shall be determined by the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, 
Regulatory Measure J.1-4:  Prior the issuance of building permits for each 
construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
Plan under the applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power to conduct a flow test to confirm 
that the existing water system meets fire flow requirements imposed by the 
LAFD for the Project.  The developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
Plan under the applicable agreements, shall undertake and complete 
required improvements as identified by the LADWP, based on the findings 
of the flow test.  The City’s Department of Public Works, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s 
CAO Department of shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-5:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall incorporate Phase I of the City 
of Los Angeles’ Emergency Water Conservation Plan into all privately 
operated parcels.  The Plan prohibits hose watering of driveways and 
associated walkways, mandates decorative fountains to use recycled water, 
mandates drinking water in restaurants to be served upon request only, and 
provides that water leaks are repaired in a timely manner.  The City’s 
Department of Public Works, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-6:  During Project operations, incorporate Los 
Angeles County water conservation policies into the operation of the Civic 
Park, and the County Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the 
County office building option.  The responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, and the 
County with regard to the County Office Building, if the Project proceeds 
with the County office building option, shall be responsible for 

 
873245.1 

92



 

implementing this measure.  The implementation of this measure shall be 
subject to the review and approval of the County’s CAO or its designee. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-7:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements and the County Office Building operator shall 
comply with any additional mandatory water use restrictions imposed as a 
result of drought conditions.  The City’s Department of Public Works, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  
Regulatory Measure J.1-8:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall install automatic sprinkler systems to irrigate 
landscaping during morning hours or during the evening to reduce water 
losses from evaporation, and sprinklers shall be reset to water less often in 
cooler months and during the rainfall season so that water is not wasted by 
excessive landscape irrigation.  The City’s Department of Public Works, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
 
c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The Project’s potentially 

significant impact on the water supply is analyzed in Section IV.J.1 
of the DEIR.  Based on a Water Supply Assessment certified by the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (“LADWP”), the total 
estimated water demand for the Project at build-out is not expected 
to exceed available supplies during normal, single dry and multiple 
dry water years during the 20-year planning period projection.  
Further, the Project is not anticipated to exceed the available 
capacity within the distribution infrastructure that would serve the 
Project site.  Other than connections from the Project site to the 
water mains and the installation of new water lines along Second 
Street, the construction of a new or upgraded distribution and 
conveyance infrastructure would not be required.  With regulatory 
compliance and incorporation of the mitigation measures discussed 
above, impacts to water supply associated with the Project would be 
less than significant. 

d. Cumulative Impact – Development of the 93 related projects would 
cumulatively contribute, in conjunction with the Project to the water 
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demand in the Project area.  Related projects are anticipated to be 
developed in compliance with all applicable water conservation 
regulations and within the build-out scenario of the Community 
Plans and the City of Los Angeles General Plan elements.  Further, 
the LADWP Water Supply Assessment concluded that there are 
adequate water supplies to meet all existing and future water 
demands for the next 20 years.  As such, impacts associated with 
cumulative water demand would be less than significant.   

O. Wastewater 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact on 
wastewater conveyance and treatment facilities if: 
i. The Project’s additional wastewater flows would substantially 

or incrementally exceed the future scheduled capacity of the 
Hyperion Treatment Plant (“HTP”). 

ii. The Project would cause a measurable increase in wastewater 
flows at a point where, and a time when, a sewer’s capacity is 
already constrained or that would cause a sewer’s capacity to 
become constrained. 

iii. The construction of new or upgraded wastewater distribution 
infrastructure would result in a substantial obstruction of 
vehicle and/or pedestrian access. 

b. Findings – The Project will not cause a significant impact with 
regard to wastewater service.  Notwithstanding, the following 
regulatory measures have been identified to ensure the Project’s less 
than significant impact concerning this issue. 

Regulatory Measure J.2-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park shall comply with 
City ordinances limiting connections to the City sewer system, in 
accordance with City Bureau of Sanitation procedures.  The City’s 
Department of Public Works, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
ensure compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure J.2-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park Plan, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, building plan specifications for the installation of 
low-flow water fixtures and further encourage reduction of water 
consumption to minimize wastewater flow to the sewer system, in 
accordance with applicable water conservation requirements.  The City’s 
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Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
ensure compliance with this measure. 
 
c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 

the Project’s potential impact on wastewater facilities in Section IV-
J(2) of the DEIR.  The operation of the Project under the County 
Office Building Option would generate 631,650 gallons per day 
(gpd) of wastewater and a peak flow of 1,073,805 gpd.  The Project 
under the Additional Residential Development Option would 
generate 592,070 gpd on average and a peak flow of 1,006,519 gpd.  
By complying with the provisions of the City’s Sewer Allocation 
Ordinance, wastewater generation resulting from operation of the 
Project would not substantially exceed the future scheduled capacity 
of the HTP.  Nor, would the Project cause a measurable increase in 
wastewater flows at a point where, and a time when, a sewer’s 
capacity is already constrained or would cause a sewer’s capacity to 
become constrained.  Therefore, implementation of the Project 
would result in a less than significant impact to wastewater facilities. 

d. Cumulative Impact – Development of the 93 related projects, in 
conjunction with the Project would cumulatively contribute to 
wastewater generation in the Project area.  The Project with 
Additional Residential Option would generate nearly seven percent 
less wastewater than that of the proposed Project with County Office 
Building Option.  The wastewater anticipated to be discharged by 
the related projects along with the Project with County Office 
Building Option is 7.3 million gpd, which represents approximately 
1.6 percent of the HTP’s full capacity of 450 million gpd.  Each of 
the individual related projects would be subject to the LADWP’s 
determination of whether there is allotted sewer capacity available 
prior to the formal acceptance of plans and specifications by the 
Department of Building and Safety.  Therefore, cumulative impacts 
to the local and regional sewer system for the Project, in conjunction 
with the related projects, would be less than significant. 

P. Solid Waste 

a. Potential Impacts – The Project may cause a significant impact 
concerning solid waste if: 
i. The Project generates solid waste at a level that exceeds the 

available capacity of the existing and/or planned landfills. 
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ii. The Project conflicts with diversion and recycling goals set 
forth in the City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management 
Policy Plan (CiSWMPP) and Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element (SRRE). 

b. Findings - The Project will not cause a less than significant impact 
with regard to solid waste services.  Notwithstanding, the following 
regulatory measures have been identified to ensure the Project’s less 
than significant impact concerning this matter.  

Regulatory Measure J.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy for each construction phase, and thereafter during Project 
operations, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
comply with the provisions of City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 171687 
with regard to all new structures constructed as part of the five development 
parcels.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  
Regulatory Measure J.3-2:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of 
occupancy, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs all structures constructed or uses established 
within any part of the proposed Project site to be permanently equipped 
with clearly marked, durable, source sorted recyclable bins at all times to 
facilitate the separation and deposit of recyclable materials.  The City’s 
Department of Public Works, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.3-3:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of 
occupancy, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
designs primary collection bins to facilitate mechanized collection of such 
recyclable wastes for transport to on- or off-site recycling facilities.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.3-4:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall continuously maintain in good order for the 
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convenience of businesses, patrons, employees and park visitors clearly 
marked, durable and separate bins on the same lot, or parcel to facilitate the 
commingled recyclables and deposit of recyclable or commingled waste 
metal, cardboard, paper, glass, and plastic therein; maintain accessibility to 
such bins at all times, for collection of such wastes for transport to on- or 
off-site recycling plants; and require waste haulers to utilize local or 
regional material recovery facilities as feasible and appropriate.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.3-5:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall implement a demolition and construction 
debris recycling plan, with the explicit intent of requiring recycling during 
all phases of site preparation and building construction.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall review and approve the plan with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or 
its designee shall review and approve the plan with regard to the Civic 
Park.  
 
c. Supportive Evidence and Rationale – The FEIR analyzed in detail 

the Project’s potential impact on solid waste facilities in Section IV-
J(3) of the DEIR.  The Project would not cause the available 
capacity of the existing and/or planned landfills to be exceeded, and 
impacts due to construction and operations would be less than 
significant.  Nonetheless, regulatory mitigation measures have been 
identified concerning compliance with existing plans, programs and 
policies promoting recycling, waste reduction and waste diversion.   

d. Cumulative Impact – Development of the 93 related projects would 
generate solid waste during their respective construction periods and 
on an on-going basis following the completion of construction.  The 
total cumulative construction debris from the related projects and 
proposed Project would total 63,000 tons.  This would comprise 
approximately 0.1 percent of the remaining inert landfill disposal 
capacity of 69.94 million tons and, as such, cumulative impacts on 
inert landfill capacity would be less than significant.  During 
operation, the total cumulative solid waste generation is estimated to 
be 112,015 tons per year under the Project with County Office 
Building Option and 107,660 tons per year under the Project with 
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Additional Residential Development Option.  These levels of 
cumulative annual solid waste generation represent approximately 
1.2 percent of the total solid waste generated in Los Angeles County 
in 2003.  Based on these small percentages, and the County’s 
forecast of 15 years of landfill availability, cumulative impacts on 
municipal landfill capacity are concluded to be less than significant. 

 
XII. Alternatives 

CEQA Guideline 15126.6 requires an EIR to (1) describe a range of reasonable 
alternatives to the proposed project, or to the location of the project, which would 
feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially 
lessen any of the significant effects of the project; and (2) evaluate the comparative 
merits of the alternatives.  In analyzing the feasibility of an alternative, the CEQA 
Guidelines list the following factors:  site suitability; economic viability; infrastructure 
viability; social, legal and technological issues; and jurisdictional boundaries.  The 
purpose of the consideration and discussion of alternatives to the proposed project is to 
identify ways to mitigate or avoid the significant effects that a project may have on the 
environment. In doing so, CEQA Guideline 15126.6 directs that the analysis of 
alternatives be limited to alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of 
avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, even if these 
alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of project objectives, or would 
be more costly. 

 
The selection and discussion of alternatives to the project is intended to foster 

meaningful public participation and informed decision-making.  An EIR need not 
consider an alternative whose effect cannot be reasonably ascertained and whose 
implementation is remote or speculative.  CEQA Guideline 15126.6 also requires the 
analysis of a “No Project” alternative and the identification of an “Environmentally 
Superior Alternative.”  If the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project 
Alternative, then the EIR is required to identify an environmentally superior alternative 
among the remaining alternatives. 

 
Finally, CEQA Guideline 15126.6 requires an EIR to identify any alternatives that 

were considered by the lead agency but were rejected as infeasible during the scoping 
process and briefly explain the reasons underlying the lead agency’s determination of 
such infeasibility. 

A. Alternatives Considered But Rejected 

Two alternatives were identified but subsequently rejected from further analysis in 
the FEIR.  The first such rejected alternative was the Alternative Location Alternative.  
With respect to alternative sites for any proposed project, CEQA Guideline 
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15126.6(f)(2)(A) provides that: “The key question and first step in analysis is whether 
any of the significant effects of the project would be avoided or substantially lessened by 
putting the project in another location.  Only locations that would avoid or substantially 
lessen any of the significant effects of the project need be considered for inclusion in the 
EIR.” 

 
Based on substantial evidence, the Authority determined that the relocation of the 

Project to another location would not substantially reduce the Project’s primary 
significant impacts relative to traffic, air quality, and noise, and would likely have a 
greater impact regarding land use compatibility, visual context and scale since it is 
specific to a highly urbanized environment.  Although an alternative location may 
eliminate potentially significant historical and specific view impacts, it would likely 
cause view impacts in an alternative location due to the size of the proposed buildings.  
Further, since the Project location is specific to the Civic Center Mall, Grand Avenue, 
and the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project parcels, it would not be feasible to expand 
and renovate of the Civic Center Mall or develop the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue in another location.  For 
all these reasons, the Alternative Location Analysis was properly rejected. 

 
The second rejected alternative was the development of institutional uses, such 

schools and hospitals, in the remaining Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project parcels, 
Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2.  This alternative was rejected since it would have a 
significant land use impact in relation to the implementation of the policies of adopted 
plans and policies, including housing policies of the General Plan Framework; policies of 
the Central City Community Plan to encourage a mix of uses which create a 24-hour 
downtown environment; policies of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan to provide 
convenient and efficient living accommodations for downtown employees and a range of 
housing types, including affordable housing; the policies of the existing Bunker Hill 
Design for Development which call for a mix of commercial and residential uses in 
theses parcels; and policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan, which recognize the need to 
substantially increase the residential presence in the downtown community.  Such an 
alternative would also not implement the jobs/housing balance goals of SCAG’s Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide or the goals of that plan to place high-density multi-
family uses within urban centers in close proximity to transit and other multi-modal 
transportation opportunities.  This alternative would also not meet the basic objectives of 
the Project to provide a mixed-use development with a mix of uses that are economically 
viable.  For all these reasons, this alternative was properly rejected. 

 
Finally, a commentator during the public review process suggested that the Project 

should be modified to include a higher percentage of affordable housing units.  However, 
the developer has committed to 20 percent of the overall housing units in the Project 
being affordable units, and substantial evidence supports the conclusion that additional 
subsidies from the LA/CRA or others for an even greater number of affordable housing 
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units in the Project are not available or feasible, and that key Project objectives would not 
be achieved if more financial resources of the Project are devoted to additional affordable 
housing units, including the use of funds to improve and extend the existing County Mall 
into a Civic Park that can serve as a public gathering place for the entire region.  
Accordingly, the Authority finds that such an alternative to the Project is not feasible 
within the meaning of CEQA. 

B. The Five Alternatives Evaluated in the FEIR 

The following alternatives were analyzed in detail in the FEIR since they could (i) 
meet some of the Project Objectives and avoid or lessen some impacts or (ii) were 
required to be analyzed by the applicable provisions of CEQA (namely, the No Project 
Alternative): 

• Alternative 1:  No Project “A” – The Project site remains in its existing 
conditions. 

• Alternative 2:  No Project “B” – Development on Parcels Q and W-2 would 
occur per the provisions of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement 
applicable to those parcels, while development on Parcels W-1, L, and M-2 
would occur per current City zoning.  Under the No Project “B” 
Alternative, the Grand Avenue streetscape program would be limited to 
only improvements along the frontage of Parcel Q, while no improvements 
to the existing Civic Center Mall would occur. 

• Alternative 3:  Reduced Density Alternative – Development on the five 
parcels would be reduced by 25 percent, as would proposed building 
heights.  Improvements within the Civic Park as well as along the Grand 
Avenue streetscape program would be reduced commensurate with the 
reduced funding for Phase 1 that would be available from prepaid lease 
revenues. 

• Alternative 4:  Alternative Design Alternative – Two unrelated components 
of the Project would be changed under this Alternative – the Civic Park and 
the location of the towers on Parcels L and M-2.  Under this Alternative, 
the existing Civic Center Mall’s four character-defining features would 
remain as they exist today and in their current locations, or they would be 
retained and reused within the Civic Park in accordance with the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  
Also under this Alternative, the towers proposed for development on 
Parcels L and M-2 would be reversed, such that the tower proposed for the 
southeast corner of Parcels L and M-2 would be moved to the southwest 
corner, and the tower proposed for the northwest corner would be moved to 
the northeast corner. 
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• Alternative 5:  Alternative land Use Alternative – development on all five 
development parcels would be residential supported by a limited amount of 
retail development.  The Civic Park and Grand Avenue streetscape program 
under this Alternative would be the same as the Project. 

 
As described in this Section XII, the FEIR analyzed the issues of whether each of 

these alternatives (i) could achieve most of the Project Objectives and (ii) could reduce 
the Project’s potentially significant impacts.  

 
1. No Project “A” Alternative 

a. Ability to Achieve Most of the Project Objectives 
The No Project “A” Alternative would not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 

provide an economically viable, architecturally distinguished community-oriented, 
mixed-use development with welcoming public open spaces or create, define, and 
celebrate the Civic and Cultural Center as a regional destination in downtown Los 
Angeles.  In addition, the No Project “A” Alternative would also not meet any of the 
Project’s priority objectives.  This alternative would not meet the priority objective to 
create a vibrant 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center through 
a mix of uses that complement each other, and that add to those that already exist on 
Bunker Hill; or meet the priority objective to implement the redevelopment plan 
objectives to permit a maximum density of development commensurate with the highest 
standards of architecture and landscape design.  This alternative would also not meet the 
priority objective to generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at 
least $45 million from Phase 1 by the lease of public land, and use these funds to improve 
and extend the existing Civic Center Mall into a Civic Park that can serve the entire 
region.  This alternative would also not meet the priority objective of providing 
affordable units and it would not meet the priority objective to create a long-term stream 
of additional tax revenues for the City, the CRA/LA and the County.  The No Project “A” 
Alternative would also not meet the additional objectives of the Project in that it would 
not generate specific public benefits; activate downtown Los Angeles, create a civic 
gathering place, enhance pedestrian connections, create distinguished architectural 
design, or facilitate achievement of redevelopment goals for the Bunker Hill District and 
the Central Business District. 

b. Ability to Reduce the Project’s Residual Significant Impacts 
The No Project “A” Alternative would avoid the Project’s significant and 

unavoidable impacts associated with compliance with existing zoning designations, 
construction hauling, periodic closures of the Grand Avenue and Hill Street ramps to the 
garage beneath the existing Civic Center Mall during their relocation, any temporary lane 
closures, intersection service thresholds, occasional traffic congestion during evening and 
large-scale events in the Civic Park, DAARP residential parking requirements, view 
obstruction, character-defining features in the Civic Center Mall, air quality 
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(constructions and operation), noise (construction), and parks and recreation (during 
construction of Civic Park), but would be less beneficial in relation to the implementation 
of existing land use plans and visual quality.  The No Project “A” Alternative, however, 
would not eliminate significant, unavoidable traffic impacts that would occur under 
future baseline traffic conditions due to ambient growth and the development of other 
projects. 

c. Determination of Infeasibility 
Based on the findings set forth in this subsection 1, the analysis contained in the 

FEIR, and other substantial evidence in the record of the proceedings concerning the 
Project, the Authority finds that this alternative is not feasible within the meaning of 
CEQA. 

2. No Project “B” Alternative 
a. Ability to Achieve Most of the Project’s Objectives 

The No Project “B” Alternative would not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 
provide an economically viable, community-oriented, mixed-use development.  In 
addition, the No Project “B” Alternative would not meet any of the Project’s priority 
objectives.  The No Project “B” Alternative would not meet the Project’s priority 
objective to establish Grand Avenue as a vibrant 24-hour urban place that activates the 
Civic and Cultural Center through a mix of uses and complement each other due to the 
substantial reduction of the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program, and no development of 
street front retail uses along Parcels L and M-2.  This Alternative would not meet the 
Project’s priority objective to generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project 
itself, and at least $45 million from Phase 1 by the lease of public land, and then using 
these funds to create the proposed Civic Park, nor implement the Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Program as envisioned.  As such, it would not meet the Project objectives to 
create a civic gathering place and to enhance pedestrian connections.  This Alternative 
would also not meet the priority objective of the Project to implement redevelopment 
plan objectives to permit a maximum density of development, since this Alternative 
would not maximize density on Parcels W-1/W-2, L and M. 

 
Although the No Project “A” Alternative would meet the Project’s priority 

objective to create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the 
CRA/LA and the County, the magnitude of revenue generation would be substantially 
reduced under this Alternative as compared to the Project, since Parcels W-2/W-2, L and 
M-2 would not be developed to their full potential.  Furthermore, this Alternative would 
meet the priority objective to ensure that 20 percent of all residential units are affordable, 
since it would contain only a fraction of the number of affordable units that would be 
generated by the proposed Project’s residential units. 
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b. Ability to Reduce the Project’s Residual Significant Impact 
The No Project “B” Alternative would reduce, but not completely avoid, the 

Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts associated with construction hauling, lane 
closures, intersection service levels (although it would incrementally reduce peak hour 
traffic), DAARP residential parking requirements, view obstruction, air quality 
(construction and operation), and noise (construction).  This alternative would be less 
beneficial than the Project in relation to the implementation of existing land use plans, 
which call for a greater mix of residential uses in the urban center and revitalization of 
the downtown.  The No Project “B” Alternative would, however, avoid the Project’s 
potential significant impacts associated with zoning compliance, periodic closures of the 
Grand Avenue and Hill Street ramps to the Civic Center mall during the reconstruction of 
the ramps, occasional traffic congestion during evening and large-scale events in the 
Civic Park, possible removal of historically significant character-defining features in the 
existing Civic Center Mall, and short-term recreational impacts associated with the 
closure of the existing Civic Center Mall during the construction of the Civic Park.   

c. Determination of Infeasibility 
Based on the findings set forth in this subsection 2, the analysis contained in the 

FEIR, and other substantial evidence in the record of the proceedings concerning the 
Project, the Authority finds that this alternative is not feasible within the meaning of 
CEQA. 

3. Reduced Density Alternative 
a. Ability to Achieve Most of Project’s Objectives 

The reduced Density Alternative may not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 
provide an economically viable development since, with the reduction in scale, the 
Reduced Density Alternative would not be as economically viable as the Project.  In 
addition, the Reduce Density Alternative would not meet the majority of the Project’s 
priority objectives to create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and 
Cultural Center to the same extent as the Project.  Furthermore, since the Alternative has 
less development than the Project, it would not meet the priority objective to implement 
redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of development.  The 
Reduced density Alternative also would not implement the Project’s priority objective to 
generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 million from 
Phase 1 by the lease of public land, and then to use these funds to improve and extend the 
existing Civic Center Mall into the proposed Civic Park.  In addition, this Alternative 
would not implement the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program (except adjacent to Parcel 
Q), further reducing the ability of this Alternative to meet the objectives of the Project to 
create a civic gathering place and to enhance pedestrian connections. 
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The Reduce Density Alternative would meet the priority objectives to ensure that 
20 percent of all residential units in the Project are affordable units; however, due to the 
reduction in residential units, this would provide 25 percent fewer affordable units than 
the Project.  This Alternative would also meet the priority objective to create a long-term 
stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the CRA/LA and the County.  However, 
since it would represent a reduction in scale, the stream of additional tax revenues would 
be incrementally less than under the Project. 

 
The Reduced Density Alternative would meet the Project’s objective to encourage 

public transit opportunities through the development of high-density residences in close 
proximity to existing transit systems.  The Reduced Density Alternative would also meet 
the Project objective to provide residential densities in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project area as well as improve the jobs/housing balance downtown and establish a 
variety of housing types, although it would not maximize residential densities as well as 
the Project.  The Reduced Density Alternative would also implement the redevelopment 
plan objectives to provide housing for workers who seek housing near their employment, 
but to a lesser degree than would occur under the Project. 

b. Ability to Reduce the Project’s Residual Significant Impacts 
The Reduced Density Alternative would reduce, but not completely avoid, the 

Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts associated with zoning compliance 
construction hauling, lane closures, periodic closures of the Grand Avenue and Hill Street 
ramps to the garage beneath the Civic Center Mall during their reconstruction, operation 
traffic, occasional traffic congestion during evening and large-scale evens in the Civic 
Park, DAARP residential parking requirements, view obstruction, air quality 
(construction and operation), and noise (construction).  Additionally, this Alternative may 
possibly reduce impacts associated with the possible removal of the historically 
significant character-defining features in the Civic Center Mall, and short-term 
recreational impacts associated with the closure of Civic Center Mall during the Civic 
Park’s construction phase, if the scope of the development in the Civic Park were 
reduced.   

c. Determination of Infeasibility 
Based on the findings set forth in this subsection 3, the analysis contained in the 

FEIR, and other substantial evidence in the record of the proceedings concerning the 
Project, the Authority finds that this alternative is not feasible within the meaning of 
CEQA. 
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4. Alternative Design Alternative 
a. Ability to Achieve Most of Project Objectives 

As with the Project, the Alternative Design Alternative would meet the ultimate 
goal of the Project to provide an economically viable, architecturally distinguished, 
community-oriented, mixed-use development with notable public open spaces that would 
create, define, and celebrate the Civic and Cultural Center as a regional destination.  In 
addition, the Alternative Design Alternative would meet all the Project’s priority 
objectives.  This Alternative would meet all of the Project’s specific objectives that are 
intended to ensure that the proposed development would generate specific public 
benefits, activate downtown Los Angeles, create a civic gathering place, enhance 
pedestrian connections, create distinguished architectural design, facilitate achievement 
of redevelopment goals for the Bunker Hill District and the amended Central Business 
District Redevelopment Plans. 

b. Ability to Reduce the Project’s Residual Significant Impacts 
Through the retention of historically significant character-defining features, the 

Alternative Design Alternative would avoid the Project’s potential significant impact on 
the historic resources present within the existing Civic Center Mall.  However, the 
feasibility of retaining those elements of Civic Center Mall is not known at this time 
since the final design of Civic Park has not been completed.  Due to, among other 
considerations, that final design may call for not retaining all of those features because of 
economic factors or planning objectives inherent in  the Civic Park program.   

 
This alternative would also reduce the Project’s significant view impact for the 

residents of the Grand Promenade Tower building that have northerly views to a less than 
significant level.  However, the Alternative Design Alternative would not avoid the 
Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts associated with zoning compliance, 
construction hauling, lane closures, periodic closures of the Civic Mall Garage’s Grand 
Avenue and Hill Street ramps to the garage beneath the existing Civic Center Mall during 
their reconstruction, intersection service levels, DAARP residential parking requirements, 
views from locations other than the Grand Promenade Tower apartments, air quality 
(construction and operation), noise (construction).  This Alternative would avoid the 
Project’s potentially significant impacts on character-defining features in the existing 
Civic Center Mall. 
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c. Determination of Infeasibility 
Based on the findings set forth in this subsection 4, the analysis contained in the 

FEIR, and other substantial evidence in the record of the proceedings concerning the 
Project, the Authority finds that (i) the component of this alternative concerning 
mandatory retention of the character-defining features of the Civic Center Mall is not 
feasible within the meaning of CEQA since the final design of the Civic Park is not 
known at this time, and (ii) the component of this alternative that concerns the reversal of 
the location of the two towers on Parcels L and M-2 is feasible. 

5. Alternative Land Use Alternative 
a. Ability to Achieve Most of Project Objectives 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative, which would not provide a mixture of hotel 
and retail uses with the proposed residential uses, would not meet the ultimate goal of the 
Project to provide an economically viable, community-oriented, mixed-use development.  
Additionally, since this Alternative would not provide a hotel and would provide a 
limited amount of street-front retail uses and restaurants, this Alternative would not met 
the priority objective of the Project to the same extent as the Project to create a vibrant, 
24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by attracting both 
residents and visitors through a mix of uses that complement each other.  Although this 
Alternative anticipates implementation of the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program, with 
the absence of street-front retail uses and restaurants, this Alternative would not meet the 
priority objective to create a pleasant living and working environment to the same degree 
as the Project.  This Alternative would meet the priority objective to generate at least $50 
million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 million from Phase 1 by the lease 
of public land, and use these funds to improve and extend the existing Civic Center Mall 
into the proposed Civic Park.  This Alternative would also meet the priority objective to 
ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the Project are affordable units for low-
income residents.  This objective would also meet the priority objective to create a long-
term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the CRA/LA and the County.  
However, since taxes on residences are less than on commercial uses, this Alternative 
would not meet this objective to the same extent as the Project. 

b. Ability to Reduce the Project’s Residual Impacts 
The Alternative Land Use Alternative would not avoid the Project’s significant 

and unavoidable impacts associated with zoning compliance (due to residential uses in 
existing C2 zones), construction hauling, lane closures, periodic closures of the Grand 
Avenue and Hill Street ramps to the garage beneath the existing Civic Center Garage’s 
during their reconstruction, intersection service levels, occasional traffic congestion 
during evening and large-scale events in the Civic Park, and DAARP residential parking 
requirements.  However, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would incrementally 
reduce peak hour traffic.  This Alternative would also not avoid the Project’s potential 
significant impacts associated with air quality (construction and operation), noise 
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(construction), and short-term recreational impacts associated with the closure of the 
existing Civic Center Mall during the construction of the proposed Civic Park.   

c. Determination of Infeasibility 
Based on the findings set forth in this subsection 5, the analysis contained in the 

FEIR, and other substantial evidence in the record of the proceedings concerning the 
Project, the Authority finds that this alternative is not feasible within the meaning of 
CEQA. 

C. The Environmentally Superior Alternative 

CEQA Guideline 15126.6 requires the identification of an environmentally 
superior alternative to the proposed Project and, if the environmentally superior 
alternative is the “No Project Alternative,” the identification of an environmentally 
superior alternative from among the remaining alternatives.  An environmentally superior 
alternative is an alternative that would reduce and/or eliminate the significant, 
unavoidable environmental impacts associated with a project without creating other 
significant impacts and without substantially reducing and/or eliminating the 
environmental benefits attributable to the Project.  Accordingly, selection of an 
environmentally superior alternative is based on an evaluation of the extent to which the 
alternatives reduce or eliminate the significant impacts associated with the Project, and 
on a comparison of the remaining environmental impacts of each alternative.  The 
determination of the environmentally superior alternative is not based on any assessment 
of the Alternative’s ability to meet the Project objectives.   

 
In this matter, the No Project “A” Alternative (Alternative 1) would be the 

environmentally superior alternative as this alternative would have less impact relative to 
the Project than the other evaluated alternatives.  CEQA requires that when the No 
Project Alternative is the environmentally superior alternative, another alternative needs 
to be selected as environmentally superior.  Based on the findings set forth in this section 
XII and the analysis contained in the FEIR, the Authority determines that the Reduced 
Density Alternative would be the environmentally superior alternative, since it may 
reduce the Project’s impacts more broadly than the other Project alternatives. 

 
Statement Of Overriding Considerations 

CEQA Guideline 15093(a) and (b) provides that: 
 

“(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to 
balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, 
technological, or other benefits of a proposed project against 
its unavoidable environmental risks when determining 
whether to approve the project.  If the specific economic, 

XIII. 
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legal, social, technological, or other benefits of a proposed 
project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental 
effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered 
‘acceptable.’ 
 
(b) When the lead agency approves a project which will 
result in the occurrence of significant effects which are 
identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or substantially 
lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons 
to support its action based on the final EIR and/or other 
information in the record.” 
 

The Authority adopts and makes this Statement of Overriding Considerations 
(“SOC”) concerning the Project’s unavoidable significant impacts to explain why the 
Project’s benefits override and outweigh its unavoidable environmental impacts.  Based 
on substantial evidence in the record, the Authority finds that each benefit of the Project 
set forth in this SOC constitutes an overriding consideration warranting approval of the 
Project, despite the unavoidable impacts. 

 
1. The Project will create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the 

Civic and Cultural Center by attracting both residents and visitors, day and night, through 
a mix of uses that are economically viable, that complement each other, and that add to 
those that already exist on Bunker Hill. 

 
2. The Project will provide substantial economic benefits for the entire region, 

generating an estimated $252 million annually in direct business revenues and over $362 
million in indirect (off-site) business revenues throughout the County, for a total of $615 
million in direct and indirect revenues generated by the Project each year. 

 
3. The business activity generated by the Project is estimated to create up to 

5,900 permanent jobs, both on-site and throughout the region.  These workers will earn 
an estimated $165 million in pre-tax wages and salaries.  All jobs generated on the 
Project site will comply with the CRA/LA’s Living Wage Policy. 

 
4. The Project will also create a significant number of construction jobs.  Over 

the life of the construction of the Project, approximately 29,000 direct and indirect 
construction jobs will be created.  These workers will earn over $1 billion in wages and 
salaries.  All on-site construction jobs will comply with the Prevailing Wage law.  

 
5. Significant tax revenues, an estimated $105 million, will be generated 

annually by the Project.  These tax revenues will be shared by all levels of government.  
Approximately $74 million will go to the federal government, $21 million to the State 
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government, $5.7 million to the County government, and approximately $4.1 million to 
local governments, all on an on-going, annual basis. 

 
6. The Project will generate at least $50 million in funds from the earlier 

phases of the Project itself, and at least $45 million from Phase 1 of the overall 
development, through the lease of public land.  These funds will be used to improve and 
extend the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public 
gathering place for the entire region.  The ground lease of the development parcels was 
structured in a manner to ensure completion of the new Civic Park by the time Phase 1 of 
the development is completed.  

 
7. The Project will revitalize, expand upon and activate the existing Los 

Angeles County Mall by developing it into a Civic Park stretching from the Music Center 
to City Hall.  The new Civic Park will be operated to serve as an active, welcoming 
setting for daily activity as well as a gathering place for community celebrations, cultural 
and ethnic celebrations, festivals, holiday events, political gatherings and the like.  The 
new Civic Park will be designed to accommodate a variety of sizes of community events 
and to encourage use of the Metro Red Line, which passes underground through the park 
at Hill Street. 

 
8. The Project will provide a substantial amount of affordable housing units 

for low-income and very low income residents.  The number of affordable units will 
equal 20 percent of the total number of housing units developed in the Project, which 
could yield up to 532 affordable units under the Additional Residential Development 
Option at full build-out.  Long-term affordability covenants to guarantee the availability 
of such units to such qualified residents will be imposed. 

 
9. The Project will develop a substantial number of housing units in the 

downtown, up to a total number of 2,660 units under the Additional Residential 
Development Option.  This mix of additional housing units will greatly expand the 
diversity of downtown living options. 

 
10. The Project will encourage and accommodate pedestrian activity by 

improving the streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar Chavez 
Avenue.  Streetscape improvements will include the strategic use of landscaping, benches 
and lighting, improved paving, and wider sidewalks where feasible.  Such improvements 
will create an urban street that will foster pedestrian activity without comprising the 
functional requirements of vehicular circulation. 

 
11. The Project will create new public spaces on the development parcels that 

are open and accessible to the public, including plaza areas, outdoor terraces and other 
gathering places, all with seating areas and landscaping. 
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12. The Project will increase the value of the four publicly owned, 
underutilized development parcels, while minimizing public investment in the Project.  
The value of these uniquely located public parcels will be further increased by the 
synergistic combination of the parcels into a unified development. 

 
13. The Project will maintain the potential for a new County office building 

within the later phases of the Project. 
 
14. The Project will create a northern anchor for the downtown area, 

complementing the southern anchor at “LA Live” to create a more diverse and vibrant 
downtown core. 

 
15. The Project will enhance the use of public transit by creating easy access to 

the Metro Red Line at its Civic Center station, and easy access to the many local and 
commuter bus lines that surround the Project site. 

 
16. The Project will improve pedestrian access from transit stops to the many 

regional attractions on Grand Avenue, including the Music Center, the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Colburn School, and the Museum of Contemporary Art.  Public access 
through the Project site will be facilitated by escalators, elevators, and a bridge over 
Olive Street, all assisting the pedestrian in transitioning the steep slope of Bunker Hill 
from Hill Street (where the Metro Red Line station exists) to Grand Avenue. 

17. The Project will improve the jobs/housing balance in downtown, an area 
considered to be a “jobs rich” environment.  By increasing the amount of housing 
available in a jobs rich area, there is a greater likelihood that people will work and live in 
areas in close proximity, thereby reducing traffic congestion and improving air quality 
when compared to traditional commuting patterns where the residence and job locations 
are separated by great distances.   

 
18. The Project will comply with the CRA/LA’s public art policy, which will 

facilitate the placement and maintenance of more public art in the downtown area. 
 
19. The Project will create a job outreach and training program that will 

provide opportunities for local and low-income residents to secure jobs generated by the 
construction and operation of the Project through, among other ways, hiring and 
apprentice goals, coordination with the applicable unions, and on-the-job training 
requirements for such resident workers. 

 
20. The Project will implement and satisfy numerous objectives of the Bunker 

Hill Redevelopment Plan (as listed in greater detail in Section V of the Findings and 
hereby incorporated into this SOC), including, but not limited to, the development of a 
project with a maximum density commensurate with the highest standards of architecture 
and landscape design aimed at creating a pleasant living and working environment. 
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XIV. Mitigation Monitoring And Reporting Program 

In accordance with CEQA Guideline 15091(d), the Authority adopts the 
Mitigation Monitoring Program that is included as part of the FEIR (the “MMP”).  The 
MMP describes each of the Mitigation Measures identified in the FEIR, the entities 
responsible for implementing and monitoring each of those measures, and anticipated 
schedules for completion of those measures.  Those measures and implementing program 
set forth in the MMP have been made enforceable through conditions in the DDA. 

 
XV. General Considerations 

Each and all of the findings and determinations contained herein are based on the 
competent and substantial evidence, both oral and written, contained in the entire record 
relating to the FEIR.  All of the language included in these Findings constitutes findings 
by the Authority, whether or not any particular sentence or clause includes a statement to 
that effect.  All summaries of information in these Findings are based on the entire record 
of the proceedings, and the absence of any particular fact from any such summary herein 
is not an indication that a particular finding is not based, in part, on that fact. 

 
The Authority’s analysis and evaluation of the FEIR and the Project is based on 

the best information currently available.  This practical limitation is acknowledged in 
CEQA Guideline 15151, which provides that “the sufficiency of an EIR is to be reviewed 
in light of what is feasible.” 

 
XVI. Custodian Of Record Of Proceedings 

In accordance with CEQA Guideline 15091(e), the documents and materials that 
constitute the record of the proceedings concerning the Authority’s decision to certify the 
FEIR and approve the Project and all associated agreements shall be kept and maintained 
by the Managing Director of the Grand Avenue Committee, whose offices are located at 
445 South Figueroa Street, Suite 3400, Los Angeles, CA 90071, telephone number (213) 
413-4130.  The Authority has the discretion to transfer or locate these records at the 
office of the County CAO Asset Management Division, located at 500 West Temple 
Street, 7th Floor, Los Angeles, CA  90012, and/or CRA/LA, located at 354 South Spring 
Street, Los Angeles, CA  90013. 
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REGULATORY MEASURES AND PROJECT DESIGN FEATURES 
 

 
 

A. Biological Resources 

Regulatory Measure A-1: Project construction involving of on-site 
clearance of vegetation, excavation, or other construction activities shall 
avoid, to the extent feasible, from occurring between March 1 and August 
31 (and between February 1 and August 31 for raptors).  Prior to the 
completion of final plans and specifications for the Civic Park, the County 
Chief Administrative Officer (CAO) or designee shall review the plans and 
specifications to ensure that the contractor is apprised of the requirements 
of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and encouraged to schedule 
removal or relocation of mature trees and removal of other potential nesting 
habitat outside of the breeding season.  In the event that the identified 
construction activities must occur within the specified time period, a 
qualified biologist acceptable to the County Chief Administrative Officer 
shall complete weekly surveys within the Civic Park site that is subject to 
disturbance, and within 500 feet of the boundary of such areas, to determine 
if any protected native birds are present.  The surveys shall continue on a 
weekly basis with the last survey being conducted no more than three days 
prior to the initiation of clearance/construction work.  If an active nest is 
located within trees or other habitat scheduled for removal or relocation, or 
within 300 feet of the construction area, construction shall be suspended 
within 300 feet of the nest (500 feet for raptor nests) until such time a 
qualified biologist determines if construction activities are interfering with 
nesting activities. If construction activities are determined to not interfere 
with nesting activities, construction may continue with a biological monitor 
present.  Should a tree or other habitat scheduled for removal or relocation 
be determined to contain an active nest, removal or relocation shall be 
delayed until the nest is determined to be inactive or a permit is granted by 
the USFWS for take pursuant to the MBTA. 
 
The distance limits of construction to avoid a nest shall be identified in the 
field with flagging and stakes or construction fencing. Construction 
personnel shall be instructed on the sensitivity of the area.  The County 
CAO or designee shall record the results of the protective measure above. 
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B. Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

a. Visual Quality, Construction 

Regulatory Measure C-1: Prior to the start of each construction work 
phase, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall prepare and implement a tree replacement 
plan should mature trees along Grand Avenue be impacted by Project 
construction.  Existing mature trees shall be replaced at a ratio of not less 
than 1:1, to the extent consistent with the final streetscape design.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program. 
Project Design Feature C-1: Prior to the start of construction along the 
east side of Grand Avenue, between First and Temple Streets, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall coordinate construction of 
park improvements in the westerly Civic Park sector with any installation 
of streetscape and other improvements on Grand Avenue between First and 
Temple Streets to reduce the duration and visual impact of construction 
activities.  Scheduling of construction activities for the Civic Park and the 
Streetscape Program shall be reviewed and approved by the Authority and 
shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 
Project Design Feature C-2:  Prior to the start of each construction work 
phase, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall schedule and coordinate 
sidewalk construction with the development of the adjacent parcels to 
reduce the duration and visual impact of construction activities.  Scheduling 
of construction activities for the five development parcels, the Civic Park 
and the Streetscape Program shall be reviewed and approved by the 
Authority and implemented by the responsible parties. 

 
b. Visual Quality, Operation 

Regulatory Measure C-4:  Prior to the start of each construction work 
phase, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall submit to the Authority or other appropriate 
agency, for review and approval, building plans and specifications that 
demonstrate that all ventilation, heating and air conditioning ducts, tubes, 
and other such mechanical equipment shall be screened from the line-of-
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sight from the street.  Approved building plans and specifications shall be 
implemented by the responsible parties. 
Regulatory Measure C-5:  Prior to the start of each construction work 
phase, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall submit design plans that 
demonstrate that all utility lines and connections are constructed 
underground.  Approved utility plans and connections with regard to the 
five development parcels shall be reviewed and approved by the Authority, 
whereas the City’s Department of Building and Safety or other appropriate 
City agency or department, shall review and approve with regard to the 
Streetscape program.  Approved utility lines and connections shall be 
implemented by the responsible parties. 
Regulatory Measure C-6:  Prior to construction, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall submit design plans for trash 
collection areas to the Authority for review and approval.  Trash collection 
areas shall be screened from line of sight from the street.  Approved design 
plans shall be implemented by the developer. 
Project Design Feature C-3:  Prior to the start of each construction work 
phase, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare architectural plans 
that shall be reviewed and approved by the Authority such that all ground-
level building fixtures, including, but not limited to, security gates, 
landscape light fixtures, pedestrian lights, air intake shafts, and other 
appurtenances are integrated into the architectural theme and/or design of 
the respective Project components.  Approved architectural plans shall be 
implemented by the developer and the responsible parties. 

 
c. Light and Glare 

Regulatory Measure C-3:  Prior to the completion of final plans and 
specifications, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare 
lighting plans and specifications for the design type of light fixtures, height 
of light standards, and orientation of light fixtures and standards within the 
public right-of-way to ensure that all light fixtures do not interfere with the 
activities occurring within these areas.  Lighting plans with regard to the 
Streetscape Program shall be submitted to the City’s Department of 
Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency or department, for 
review and approval.  Lighting plans with regard to the Civic Park shall be 
submitted to the County CAO or its designee for review and approval.  
Approved lighting plans shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 
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C. Air Quality 

a. Air Quality, Project Construction 

Regulatory Measure F-3: During each construction phase, the developer 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that building materials, architectural coatings and cleaning solvents 
shall comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction associated with the five development parcels.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD shall be responsible for the 
enforcement of this measure for all Project components in the case of non-
compliance. 

 
b. Air Quality, Project Operation 

Regulatory Measure F-1: During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all point source facilities shall obtain all required permits from 
the SCAQMD.  The issuance of these permits by the SCAQMD shall 
require the operators of these facilities to implement Best Available Control 
Technology and other required measures that reduce emissions of criteria 
air pollutants.  Proof of permit issuance by the SCAQMD shall be provided 
to the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
County’s CAO or its designee with regard to the Civic Park.  Compliance 
with point source permits shall be enforced by the SCAQMD for all Project 
components. 
Project Design Feature F-3:  During Project operations, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels, shall ensure that commercial 
businesses located within the Project site shall be limited to those that do 
not emit high levels of potentially toxic air contaminants or odors (e.g., dry 
cleaners with on-site processing plants that handle toxic chemicals).  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall be responsible for the enforcement of this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels. 
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D. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Regulatory Measure H-1: Prior to the start of each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall properly 
decommission all unused groundwater monitoring wells, per applicable 
regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The Regional 
Water Quality Control Board shall enforce compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure H-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall test for the 
presence or absence of hydrogen sulfide and methane beneath the site by 
subsurface sampling.  Should the sampling result in the discovery of 
hydrogen sulfide and/or methane, appropriate health and safety measures 
shall be implemented, in accordance with applicable regulations.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure H-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall take fill 
samples from each of the five parcels, and shall analyze these samples for 
contaminants at elevated concentrations.  Should elevated contaminant 
concentrations be discovered, appropriate measures shall be implemented, 
in accordance with applicable regulations.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure H-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall undertake an appropriate 
investigation to ascertain whether any hazardous conditions would occur as 
a function of implementing the streetscape improvements along Grand 
Avenue and/or the Civic Park.  Should elevated concentrations of 
contaminants be identified, appropriate measures shall be implemented in 
accordance with applicable regulations.  The City’s Department of Building 
and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure H-5:  Prior to demolition or renovation in the Civic 
Center Mall, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
under the applicable agreements shall perform an asbestos-sampling survey 
to determine the presence of asbestos containing materials.  If such 
materials should be found, the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park shall prepare and implement an Operations and Maintenance 
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Plan that meets all applicable federal, state and local requirements.  This 
plan shall safely maintain asbestos containing materials that remain on the 
site.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  
Regulatory Measure H-6:  Prior to the start of any demolition activities or 
renovation on any painted surfaces at the Project site, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
conduct a survey of lead based paint (LBP) to determine the level of risk 
posed to maintenance personnel, construction workers, facility staff, and 
patrons from exposure to the paints present at the site.  Any 
recommendations made in that survey related to the paints present at the 
Project site shall be implemented prior to the demolition or renovation of 
said painted surfaces.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The 
County’s CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

E. Fire Protection and Related Services 

Regulatory Measure I.1-1:  During demolition activities occurring during 
each construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall ensure sure 
that emergency access shall remain clear and unobstructed.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County Fire 
Department (LACoFD) shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-2:  Prior to each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and 
specifications to ensure that the construction contractor is apprised of the 
requirement to maintain access to sub-surface parking structures associated 
with the Civic Center Mall, the Music Center, and the Colburn School for 
Performing Arts.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-3:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
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the applicable agreements shall maintain access for emergency response 
personnel to the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles, the County Courthouse, the Colburn School for 
Performing Arts, and the Walt Disney Concert Hall.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction in the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-4:  Prior to each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan to 
ensure that emergency evacuation from the northwest side of the County 
Mall and Colburn School for Performing Arts, the southeast side of the 
Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall would not be impeded by 
construction of the individual Project elements. With respect to the plan for 
the Mall, it must be prepared to coordinate with emergency evacuation 
plans for the Courthouse and the Hall of Administration.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-5:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements shall ensure that sufficient fire hydrants shall 
remain accessible at all times during Project construction.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-6:  Prior to the start of each construction phase 
and during Project operations, the developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels shall comply with all applicable State and local codes 
and ordinances, and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire 
Prevention Plan, and the Safety Plan, both of which are elements of the 
General Plan of the City of Los Angeles (C.P.C. 19708).  The City of Los 
Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-7:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall maintain all access roads, 
including fire lanes, in an unobstructed manner, and removal of 
obstructions shall be at the owner’s expense.  The entrance to all required 
fire lanes or required private driveways shall be posted with a sign no less 
than three square feet in area in accordance with Section 57.09.05 of the 
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Los Angeles Municipal Code.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-8:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable 
agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and 
specifications in accordance with LAFD requirements, and requirements for 
necessary permits shall be satisfied prior to commencement of construction 
on any portion of the five development parcels or the Streetscape Program. 
The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans in 
accordance with LACoFD requirements, and requirements for necessary 
permits shall be satisfied prior to commencement of construction on any 
portion of the Civic Park.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the Civic Park.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-10:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that will assure that any required fire hydrants that are 
installed shall be fully operational and accepted by the Fire Department 
prior to any building construction.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-11:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall submit 
plot plans indicating access roads and turning areas to the LAFD for review 
and approval.  The developer, with regard to the five development parcels 
shall implement the approved plot plans.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-12:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, engineering plans that show adequate fire flow and placement 
of adequate and required public and private fire hydrants.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The LACoFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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Regulatory Measure I.1-13:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall provide emergency access for Fire Department apparatus 
and personnel to and into all structures.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-14:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that will provide that any private roadways 
for general access use and fire lanes shall not be less than 20 feet wide and 
clear to the sky.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-15:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that will provide that any fire lanes and 
dead end streets shall terminate in a cul-de-sac or other approved turning 
area.  No dead end street or fire lane shall be greater than 700 feet in length 
or secondary access shall be required.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-16:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that designs any proposed development 
utilizing cluster, group, or condominium design not more than 150 feet 
from the edge of the roadway of an improved street, access road, or 
designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-17: Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that designs fire lanes to be not less than 
28 feet in width.  When a fire lane must accommodate the operation of Fire 
Department aerial ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are installed, 
those portions shall not be less than 28 feet in width.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-18:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, where above 
ground floors are used for residential purposes, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that interprets the access requirement as being the 
horizontal travel distance from the street, driveway, alley, or designated fire 
lane to the main entrance of the residential units.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure.   
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Regulatory Measure I.1-19:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that designs the entrance or exit of all 
ground level residential units to be no more than 150 feet from the edge of 
a roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The 
LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-20:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides access that requires the 
accommodation of Fire Department apparatus, shall design the minimum 
outside radius of the paved surface to be 35 feet.  An additional six feet of 
clear space must be maintained beyond the outside radius to a vertical point 
13 feet 6 inches above the paved surface of the roadway.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-21:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall not 
construct any building or portion of a building to be more than 150 feet 
from the edge of a roadway of an improved street, access road, or 
designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-22:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides for access that requires 
accommodation of Fire Department apparatus, a design for overhead 
clearances to be not less than 14 feet.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-23:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides for additional vehicular 
access required by the Fire Department, where buildings exceed 28 feet in 
height.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-24:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, a plan that provides, where fire apparatus shall be 
driven onto the road level surface of the subterranean parking structure, for 
the structure to be engineered to withstand a bearing pressure of 8,600 
pounds per square foot.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-25:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall record any 
private streets as Private Streets and Fire Lanes.  All private street plans 
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shall show the words “Private Street and Fire Lane” within the private 
street easement.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-26:  During operation of the Project, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall provide that 
all electric gates approved by the Fire Department shall be tested by the 
Fire Department prior to Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, granting a Certificate of Occupancy.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-27.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
would not construct any building or portion of a building more than 300 
feet from an approved fire hydrant.  Distance shall be computed along path 
of travel with the exception that dwelling unit travel distance shall be 
computed to the front door of the unit.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.1-28.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall submit 
plans to the Fire Department for review and approval.  Where rescue 
window access is required, the developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall incorporate conditions and improvements 
necessary to meet accessibility standards as determined by the LAFD.  The 
LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.  
Regulatory Measure I.1-29.  During operations of the Project, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall have the curbs 
of all public street and fire lane cul-de-sacs painted red and/or be posted 
“No Parking at Any Time” prior to the issuance of a Certificate of 
Occupancy or Temporary Certificate of Occupancy for any structures 
adjacent to the cul-de-sac.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
Regulatory Measure I.1-30.  During operations of the Project, planning 
for large events at the Civic Park shall be implemented by the County or 
County Park Operator to reduce potential adverse affects on emergency 
access.  As part of the planning process, representatives of the LACoFD, 
County Office of Public Safety, LAFD, LAPD and LADOT shall be 
advised of the activities and consulted to establish appropriate procedures 
for crowd and traffic control.  Plans shall be submitted to the County Chief 
Administrative Officer for review and approval.  
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Project Design Feature I.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall submit 
building plans to the LAFD for review and approval that demonstrate that 
automatic fire sprinklers shall be installed in all structures.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure. 

F. Police Protection Services 

Regulatory Measure I.2-1:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall provide clear and unobstructed LAPD 
access to the construction site.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County Office of Public Safety shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-2:  During ongoing construction, the developer, 
with regard to the five development parcels shall provide security features 
on the construction site(s), such as guards, fencing, and locked entrances.  
The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall submit 
plot plans for all proposed development to the Los Angeles Police 
Department's Crime Prevention Section for review and comment.  Security 
features subsequently recommended by the LAPD shall be implemented by 
the developer to the extent feasible.   
Regulatory Measure I.2-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall submit plot plans for all proposed development 
to the County Office of Public Safety for review and comment.  Security 
features subsequently recommended by the Office of Public Safety shall be 
implemented by the County or County Park Operator to the extent feasible.  
Regulatory Measure I.2-5:  At the completion of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels shall file as-built 
building plans with the LAPD Central Area Commanding Officer.  Plans 
shall include access routes, floor plans, and any additional information that 
might facilitate prompt and efficient police response.  The LAPD shall 
determine compliance with this measure.  
Regulatory Measure I.2-6:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park shall install alarms and/or locked gates on 
doorways providing public access to commercial facilities.  The LAPD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 

 
874471.1 

12



development parcels.  The County Office of Public Safety shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-7:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall not plant landscaping in a way 
that could provide cover for persons tampering with doors or windows of 
commercial facilities, or for persons lying in wait for pedestrians or parking 
garage users.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  
Regulatory Measure I.2-8:  Additional lighting shall be installed where 
appropriate, including on the Project site and in parking garages, as 
determined in consultation with the LAPD with regard to the five 
development parcels and the County Office of Public Safety with regard to 
the Civic Park.  The developer shall implement this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each 
construction phase, while the responsible parties for the implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements 
shall implement these measures prior to the completion of construction for 
each of those Project components.   
Regulatory Measure I.2-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that incorporates safety features into the Project’s design 
to assure pedestrian safety, assist in controlling pedestrian traffic flows, and 
avoid pedestrian/vehicular conflicts on-site.  Safety measures may include 
the provision of security personnel; clearly designated, well-lighted 
pedestrian walkways on-site; special street and pedestrian-level lighting; 
physical barriers (e.g., low walls, landscaping), particularly around the 
perimeter of the parking garages, to direct pedestrians to specific exit 
locations that correspond to designated crosswalk locations on adjacent 
streets.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels.  The County Office of Public Safety 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure I.2-10:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy for each construction phase and during Project operations, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall develop, and 
thereafter implement, a new or modified Security Plan to minimize the 
potential for on-site crime and the need for LAPD services.  The plan 
would outline the security services and features to be implemented, as 
determined in consultation with the LAPD.  The LAPD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The following shall be included in the plan: 
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1. Provision of an on-site security force that would monitor and 
patrol the Project site.  During operational hours, security 
officers shall perform pedestrian, vehicular, and/or bicycle 
patrols. 

2. Implementation of a video camera surveillance system and/or 
a closed-circuit television system; 

3. Additional security features shall be incorporated into the 
design of proposed parking facilities, including “spotters” for 
parking areas, and ensuring the availability of sufficient 
parking either on- or off-site for all building employees and 
anticipated patrons and visitors; 

4. Security lighting incorporating good illumination and 
minimum dead space in the design of entryways, seating 
areas, lobbies, elevators, service areas, and parking areas to 
eliminate areas of concealment.  Security lighting shall 
incorporate full cutoff fixtures which minimize glare from the 
light source and provide light downward and inward to 
structures to maximize visibility; 

5. Provision of lockable doors at appropriate Project entryways, 
offices, retail stores, and restaurants; 

6. Installation of alarms at appropriate Project entryways and 
ancillary commercial structures; 

7. All businesses desiring to sell or allow consumption of 
alcoholic beverages are subject to the issuance of a 
Conditional Use Permit by the City; 

8. Accessibility for emergency service personnel and vehicles 
into each structure, and detailed diagram(s) of the Project site, 
including access routes, unit numbers, and any information 
that would facilitate police response shall be provided to the 
Central Area Commanding Officer. 

9. In addition, security procedures regarding initial response, 
investigation, detainment of crime suspects, LAPD 
notification, crowd and traffic control, and general public 
assistance shall be outlined in the Security Plan.  The plan 
would be subject to review by the LAPD, and any provisions 
pertaining to access would be subject to approval by the 
LADOT. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-11:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy for each construction phase and on-going during operations, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements, shall develop, and thereafter implement, a Emergency 
Procedures Plan to address emergency concerns and practices.  The plan 
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shall be subject to review by the LAPD with regard to the five development 
parcels and the County Office of Public Safety with regard to the Civic 
Park, and any provisions pertaining to access would be subject to approval 
by LADOT. 

G. Water Supply 

Regulatory Measure J.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall call DIG-ALERT to 
identify and mark on the ground surface the locations of existing 
underground utilities.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-2:  Prior to the start off each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall perform potholing of 
existing water and gas mains to verify the depth of cover.  If the depth of 
cover over the lines is shallow and the total street pavement section is thick 
(around 24 inches), then the temporary cover over the lines during 
construction may be reduced to 12 inches or less.  Under these 
circumstances, protective measures shall be implemented to prevent 
damage or breakage of the lines during the pavement sub-grade preparation 
process.  Notices of service interruption, if necessary, shall be provided to 
customers in accordance with DWP-Water and ACG requirements.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-3:  Prior to issuance of building permits for each 
construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels, shall pay the appropriate fees as may be imposed by the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department.  A percentage of building permit fees is contributed to the fire 
hydrant fund, which provides for citywide fire protection improvements.  
Compliance with this measure shall be determined by the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, 
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Regulatory Measure J.1-4:  Prior the issuance of building permits for each 
construction phase, the developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
Plan under the applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power to conduct a flow test to confirm 
that the existing water system meets fire flow requirements imposed by the 
LAFD for the Project.  The developer, with regard to the five development 
parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park 
Plan under the applicable agreements, shall undertake and complete 
required improvements as identified by the LADWP, based on the findings 
of the flow test.  The City’s Department of Public Works, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s 
CAO Department of shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-5:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall incorporate Phase I of the City 
of Los Angeles’ Emergency Water Conservation Plan into all privately 
operated parcels.  The Plan prohibits hose watering of driveways and 
associated walkways, mandates decorative fountains to use recycled water, 
mandates drinking water in restaurants to be served upon request only, and 
provides that water leaks are repaired in a timely manner.  The City’s 
Department of Public Works, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-6:  During Project operations, incorporate Los 
Angeles County water conservation policies into the operation of the Civic 
Park, and the County Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the 
County office building option.  The responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, and the 
County with regard to the County Office Building, if the Project proceeds 
with the County office building option, shall be responsible for 
implementing this measure.  The implementation of this measure shall be 
subject to the review and approval of the County’s CAO or its designee. 
Regulatory Measure J.1-7:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements and the County Office Building operator shall 
comply with any additional mandatory water use restrictions imposed as a 
result of drought conditions.  The City’s Department of Public Works, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  
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Regulatory Measure J.1-8:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall install automatic sprinkler systems to irrigate 
landscaping during morning hours or during the evening to reduce water 
losses from evaporation, and sprinklers shall be reset to water less often in 
cooler months and during the rainfall season so that water is not wasted by 
excessive landscape irrigation.  The City’s Department of Public Works, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 
Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

H. Wastewater 

Regulatory Measure J.2-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park shall comply with 
City ordinances limiting connections to the City sewer system, in 
accordance with City Bureau of Sanitation procedures.  The City’s 
Department of Public Works, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
ensure compliance with this measure. 
Regulatory Measure J.2-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, 
the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park Plan, shall prepare, 
and thereafter implement, building plan specifications for the installation of 
low-flow water fixtures and further encourage reduction of water 
consumption to minimize wastewater flow to the sewer system, in 
accordance with applicable water conservation requirements.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
ensure compliance with this measure. 

I. Solid Waste  

Regulatory Measure J.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of 
occupancy for each construction phase, and thereafter during Project 
operations, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
comply with the provisions of City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 171687 
with regard to all new structures constructed as part of the five development 
parcels.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 

 
874471.1 

17



appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  
Regulatory Measure J.3-2:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of 
occupancy, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs all structures constructed or uses established 
within any part of the proposed Project site to be permanently equipped 
with clearly marked, durable, source sorted recyclable bins at all times to 
facilitate the separation and deposit of recyclable materials.  The City’s 
Department of Public Works, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.3-3:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of 
occupancy, the developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
designs primary collection bins to facilitate mechanized collection of such 
recyclable wastes for transport to on- or off-site recycling facilities.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.3-4:  During Project operations, the developer, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall continuously maintain in good order for the 
convenience of businesses, patrons, employees and park visitors clearly 
marked, durable and separate bins on the same lot, or parcel to facilitate the 
commingled recyclables and deposit of recyclable or commingled waste 
metal, cardboard, paper, glass, and plastic therein; maintain accessibility to 
such bins at all times, for collection of such wastes for transport to on- or 
off-site recycling plants; and require waste haulers to utilize local or 
regional material recovery facilities as feasible and appropriate.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s 
CAO or its designee shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
Regulatory Measure J.3-5:  During each construction phase, the 
developer, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
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parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall implement a demolition and construction 
debris recycling plan, with the explicit intent of requiring recycling during 
all phases of site preparation and building construction.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall review and approve the plan with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO or 
its designee shall review and approve the plan with regard to the Civic 
Park.  
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 
 
 
 
1. The developer shall meet on an ongoing basis with the Music Center to exchange 

all necessary information and formulate programs so as to best ensure that the 
Music Center’s activities would not be significantly disrupted by the construction 
of the Project. 

 
2. The developer shall meet on an ongoing basis with the Los Angeles Superior 

Courthouse to exchange all necessary information and formulate programs so as to 
best ensure that the Los Angeles Superior Courthouse’s activities would not be 
significantly disrupted by the construction of the Project. 

 
3. The developer shall meet on an ongoing basis with the Colburn School to 

exchange all necessary information and formulate programs so as to best ensure 
that the Colburn School’s activities would not be significantly disrupted by the 
construction of the Project. 

 
4. The developer shall coordinate the construction of the Project so that the standard 

shift from Mondays through Fridays for the majority of the Project's construction 
workers shall be 7:00 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. 

 
5. The developer shall offer a transit pass to any worker who agrees to not travel to 

the Project site by personal vehicle and forego a space in the parking lot 
designated for the Project’s construction workers for the duration of the phase of 
construction for which that worker has been hired. 
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THE GRAND AVENUE PROJECT  
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT  

ERRATA 
 

This document comprises Errata to the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for The Grand 
Avenue Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2005091041). As this Errata is part of the Final EIR, it will be 
considered by the decision makers in the context of their certification of the Draft EIR and Final EIR as 
adequate for the purposes of compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).   

Following circulation of the Draft Environmental Report (Draft EIR) for public and agency review and 
comment between June 14, 2006 and August 3, 2006, the Final EIR was prepared in accordance with 
CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.  The Final EIR was circulated to commentors, agencies and other 
interested parties on November 8, 2006.  Subsequent to circulation of the Final EIR, the Grand Avenue 
Authority identified five minor errors all pertaining to minor inconsistencies within the document itself.  
Thus, the purpose of these errata is to correct these minor inconsistencies.  It is important to note that the 
correcting of these minor errors in no way alters the conclusions of the Draft EIR or the Final EIR.  

The following corrections and additions are set forth to correct The Grand Avenue Project Final 
Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) due to an administrative error in the case of Errata 1 through 
4, and to bring the Final EIR Summary and MMRP into consistency with one another in the case of 
Errata 5.  The changes set forth in these Errata are in addition to those identified in the Final EIR 
(November 2006).  The changes brought about by these Errata are identified by the corresponding page 
number of the Draft or Final EIR, as applicable.   

The five errata are as follows: 

1. Final EIR, page II-97, add the following text at the end of Section I., Impact of the Project 
After Mitigation: 

“Libraries 

Development of the proposed Grand Avenue project (the “Project”) would result in a less than 
significant impact on the City’s library facilities that would serve the Project.  However, the Project in 
conjunction with the development of the related projects that are forecasted to be constructed in the 
Project area could potentially increase the service demand and usage at the Tokyo Branch, Chinatown 
Branch, and Central Libraries to a level that could exceed the capacities of one or more of these 
libraries.  In the event that the related projects would be developed without the imposition of mitigation 
measures, a significant cumulative impact may occur.” 
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2. Final EIR, page V-25, Response No. 10-9, replace the second sentence with the following: 

“As discussed in the Draft EIR, the Los Angeles County Superior Court has a south-facing view 
across Parcel Q (page 390 of Volume 1 of the Draft EIR).” 

3. Final EIR, pages V-51 and V-52, Response No. 13-5, replace the last sentence on page V-51, 
which continues onto page V-52, with the following: 

“No remaining significant traffic impacts would occur in the A.M. peak hour and, of seven 
remaining significant traffic impacts in the P.M. peak hour, six intersections would operate at LOS 
D or better, and one intersection would operate at LOS F.” 

4. Draft EIR, page 857, add the following text to the bottom of the page after Section 8. Parks 
and Recreation: 

“9.  Libraries 

Development of the proposed Grand Avenue project (the “Project”) would result in a less than 
significant impact on the City’s library facilities that would serve the Project.  However, the Project in 
conjunction with the development of the related projects that are forecasted to be constructed in the 
Project area could potentially increase the service demand and usage at the Tokyo Branch, Chinatown 
Branch, and Central Libraries to a level that could exceed the capacities of one or more of these 
libraries.  In the event that the related projects would be developed without the imposition of mitigation 
measures, a significant cumulative impact may occur.” 

5. Final EIR, page II-57 and III-34, replace Mitigation Measure F-14 with the following: 

“Mitigation Measure F-14:   During Project operations, the Developer, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park, 
under the applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the MTA and the City of Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation to provide information to Project employees, 
residents and guests with regard to local bus and rail services.  The City of Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation shall determine compliance with this measure with regard 
to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO or its designee shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.”  
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I.  SUMMARY 

 

1. PURPOSE OF THE EIR 

This EIR is a Project EIR, as defined by Section 15161 of the State CEQA Guidelines 
and, as such, serves as an informational document for the general public and Project decision-
makers.  The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority (“Authority”), which is an independent 
public agency established through a Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement between the 
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles, California (CRA/LA) and the 
County of Los Angeles (“County”), has the principal responsibility as Lead Agency for 
approving the Project.  The County and the CRA/LA formed the Authority as a Joint Exercise of 
Powers authority responsible for overseeing the implementation of the Project.  The Grand 
Avenue Implementation Plan, which guides the description of the Project, represents a 
collaborative effort among the Authority, the Grand Avenue Committee, and the Project’s 
developer, The Related Companies, L.P. and its development entity Grand Avenue L.A., LLC 
(collectively “Related Companies” or “Related”).  Accordingly, the Joint Exercise of Powers 
Agreement designates the Authority as the lead agency for purposes of review under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) since, among other reasons, the Authority is 
responsible for obtaining ground leases from the County and CRA/LA for the proposed 
development parcels and re-leasing to the Related Companies for the development of those 
parcels.  The County and CRA/LA will act as responsible agencies under CEQA.  As Lead 
Agency the Authority is responsible for the preparation and distribution of this Draft EIR and 
preparation of the Final EIR.   

This EIR shall be used in connection with all other permits and all other approvals 
necessary for the construction and operation of the Project.  This EIR shall be used by the 
Authority, the CRA/LA, the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors, the City of Los 
Angeles City Council as well as the City’s Department of Planning, Department of Building and 
Safety, Department of Transportation, and Department of Public Works, including the Bureaus 
of Engineering and Sanitation, and all other public agencies that must approve activities 
undertaken with respect to the Project. 

This Draft EIR evaluates the environmental impacts determined by the Authority to be 
potentially significant and discusses the manner in which the Project’s significant effects can be 
reduced or avoided through the implementation of mitigation measures.  Impacts that cannot 
feasibly be mitigated to a level below significance are considered significant, unavoidable 
adverse impacts.  In accordance with Section 15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines, this EIR also 
includes an examination of the effects of cumulative development in the vicinity of the proposed 
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Project.  Cumulative development includes probable future projects that, in conjunction with the 
proposed Project, may result in a cumulative impact.  In addition, this EIR evaluates the extent to 
which environmental effects could be reduced or avoided through the implementation of feasible 
alternatives to the proposed Project.  Furthermore, the Authority is responsible for certifying the 
EIR and adopting any mitigation measures needed to address the Project’s significant 
environmental impacts.  For any unmitigated or under-mitigated significant environmental 
effects, the Authority may, after making a series of findings, approve the proposed Project after 
adoption of a Statement of Overriding Considerations pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15093. 

2. EIR FOCUS AND EFFECTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT 

In compliance with CEQA, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was prepared by the Authority 
and distributed for public comment to the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research, 
responsible agencies, and other interested parties on August 31, 2005.  The NOP identified those 
environmental topics for which the proposed Project could have adverse environmental effects 
and concluded that an EIR would need to be prepared to document these effects.  A copy of the 
NOP and Initial Study, the NOP distribution list, responses to the NOP received by the Authority 
and scoping meeting transcript are included in Appendix A of this Draft EIR. 

In the Initial Study, the Authority determined that implementation of the proposed Project 
may, either by itself or in conjunction with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
development in the vicinity, have significant effects in the following areas: 

• Land Use and Planning;  

• Transportation, Circulation, and Parking; 

• Aesthetics and Visual Resources; 

• Historical Resources; 

• Population and Housing; 

• Air Quality; 

• Noise; 

• Hazards and Hazardous Materials;  

• Public Services (Fire and Police Protection, Schools, Libraries, and Parks and 
Recreational Facilities); and 
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• Utilities (Water Supply, Wastewater Infrastructure and Treatment, and Solid Waste). 

The Authority determined that the proposed Project would not have the potential to cause 
significant impacts in the following areas: Agricultural Resources, Biological Resources, 
Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Mineral Resources.  Therefore, these 
issues are not examined in this Draft EIR.  The rationale for the finding that no significant 
impacts would occur for these issues is provided in the Project’s Initial Study, included in 
Appendix A of this Draft EIR. 

3. EIR ORGANIZATION 

This Draft EIR is organized into the following eight chapters: 

I. Summary.  This chapter describes the purpose of the EIR, EIR focus and effects 
found not to be significant, EIR organization, Project background, areas of 
controversy and issues to be resolved, public review process, discretionary 
actions, and a summary of environmental impacts and proposed mitigation 
measures.   

II. Project Description.  This chapter presents the location, characteristics, and 
objectives of the proposed Grand Avenue Project. 

III. General Description of the Environmental Setting.  This chapter contains a 
description of the existing setting and a list of related projects that are anticipated 
for completion by 2015, the anticipated time of completion for the proposed 
Project.   

IV. Environmental Impact Analysis.  This chapter contains the environmental 
setting, proposed Project and cumulative impact analyses, mitigation measures, 
and conclusions regarding the level of impact significance after mitigation for 
each of the environmental issues addressed in this EIR.  Additionally, this EIR 
describes various measures that would lessen the Project’s potential 
environmental impacts.  For the purposes of this EIR, these measures are 
designated as “CEQA Mitigation Measures,” “Regulatory Measures,” and 
“Project Design Measures.” Those terms are defined as follows: (i) a CEQA 
Mitigation Measure is a measure that would lessen an otherwise significant 
Project impact, (ii) a Regulatory Measure is a measure imposed by applicable law, 
rule, regulation or standard agency practice for a Project impact deemed herein to 
be less than significant, and (iii) a Project Design Measure is a measure proposed 
by Related as a feature of the Project that would lessen a Project impact deemed 
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herein to be less than significant.  Furthermore, this EIR lists CEQA Mitigation, 
Regulatory and Project Design Measures for the development of Parcels W-1 and 
W-2.  Even though the description of such measures specify them as applicable to 
the development of both of those parcels, it should be noted that these measures 
would still apply to the development of Parcel W-2 even if Related does not 
acquire an interest in the privately owned Parcel W-1. 

V. Alternatives.  This chapter provides analyses of each of the alternatives to the 
proposed Project, including, but not limited to, a No Project Alternative.   

VI. Other Environmental Considerations.  This chapter presents an analysis of the 
significant irreversible changes in the environment that would result from the 
proposed Project, as well as the growth-inducing impacts of the proposed Project.   

VII. Persons and Organizations Consulted.  This chapter lists all of the persons, 
agencies, and organizations that were consulted or contributed to the preparation 
of this Draft EIR.   

VIII. Bibliography and References.  This chapter lists all of the references and sources 
used in the preparation of this Draft EIR.   

This Draft EIR includes the environmental analysis prepared for the proposed Project and 
nine appendices, namely: 

• Appendix A - Notice of Preparation (NOP), Initial Study, Scoping Meeting Transcript 
and NOP Response Letters; 

• Appendix B - Traffic Analysis;  

• Appendix C - Historic Resources Technical Report; 

• Appendix D - Air Quality Calculation Worksheets; 

• Appendix E - Noise Calculation Worksheets; 

• Appendix F - Hazardous Materials; 

• Appendix G – Utilities; 

• Appendix H – Environmental Equivalency Thresholds; and 
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• Appendix I – Resumes of Draft EIR Authors. 

4. PROPOSED PROJECT 

a.  Project Goal and Objectives 

Section 15124(b) of the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines states that the Project Description shall contain “a statement of the objectives sought 
by the proposed project.”  Section 15124(b) of the CEQA Guidelines further states that “the 
statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of the project.”   

The underlying purpose, or goal, of the Grand Avenue Project as well as its supporting 
objectives, including its prioritized basic objectives, are set out in this section as part of the 
Project Description.  

GOAL 

The ultimate goal of the Grand Avenue Project is to provide an economically viable, 
architecturally distinguished, community- oriented, mixed-use development with welcoming 
public open spaces that will create, define, and celebrate the Civic and Cultural Center as a 
regional destination in downtown Los Angeles. 

OBJECTIVES 

Priority Objectives 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by 
attracting both residents and visitors, day and night, through a mix of uses that are 
economically viable, that complement each other, and that add to those that already 
exist on Bunker Hill. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of 
development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and landscape 
design, in order to create a pleasant living and working environment. 

•  Generate at least $50 million in funds from the earlier phases of the project itself, and 
at least $45 million from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use these funds to 
improve and extend the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can 
serve as a public gathering place for the entire region.  
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• Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the project are affordable units for 
low-income residents.  

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the Community 
Redevelopment Agency and the County. 

All Objectives 

Generate Specific Public Benefits 

• Generate at least $50 million in funds from the project itself, and at least $45 million 
from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use these funds to improve and extend 
the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public 
gathering place for the entire region.   

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the Community 
Redevelopment Agency and the County. 

• Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the project are affordable units for 
low-income residents. 

• Expand upon the recent success of projects on Grand Avenue such as the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the Museum of Contemporary 
Art, Colburn School of the Performing Arts and other projects, by developing four 
publicly-owned parcels of land at the top of Bunker Hill, whereby the property 
owners and a private developer work together to create a project of regional impact 
which generates significant benefits for the public. 

• Create public spaces on the development sites that enhance the attractiveness of the 
project and that are open and accessible to the public. 

• Increase economic activity in the Project area, including the provision of new 
permanent jobs and the creation of a significant number of construction jobs.  

• Create a more welcoming environment for the community and visitors to the center of 
the city, increasing the number and diversity of patrons to the cultural and 
commercial attractions of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area.  

• Increase the value of the underlying, publicly owned real estate while minimizing 
public investment in the project. 
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• Continue the transformation of the Bunker Hill area into a significant high-rise urban 
environment in downtown Los Angeles by development of the last major 
undeveloped, underutilized sites in the Redevelopment Project area. 

Activate Downtown Los Angeles 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by 
attracting more people, day and night, through a mix of uses that are economically 
viable, that complement each other, and that add to those that already exist on Bunker 
Hill. 

− Develop a substantial amount of housing, inclusive of affordable housing, in 
order to expand the diversity of downtown living options. 

− Provide an exceptional hotel within the development to serve and enhance the 
multifaceted visitor related activities and destinations in the Project area.  

− Provide retail and entertainment uses in a distinctive mixed-use environment 
to serve and welcome residents as well as visitors from throughout the region 
and beyond.  

− Provide public parking at a reasonable rate that will attract the public to the 
Grand Avenue area as well as to the retail, entertainment, and hotel uses 
within the project. 

− Allow for the possibility of County office use within the later phases of the 
project. 

− Program and design the project to appeal to various market segments and 
residents of surrounding neighborhoods. 

• Create a northern anchor for the downtown area to complement the southern anchor 
at “LA Live” to create a more diverse and vibrant downtown core. 

Create a Civic Gathering Place 

• Improve and expand the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park so that it 
can be operated to serve as an active, welcoming setting for daily activity as well as a 
gathering place for community celebrations, cultural and ethnic celebrations, 
festivals, holiday events, political gatherings and the like. 
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• Improve both pedestrian and visual access to the park through the elimination of 
barriers such as the parking garage ramps at Grand Avenue and at Hill Street. 

• Provide for functional and attractive linkages through the park connecting 
neighborhoods, government facilities, office uses, and retail uses located in proximity 
to the east of the project area with Grand Avenue. 

Enhance Pedestrian Connections 

• Provide a design that emphasizes pedestrian and public transit opportunities, and that 
integrates linkages between pedestrian, public transit and the public roadways. 

• Encourage pedestrian movement in the vicinity of Grand Avenue, providing easy 
access to and from the Cathedral, the Music Center, the Civic Park, the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Colburn School, MOCA, the new Central High School No. 9 (soon 
to be under construction), the proposed development project, the various courthouses, 
and the County and City seats of government. 

• Encourage the use of public transportation to and from the downtown through the use 
of appropriate bus, train, and other transit system such as the existing Metro Red Line 
Civic Center Station, and through Red Line connections to Union Station and the 
region by commuter train, as well as by regional bus transit and local bus transit. 

• Create an attractive pedestrian connection from the Civic Center, south to the 
Financial District, integrating the Civic Park and Grand Avenue into the overall 
downtown context. 

Create Distinguished Architectural Design 

• Create an architecturally distinguished project which meets the level of quality of 
neighboring buildings such as:  the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Cathedral of Our 
Lady of the Angels, the Music Center, the Museum of Contemporary Art, the Colburn 
School for the Performing Arts, the Caltrans Building, and the future high school for 
the arts to be located on Fort Moore Hill. 

• Build to high densities and create a critical mass of activity in order to energize the 
Cultural and Civic Center. 
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Facilitate Achievement of Redevelopment Goals for the Bunker Hill and the 
Central Business District 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of 
development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and landscape 
design, in order to create a pleasant living and working environment. 

• Improve the jobs/housing balance downtown. 

• Contribute to the goal of creating a world class downtown and assist in the 
development of downtown as a major center of the Los Angeles metropolitan region. 

• Create synergies between the City, the Community Redevelopment Agency and the 
County to improve properties in the Redevelopment Project areas. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to provide that the proposed residential 
area of the project be developed to provide housing, among others, for workers who 
seek a living environment near their places of work as well as near the available 
cultural, educational and entertainment facilities. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives by contributing to the creation of a plan of 
land use of great benefit to the people of the entire Los Angeles metropolitan area; by 
the provision of facilities in large demand for modern, convenient, and efficient living 
accommodations for downtown employees and by changing a tax liability to a tax 
asset for the people of the City and County by increasing the tax revenue many times. 

• Implement the current Design for Development for the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project by implementing the principle that Bunker Hill has a unique and strategic 
location between the Central Business District and the Civic-Cultural Center and can 
play a role as an essential element of the core of the Central City by accommodating a 
variety of land uses and the full range of activities associated with a vital urban core, 
including commercial offices with supporting retail, entertainment, dining, transient 
housing with convention and exhibition facilities, and in-town residential uses.  

• Establish vibrant neighborhoods containing a variety of housing types and community 
facilities. 

• Promote a pedestrian network within a framework that accommodates large buildings 
and a variety of open spaces. 

• Achieve excellence in design, giving emphasis to parks, green spaces, street trees, and 
places designed for walking and sitting. 
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• Link Bunker Hill and surrounding neighborhoods and districts through a coherent 
pedestrian network. 

b.  Project Location 

The Grand Avenue Project is located in downtown Los Angeles in the Bunker Hill and 
Amended Central Business District Redevelopment Project Areas.  The portion of the downtown 
area in which the Project is located is generally bounded by Cesar E.  Chavez Avenue on the 
north, Spring Street on the east, the Harbor Freeway (I-110) on the west, and Fifth Street on the 
south.  Since the Project is comprised of several components, its geographic range incorporates a 
relatively broad area.  The proposed Grand Avenue streetscape component of the Project is 
located on Grand Avenue between Fifth Street on the south and Cesar Chavez Avenue on the 
north.  The proposed Civic Park component is an expansion and upgrade of the existing Civic 
Mall, in a mid-block area bordered by public buildings to the north and south, which, 
themselves, front on Temple Street to the north and First Street to the south.  The proposed Park 
is within the CRA/LA’s Amended Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area 
boundaries.  Spring Street and Grand Avenue border the east and west ends of the park, 
respectively.  The Civic Mall is located within the north sector of the Amended Central Business 
District Redevelopment Project Area, which is generally bounded by the Hollywood Freeway on 
the north, Alameda Street on the east, First Street to the south, and the Harbor Freeway on the 
west.  The development component of the Project would occur across five parcels located within 
CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  The Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project 
comprises a geographic area bounded by the First Street on the north, Hill Street on the east, a 
varying boundary between Fourth and Fifth Street on the south and the Harbor Freeway on the 
west. 

c.  Project Characteristics 

The Project consists of the following three components: (1) the creation of the 16-acre 
Civic Park that builds upon and expands the Civic Mall and upon its completion would connect 
the Los Angeles City Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue 
from Fifth Street to Cesar Chavez Avenue for the purpose of attracting and accommodating more 
pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels, which are referred to as Parcels Q, W-
1/W-2, L and M-2.  Related Companies is proposing a wide range of land uses in order to create 
a diversity of on-site activity that responds to the future needs and demands of the southern 
California economy.  In order to respond to these demands, the Project consists of two 
development options, referred to as the “Project with County Office Building Option” and the 
“Project with Additional Residential Development Option.”  Under the Project with County 
Office Building Option, development of the five parcels would consist of up to 2,060 residential 
units, 20 percent of which (up to 412 units) would be provided as affordable housing; up to 275 
hotel rooms; up to 449,000 square feet of retail space; up to 681,000 square feet of County office 
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space, and up to 5,035 parking spaces.  Under the Additional Residential Development Option, 
the 681,000 square feet of County office space proposed for Parcels W-1/W-2 would be replaced 
by up to 600 additional residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 120 units) would be provided 
as affordable housing.  All other components of the proposed Project would be unchanged under 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  Thus, the land use development 
proposed under the Additional Residential Development Option consists of up to 2,660 
residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 532 units) would be provided as affordable housing, 
up to 275 hotel rooms, up to 449,000 square feet of retail uses, and up to 5,255 parking spaces.  
No County office development would occur under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.  For the purposes of this EIR, these two development options are 
collectively referred to as the “Project.”  This approach to defining the Project is required as the 
County of Los Angeles has reserved the right to potentially develop an office building within the 
Project site.  Since the term of the County’s option for a public office building will extend 
beyond the completion date of the EIR, it is necessary to analyze the Project with, as well as 
without, the development of the County office building.  Should the County choose not to 
develop the office building within the Project site, the Related Companies is currently planning 
for additional residential uses to be developed. 

d.  Anticipated Public Agency Actions 

Permits and approvals required for development of the Project are anticipated to include, 
but may not be limited to, the following:  

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority 

• Approval of ground subleases for Parcels Q, W-2, L and M-2 from the Grand Avenue 
Authority to Related.   

• Approval of a Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) between the Grand 
Avenue Authority and Related.   

Community Redevelopment Agency 

• Approval of ground leases for CRA-owned Parcels L and M-2 from the CRA/LA to 
the Grand Avenue Authority and the sub-lease of these parcels to Related. 

• Approval of ground leases for Parcels Q and W-2 from the County to the CRA/LA, 
the sub ground leases to the Grand Avenue Authority and the sub ground leases by 
the Grand Avenue Authority to Related.   



I.  Summary 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 12 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

• Approval of various agreements, bonds and security instruments for potential public 
financing for the affordable housing, public parking, and public infrastructure 
improvements in connection with the Project. 

• Amendment of the 1991 approved Owner Participation Agreement between the 
CRA/LA and the County for Parcels K, Q and W-2. 

• Approval of the DDA between the Authority and Related. 

• Approval of land uses and design review as permitted under the Redevelopment Plans 
and DDA. 

• Approval of development of residential uses in areas designated as commercial under 
the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan. 

County of Los Angeles 

• Approval of ground leases for County-owned Parcels Q and W-2 to the CRA/LA, for 
further  subleases to the Authority and Related for the Project.   

• Approval of the DDA between the Authority and Related. 

• Amendment of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement between the CRA/LA and 
the County for Parcels K, Q, and W-2. 

City of Los Angeles 

• Under the City’s oversight authority over the CRA/LA, approval of certain CRA/LA 
actions listed above, including, but not limited to, approval of the DDA, financing 
and leases. 

• Approval of a Development Agreement (DA) between the City of Los Angeles and 
Related. 

• Approval of Subdivision Map for the five Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L/M-2. 

• Approval of a Zone Change for those portions of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L/M-2 that 
are zoned from R5/C2 to C2 to: (a) authorize the commercial uses proposed by the 
Project (e.g., hotel, retail, etc.); (b) eliminate the need for multiple conditional use 
permits and variances (concerning, for example, hotel use, parking requirements, 
commercial circulation, signage and alcohol service in the portions of the parcels 
currently zoned R5), and (c) establish a single zoning designation for Parcels Q and 
W-1/W-2 allow hotel use, public parking, commercial circulation, signage, and 
alcohol service in the portions of the five parcels currently zoned R-5. 
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• Approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to deviate from the current “D” 
restriction and exceed an FAR of 6:1. 

• Approval for deviation of a Policy Deviation from Advisory Agency Policy 2000-1, 
which addresses standards for new condominiums and specifies a parking 
requirement higher than the LAMC. 

• Approval of a Street Vacation (airspace) for the proposed Olive Street pedestrian 
bridge and General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way tunnel if not within a tentative tract 
map. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance to allow residential density to exceed the number of 
units allowed in the C2 zones by 20 percent or greater. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance if the Project cannot comply with common and/or 
private residential open space standards. 

• Determination of a Shared Parking Plan to permit two or more uses to share parking 
spaces, if necessary. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance for the Project relative to Yards and Setbacks, for 
projects that cannot comply with the yard/setback requirements of the C2 Zone.   

• Approval of Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) for Alcohol Sales.   

• Approval of improvements within the Grand Avenue right-of-way. 

• Approval of a Signage District and/or variance concerning parking requirements 
applicable to affordable housing units (possible future actions). 

• Approval of demolition, grading, foundation, and building permits. 

• Approval of Street Right-of-Way Dedications along major streets.   

• Approval of haul route(s), as necessary.   

• Variances and Encroachment permits (irrevocable and revocable) as required for 
construction within public ways, as well as for installation of public improvements. 

• Miscellaneous approvals, as required: 

– Grand Avenue design and construction; 

– Construction within Second Street tunnel easement; 

– Temporary closures of streets and sidewalks; 

– Curb cuts and lane dropoffs; 
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– Utilities relocation, replacement, and extension; 

– Sewer line extensions and upgrades; 

– Additional required approvals and permits from the Department of Public Works, 
Building and Safety, Mechanical Bureau, and other City departments that may be 
necessary to construct or operate the Project. 

– Approval of the development of residential uses in areas designated as 
commercial under the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan. 

5. BACKGROUND OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority is an independent public agency, established 
through a Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement between the CRA/LA and the County of Los 
Angeles.  The County and the CRA/LA formed the Grand Avenue Authority as a Joint Exercise 
of Powers authority responsible for overseeing the implementation of the Project.  The Grand 
Avenue Authority has contracted with the Grand Avenue Committee to provide certain real 
property negotiating and other related services.  The Project’s developer, Related Companies, 
L.P. was selected through a competitive process.  The Grand Avenue Implementation Plan, 
which guides the description of the Project, represents a collaborative effort among the Grand 
Avenue Authority, the Grand Avenue Committee, and Related Companies.   

6. AREAS OF CONTROVERSY/ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED 

Potential areas of controversy and issues to be resolved by the Authority include issues 
known to be of concern to the community and issues raised in the response to the Project’s NOP.  
Issues known to be of concern to the community, as expressed during the public scoping 
meeting, include traffic, parking, pedestrian linkage, visual quality, air quality, noise, school 
capacity, libraries, and hazardous materials.  In addition, there are potential impacts on known or 
potential historic resources in and around the proposed Civic Park.  Issues to be resolved include 
a choice among Project alternatives and, whether, or how, to mitigate significant impacts. 

7. PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS 

As previously discussed, the Authority circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the 
proposed project on August 31, 2005.  During the following 30-day comment period, 14 letters 
were received.  An open house and public scoping meeting for the Draft EIR was held on 
Tuesday, September 20, 2005.  The NOP, letters received during the NOP comment period, and 
scoping meeting transcript are included in Appendix A of this Draft EIR.   
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The Draft EIR will be circulated for at least a 45-day review period, as required under 
CEQA.  Following the public review period, written responses will be prepared on comments on 
environmental issues received and these comments and responses will be incorporated into the 
Final EIR.  No final actions (e.g., approval or denial) will be taken on the Project until the Final 
EIR has been reviewed, certified as complete, and considered by the appropriate decision-
makers.  Dates of public meetings and/or hearings will be published and officially noticed in 
accordance with all legal requirements. 

8. SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES 

Alternative 1:  No Project “A” 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 (e)(3)(B) states that the “No Project” alternative is “a 
circumstance under which a project does not proceed and may be considered “the environmental 
effects of the property remaining in its existing state.”  The No Project “A” Alternative assumes 
that the Project would not be developed and that the existing land uses within the Project Site 
would remain as they are today (i.e., unchanged).  As a result, under Alternative 1, the 
streetscape improvements on Grand Avenue would not occur, improvement and expansion of the 
existing Civic Center Mall would not occur, and Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would remain 
as parking lots.  Thus, this alternative would produce no change to the existing physical 
condition and use of the overall Project site. 

Alternative 2:  No Project “B” 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 (e)(3)(C) sets forth the provisions for analyzing the 
No Project Alternative under a different set of assumptions than those identified above for 
Alternative 1.  Under this CEQA Guidelines Section, the No Project Alternative is defined as 
what “would reasonably be expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the project were not 
approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and community 
services.”  Under No Project “B” Alternative, Parcels Q and W-2 would be developed according 
to the provisions of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement (OPA) for the development of 
Parcels K, Q and W-2, Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project, while Parcels L/M-2 and W-1 would 
be developed per existing zoning.  Per the 1991 OPA, Parcel Q would be developed almost 
entirely with office uses along with a relatively limited amount of retail uses, while Parcel W-2 
would remain as a parking facility, albeit somewhat larger than what currently exists.   

Parcels L and M-2 would be developed according to their existing R5-4D zone and Parcel 
W-1 would be developed according to the existing R5-4D and C2-4D zones.  Based on these 
land use parameters, the No Project “B” Alternative would include development of up to 843 
residential units, including 169 affordable units; approximately 64,641 square feet of retail floor 
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area; and approximately 1,565,792 square feet of office floor area.  Approximately 400 parking 
spaces would occur on Parcel W-2.  Furthermore, under the No Project “B” Alternative, the 
proposed improvement and expansion of the existing Civic Center Mall would not occur and the 
proposed streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue would only be implemented in front of 
Parcel Q.   

Alternative 3:  Reduced Density Alternative 

The Reduced Density Alternative represents a 25 percent reduction of proposed 
development within Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L/M-2.  Under the Reduced Density Alternative, 
the Civic Park would be developed and the streetscape improvements implemented.  However, 
the level of improvements made to the Civic Park and the extent of the streetscape improvements 
would be reduced commensurate with the reduced funding for Phase 1 that would be available 
from pre-paid revenues.  While the mix of office, retail and residential uses across the 
development Parcels under the Reduced Density Alternative would be the same as under the 
Project, the floor area associated with each use would be reduced by 25 percent.  Thus, the 
Reduced Density Alternative would result in up to 1,545 residential units, of which 309 would be 
available as affordable units, 336,750 square feet of retail floor area, 206 hotel rooms, and a 
510,750-square-foot County office building.  In addition, under the Reduced Density Alternative, 
the maximum building heights would also be reduced by 25 percent.  While the reduction in 
building height could occur through a number of different ways, for the purposes of analyzing 
the Reduced Density Alternative, building heights would be the same as under the Project, 
although the high-rise buildings would be reduced in height.   

Alternative 4: Alternative Design 

The Alternative Design Alternative was developed in response to the potential significant 
impacts of the Project with regard to the historical resources currently present within the Civic 
Center Mall and the Project’s significant view impacts for locations that are located south of 
Parcels L/M-2. 

The conclusions of the historical analysis (see Section IV.D of the Draft EIR) are that 
significant impacts would result if any of the four identified character-defining features are either 
not retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (Standards); or if the improvements implemented within 
the Civic Park are not done so in accordance with the Standards.  Therefore, for the purposes of 
analyzing the Alternative Design Alternative, implementation of the Civic Park would only 
occur in accordance with the Standards.  In summary, the four identified character-defining 
features are as follows: (1) the water feature (both the fountain and pools); (2) many of the pink 
granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches; (3) the existing 
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elevator shaft structures located within the center of the park, and (4) many of the light poles 
with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like canopies.  Under this 
Alternative, the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would be implemented as under the Project. 

In response to the significant view impacts attributable to the towers proposed for 
development on Parcels L/M-2, the towers under the Alternative Design Alternative would be 
reversed, such that the tower proposed for the southeast corner of Parcels L/M-2 would be 
moved to the southwest corner, and the tower proposed for the northwest corner would be moved 
to the northeast corner.  The reversal of the tower buildings would increase the setback between 
the highest structures on Parcels L/M-2 and the existing, adjacent Grand Tower Promenade 
residential building.  The intent of the increased setback is to open views from the Grand Tower 
Promenade building towards the north.   

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, the same amount of residential and commercial 
development as the Project with County Office Building Option (3.6 million square feet) would 
be developed. 

Alternative 5:  Alternative Land Use  

Under the Alternative Land Use alternative, the five development parcels would be 
developed entirely with residential uses, with the exception of 35,000 square feet of retail uses 
that would be developed to meet the retail shopping needs of onsite residents.  This alternative 
would have the same floor area as the Project with County Office Building Option (3.6 million 
square feet).  Under this alternative, the floor area that would, otherwise, support office, hotel, 
and retail uses, except for 35,000 square feet, would be converted to residential floor area.  The 
proposed 35,000 square feet of retail uses would be consolidated onto Parcel Q, which is 
centrally located to Parcels L/M-2 and W-1/W-2.  Retail uses may include a grocery and similar 
services specifically oriented toward the Project’s residents.  The number of additional 
residential units is based on the non-residential floor area in each parcel(s), divided by the 
average floor area per unit within the applicable parcel.  As such, the non-residential floor area 
on Parcel Q would support an additional 446 units, which when added to the proposed 500 units 
would equal 946 units.  On Parcels W-1/W-2, the non-residential floor area would support an 
additional 763 units.  Added to the proposed 710 units (under the County Office Building 
Option), a total of 1,473 units would be developed on Parcels W-1/W-2 under the Alternative 
Land Use Alternative.  The non-residential floor area proposed for Parcels L/M-2 would support 
103 additional units, for a total of 953 units.  On an overall basis, the Alternative Design 
Alternative would allow a maximum of 3,372 residential units, including 674 affordable units.   

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, the implementation of the Civic Park and 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would be the same as under the Project. 



I.  Summary 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 18 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

9. SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION 
MEASURES 

1.  Land Use 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

The Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape program would generate greater public 
use and activity on the street and in the Civic Park.  The proposed Civic Park would be 
consistent with the surrounding public land uses in the Civic Center and would complement and 
enhance the increased residential presence and pedestrian activity in downtown.  The proposed 
Civic Park and streetscape program would also be consistent with the goals and objectives of the 
Central City Community Plan objectives to create civic open spaces for everyday casual use, 
flexible use of space, accommodations for sizable numbers of people, and a forum for organized 
public events.  The proposed Civic Park and streetscape program would be also consistent with 
the intent of the Downtown Strategic Plan policies to achieve a high quality of open space at all 
scales which enhances the quality of life of residents, workers and visitors, and fosters civic 
pride.  The proposed Civic Park would also be consistent with the Civic Center Shared Facilities 
and Enhancement Plan objective to remove or reconfigure the walls at the Grand Avenue auto 
ramp for improved visibility and pedestrian access into the Civic Park.  The Grand Avenue 
streetscape program would also enhance adjacent culturally important buildings in support of the 
Central City Community Plan’s designation of Grand Avenue as a “Cultural Corridor.”   

Development of the Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2 under both the Project with County 
Office Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 
be consistent in use and scale with surrounding residential and civic land uses, and would 
provide support to existing cultural uses.  The Project’s proposed density of residential uses 
would be consistent with the Los Angeles General Plan Framework’s Downtown Center 
designation as well as related housing and transit policies.  The Project would also be consistent 
with the designations and policies of the Central City Community Plan, the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan, the Amended Central Business District Redevelopment Plan, the Bunker 
Hill Design for Development, the Downtown Strategic Plan, and SCAG’s Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide, by increasing the range of housing choices available to 
Downtown employees and residents, encouraging a mix of uses which create a 24-hour 
downtown environment for current residents, to encourage patterns of urban development which 
make better use of existing facilities and providing housing and retail uses within close proximity 
to existing transit.  Since the Project would be compatible with surrounding uses and consistent 
with applicable land use plans and policies, it is concluded that the Project’s land use impacts 
relative to land use compatibility and consistency with adopted land use plans would be less than 
significant.  However, both Project Options would require zone changes and variances to permit 
the proposed for development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2.  With the granting of such 
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zone changes and variances, which may be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the 
Lead Agency, and concurrently with action on entitlements requested from the City of Los 
Angeles, there would be no significant zoning impact.  However, since the Project, under both 
Project Options, would be acted on by the Lead Agency (the Authority) prior to the City’s 
decision on such zoning requests, the Project would not be in compliance with the current zoning 
provisions at the time of Project approval.  Therefore, it is conservatively concluded that for the 
purposes of CEQA there would be a significant impact relative to zoning. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Ninety-three related projects are considered to be “related projects” in the Project area for 
the purposes of the cumulative impacts analysis.  Development of the related projects is 
anticipated to occur in accordance with adopted plans and regulations.  Based on the information 
available regarding the related projects, it is reasonable to assume that the projects under 
consideration in the area surrounding the proposed Project would implement and support many 
important local and regional planning goals and policies.  It is also anticipated that any new 
projects would be subject to their own permit approval processes and would incorporate any 
mitigation measures necessary to reduce potential land use impacts and that no significant 
impacts with regard to adopted land use plans would occur.  However, in as much as the Project 
would create a significant impact with respect to zoning, and related projects may require a 
variety of variances and zone changes, it is concluded that cumulative zoning impacts would be 
significant.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The Project with County Office Building Option, as well as the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, would not result in significant impacts associated with land use 
compatibility, division of an existing community, or consistency with regulatory land use plans 
and guidelines.  Therefore, no mitigation measures in relation to land use compatibility and 
adopted plans would be required.  However, no mitigation exists to address non-compliance with 
existing zoning designations, and, therefore, such zoning non-compliance is deemed to be a 
significant and unavoidable impact as of Project approval.  However, it should be noted that this 
impact would be considered less than significant with the granting of the requested zone changes 
and variances by the City of Los Angeles. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

The Project would be compatible with the land use found within adjacent and 
surrounding existing development and, as such, the Project would not create a division or 
disruption of an established community.  In addition, the Project would be consistent with 
adopted land use plans, including the General Plan Framework, the Central City Community 
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Plan, the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, and the Southern California Association of 
Governments’ Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  Thus, the proposed Project would 
result in less than significant impacts relative to land use compatibility and adopted land use 
plans.  Both Project Options would require zone changes and variances to allow the development 
of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2 to occur as proposed.  With the granting of such zone 
changes and variances, which would be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the  Lead 
Agency, and concurrently with action on entitlements requested from the City of Los Angeles, 
this impact would be reduced to less than significant levels.  However, since the Project under 
both Options is not in compliance with the current designations, it is conservatively concluded 
that for the purposes of CEQA there would be a significant impact relative to zoning.   

2.  Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

a.  Project Impacts 

Construction 

Hauling.  Hauling activities during the initial six to eight months of construction of each 
parcel, when haul trucks would carry excavated material from the site, could generate up to 300 
truck trips per day.  Because some of these trips would occur in the A.M. peak hour, they would 
cause a short-term significant impact.  Worker trips are expected to be negligible during the peak 
traffic hours.   

Temporary Lane Closures.  Complete closures of the public streets in and around the 
Project site are not expected during construction.  However, such closures could occur due to 
unforeseen circumstances, in which case, they would cause temporary significant impacts.  It is 
expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb of each of the five 
development parcels may need to be closed at certain locations for periods of up to 4 to 6 
months, or up to approximately 18 to 24 months, depending on the stage of construction that is 
occurring at the time.  Although temporary in nature, such lane closures would cause significant 
traffic impacts during such periods of time..  A mitigation measure has been identified to address 
potential impacts due to temporary lane closures.   

Pedestrian Access.  Sidewalk closures adjacent to construction sites may be required; in 
which case, one side of the street would continue to be available for pedestrian access.  While the 
use of these alternative routes may lead to some inconveniences to pedestrians, due to slightly 
longer walk distances in some cases, it is not expected such increases would result in significant 
impacts with regard to pedestrian access.  Therefore, no significant impacts on pedestrian 
circulation during construction would occur. 
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Reconstruction of Civic Mall Ramps.  During the reconstruction of the Grand Avenue 
and Hill Street ramps to the Civic Center Mall garage, traffic would be diverted to the Hill Street 
ramp during the closure of the Grand Avenue ramp and to the Grand Avenue ramp during the 
closure of the Hill Street ramp.  The diversion of traffic to alternate garage entrances could 
potentially create short-term significant traffic impacts.   

Bus Stop Relocation.  Construction of the Project may also require the temporary 
relocation of up to five bus stops, which would be relocated within two blocks of the Project site. 
Therefore, impacts on bus stops would be less than significant. 

Construction Worker Parking.  An estimated 250 construction workers would be on-
site daily, with a peak maximum of about 600 workers.  For construction workers who choose to 
drive to work, it is unlikely that on-site parking would be provided. A mitigation measure has 
been identified to address potential impacts due to construction worker parking. 

Traffic and Circulation 

The Project with County Office Building Option would generate approximately 1,551 
A.M. peak hour trips and 2,464 P.M. peak hour trips.  This Option would result in significant 
traffic impacts at seven intersections in the A.M. peak hour and in significant traffic impacts at 
seventeen intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  The Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would generate approximately 1,019 trips in the A.M. peak hour and 2,003 
trips in the P.M. peak hour.  These levels of peak hour trip generation are 34 percent and 19 
percent lower than the A.M. and P.M. peak hour trip generation levels associated with the Project 
with County Office Building Option, respectively.  The Additional Residential Development 
Option would result in a significant traffic impact at six intersections in the A.M. peak hour and 
seventeen intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  The Project with County Office Building Option 
would cause two significant traffic impacts on the freeway system, one of which would occur at 
a CMP monitoring location (US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street).  However, the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option would cause no significant freeway 
traffic impacts.  No driveway intersection approach under either Project Option would exceed 
LOS D.  Therefore, the Project would not cause any significant traffic impacts at proposed 
driveway locations.   

Civic Park Activities.  During times in which events in Civic Park would start earlier in 
the evening, or would be associated with concerts/programs at the Music Center and the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall, Civic Park traffic may worsen traffic conditions in the P.M. peak hour.  The 
number of such events would be infrequent and would not occur on a regular basis.  Although 
Civic Park traffic impacts would be temporary in nature, impacts may, on occasion, be 
significant in magnitude.  Annual events, festivals, and holiday events could also potentially 
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have temporary and short-term (one-time) traffic impacts.  Therefore, on occasion, the size of the 
event and other factors may cause Civic Park traffic impacts to be significant.   

Parking.  Under both the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option, commercial and residential parking would be 
consistent with the parking requirements of the LAMC.  However, neither Option would meet 
the requirements of the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP), which requires 
2.5 parking spaces per dwelling unit.  The reasons for seeking a deviation from this policy are 
provided in Section IV.D, Traffic, Circulation and Parking, of this Draft EIR.  If approved, there 
would be no significant impact for this issue.  However, using a worst-case perspective, a 
significant and unavoidable impact in regard to this policy is assumed.  However, the proposed 
Project’s residential parking supply is concluded to be adequate and parking impacts are not 
expected.  While the proposed residential supply would be less than the Advisory Agency Policy 
requirements, the Project is seeking an exception from that policy, should the exception be 
granted, which would occur after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead Agency, but 
concurrently with action on the entitlements requested from the City, there would be no 
significant residential parking impacts.  However, until the exception is granted, it is 
conservatively concluded that for the purposes of CEQA there would be a significant impact.  
Due to the availability and adequacy of off-site parking, the Project would not significantly 
impact the existing off-site parking supply in the surrounding area. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Construction 

Hauling.  The Project’s highest periods of haul truck activity would be in the initial six to 
eight months of construction for each parcel, when trucks would carry excavated material from 
the site.  During those periods, 130 trucks a day to a peak of 300 trucks a day are estimated.  
Because some of these trips would occur in the A.M. peak hour, haul truck trip periods could 
cause short-term, significant cumulative traffic impacts.  Hauling required for the construction of 
some of the 93 related projects would potentially overlap with the initial six to eight months of 
construction for each of the Project’s development parcels.  Therefore, haul truck impacts would 
be cumulatively significant. 

Closure of Civic Mall Ramps. The reconfiguration of the ramps to/from the County 
Mall parking garage on Grand Avenue would require the ramps to be shut down for a period of 
time during the reconstruction.  The diversion of traffic to alternate garage entrances would only 
affect streets in the immediate vicinity of the County Garage block, but could potentially create 
temporary and short-term cumulatively significant traffic impacts.  The temporary closure of 
access to related project sites would not impact the same streets adjacent to the County Garage 
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block.  However, other temporary access closures at any of the other sites, particularly the 15 
related projects located on Grand Avenue, Olive Street, and Hill Street, would cumulatively 
contribute to congestion and, as such, would be cumulatively significant. 

Temporary Lane Closures. Complete closures of any streets are not expected during 
construction.  However, such lane closures could occur due to unforeseen circumstances, in 
which case, they would cause temporary cumulatively significant impacts.  The construction of 
any of the related projects has the potential to require temporary lane closures.  Therefore, the 
impact of the Project and related projects, particularly the 15 related projects located on Grand 
Avenue, Olive Street, and Hill Street, would cumulatively contribute to congestion impacts 
resulting from temporary lane closures. 

Traffic and Circulation 

The cumulative traffic impacts associated with the 93 related projects and ambient 
growth have been considered for the purpose of assessing the Project’s traffic impacts.  In 
conjunction with the significant Project impacts after mitigation, cumulative traffic impacts on 
intersection operations would be significant.  With the implementation of mitigation measures, 
impacts on freeway or CMP locations would be less than significant.   

Civic Park.  Early evening events in the Civic Park may worsen traffic conditions in the 
P.M. peak hour.  The number of such events would be infrequent and would not occur on a 
regular basis.  Although Civic Park traffic impacts would be temporary in nature, impacts may, 
on occasion, be significant in magnitude.  Annual events, festivals, and holiday events could also 
potentially have temporary and short-term (one-time) traffic impacts.  As such, traffic impacts 
associated with such short-term activities would be considered cumulatively significant. 

Parking.  Related projects would comply with Municipal Code requirements, and it is 
expected that demand for commercial and residential parking would be met for the related 
projects as it is with the Project.  However, since the Project would not comply with the 
Advisory Agency Policy for residential uses, as may also be the case with one or more of the 
related projects, non-compliance with the Advisory Agency residential parking policy is 
considered cumulatively significant.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant 
traffic impacts.   
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Construction 

Mitigation Measure B-1:  Related with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, prior to the start of 
each construction work phase, a Construction Traffic Control/Management 
Plan to be approved by the LADOT and implemented by the responsible 
party.  The Plan shall include, but not be limited to,  Project scheduling, the 
location and timing of any temporary lane closures, traffic detours, haul 
routes, temporary roadway striping, and signage for traffic flow, as necessary, 
as well as the identification and signage of alternative pedestrian routes in the 
immediate vicinity of the Project, if necessary.  The Plan should also provide 
for the coordination of construction areas, and for safe pedestrian movement 
throughout the Project Area such that adequate and safe pedestrian movement 
access is maintained to adjacent uses including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
the Music Center, the County Courthouse, and the Metro Red Line station 
portals (on Parcel W-2 and on the Court of Flags).  

Mitigation Measure B-2:  After approval of the Construction Traffic 
Control/Management Plan(s) required under Mitigation Measure B-1 and 
prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
submit a copy of the Plan(s) to the Authority or other appropriate agency, 
and/or the City Chief Administrative Officer and the County of Los Angeles 
Chief Administrative Officer.  Following receipt of the Plan(s), the County of 
Los Angeles Chief Administrative Officer shall distribute that  information to 
all County properties on Grand Avenue, including the Hall of Administration, 
County Courthouse, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Music Center, for  
further distribution of  information to employees and visitors on  construction 
schedules, alternative travel routes, and lane and sidewalk closure 
information, as appropriate, and the Authority or other appropriate agency, or 
the City, shall distribute to the appropriate City departments for the same 
purposes.   

Mitigation Measure B-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall enter into one or more temporary arrangements 
with parking garages in the area of the Project, or with surface lot operators 
elsewhere in downtown or its periphery, to provide a sufficient supply of off-
street spaces for the construction workers during Project construction, and will 
require all construction workers to use these designated parking spaces.  These 
temporary arrangements shall be to the satisfaction of LADOT.   
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Operation 

The analysis of intersection capacity identifies significant impacts at seven intersections 
in the A.M. peak hour, and at seventeen intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  Of the seven 
significant impacts in the A.M. peak hour, three would be at intersections that would continue to 
operate at LOS D or better (an acceptable level of service), while four would be at intersections 
that would operate at LOS E.  Of the seventeen significant impacts in the P.M. peak hour, ten 
would be at intersections that would continue to operate at LOS D or better, four would be at 
intersections that would operate at LOS E, and three would be at intersections that would operate 
at LOS F.  Review of the impacted intersections, in consultation with LADOT, found that 
physical improvements are not feasible.  The purpose and strategy of the following mitigation 
measures are described in Section 9 of the Mobility Group Traffic Study, Appendix B of the 
Draft EIR.   

Mitigation Measure B-4:  If the Project proceeds with the County office building option, 
the County, on an on-going basis following initial occupancy, shall fund and 
implement a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program for the 
proposed County office use in Parcel W-1/W-2.  The County's Chief 
Administrative Officer shall ensure the County's review and approval of this 
TDM program.  The TDM program could, for example, include an onsite 
transportation coordinator, post information on transit, provide logistical 
support for the formation of carpools and vanpools, and other incentives to 
use transit and rideshare. 

Mitigation Measure B-5:  Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
implement ATCS in conjunction with the area-wide ATCS program, if not 
otherwise implemented, prior to the completion of the first phase of 
development at the intersections identified by LADOT, although the 
implementation of this measure will provide mitigation to all three Project 
phases.  Implementation of ATCS shall occur in the northern part of 
downtown, north of Eighth Street, at the locations identified by LADOT.  
LADOT has determined that implementation of the ATCS mitigation 
improvements in the area surrounding the Project would comprise the 
following:  (1) upgrades to Model 2070 traffic signal controllers at 37 
intersections; (2) installation of 31 ATSAC/ATCS system vehicle detectors at 
6 intersections; and (3) installation of CCTV cameras to provide video 
information to the ATSAC Center at four locations.  Subject to a final 
determination by LADOT of the improvements required for the Project, 
ATCS shall also include LADOT’s Transit Priority System (TPS). 

Mitigation Measure B-6:  The following menu of mitigation measures has been 
developed to further reduce the Project’s potential traffic and circulation 
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impacts.  LADOT shall determine which of these mitigation measures are to 
be implemented.  

o Provide enhanced walking connections along the Project street 
frontages to transit service (to bus stops and to the Red Line station 
portals at First Street and Hill Street, and at Hill Street mid-block 
between First Street and Temple Street).  These could comprise 
pedestrian amenities along the Project’s street frontages, including 
landscaped sidewalks, wider crosswalks where feasible at key 
intersections, improved lighting for pedestrian safety at nighttime, and 
pedestrian wayfinding signage, to facilitate walking in the Project area.  
Related shall implement this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each 
development phase; while, the responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program, under the 
applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for each of these Project components. 

o Related, as determined by LADOT and prior to initial building 
occupancy for each development phase, shall provide enhanced bus 
stops on the street frontages of the five development parcels.  These 
enhanced bus stops may include bus shelters with passenger amenities 
such as benches, shaded areas, and transit information, that could be 
integrated into the overall urban design/landscaping of the Project. 

o Provide transit information kiosks at various strategic locations on the 
Project site.  Related shall implement this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each 
development phase; while, the responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program, under the 
applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for each of those Project components. 

o Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall participate 
in an on-going basis during Project operations, in a Share-Car program 
(e.g., Flexcar) that makes cars available to registered members.  It is 
anticipated that up to three on-street parking spaces, subject to a 
determination of feasibility by LADOT, be provided at key locations 
adjacent to the Project frontage for up to three Share-Cars.  The Share-
Cars could be available to both Project and non-Project users as long 
as they were members of the Share-Car program.  The Project would 
support a Share-Car organization’s application to the City, and would 
promote the Share-Car concept and encourage its usage with Project 
residents and tenants.   
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o Provide improved vehicular directional signage on surface streets 
approaching and within the Project area to direct vehicles to specific 
destinations and parking locations, as appropriate, to minimize 
vehicles circulating in the Project area.  Such signage should be 
approved to the satisfaction of LADOT.  Related shall implement this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels prior to initial 
building occupancy for each development phase; while, the 
responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for  the Civic Park.   

d.  Level of Significance after Mitigation 

Construction.  A maximum of 300 trucks a day during peak hauling periods, a portion of 
which would occur during the A.M. peak hour, would potentially create a significant and 
unavoidable short-term traffic impact.  During the reconstruction of the Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street ramps to the existing Civic Center Mall garage, the diversion of traffic to alternate garage 
entrances would affect streets in the immediate vicinity of the County Garage block and 
potentially create a short-term significant and unavoidable traffic impact.  Complete closures of 
any streets are not expected during construction.  However, such closures could occur due to 
unforeseen circumstances, in which case, they would cause temporary significant impacts.  It is 
expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb may need to be closed at 
certain locations for periods of up to 4 to 6 months, or up to approximately 18 to 24 months, 
depending on the stage of construction.  Although temporary in nature, such closures would 
cause significant cumulative traffic impacts during such periods of time. 

Traffic and Circulation 

With the implementation of the intersection mitigation measures, one intersection in the 
A.M. peak hour and 13 intersections in the P.M. peak hour would be significantly and unavoidably 
impacted under the Project with County Office Building Option.  In addition, this Option’s 
significant impact on the CMP network would be reduced to a less than a significant level with 
ATCS mitigation.  With the implementation of ATCS mitigation measures, no intersections in 
the A.M. peak hour and 7 intersections in the P.M. peak hour would be significantly and 
unavoidably impacted under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option.   

Freeway/CMP Impacts. The Project with County Office Building Option’s significant 
impacts on the US-101 Hollywood Freeway between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, and on the 
US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street (a CMP location) would be reduced to a less 
than significant level through the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures.  
Freeway/LMP impacts under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 
also be less than significant. 
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Civic Mall.  Early evening events in the Civic Park, or events associated with 
concerts/programs at the Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, may worsen traffic 
conditions in the Project area during the P.M. peak hour.  The number of such events would be 
infrequent and would not occur on a regular basis.  Although Civic Park traffic impacts would be 
temporary in nature, impacts may, on occasion, be significant in magnitude.  Annual events, 
festivals, and holiday events could also potentially have temporary and short-term (one-time) 
traffic impacts.  Therefore, on occasion, the size of the event and other factors may cause Civic 
Park traffic impacts to be significant and unavoidable. 

Parking.  Neither the Project with County Office Building Option nor the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option, would comply with the Deputy Advisory Agency 
Residential Policy (DAARP) policy, which requires 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit.  While the 
proposed Project’s residential supply would be less than the Advisory Agency Policy 
requirements, the proposed Project is seeking an exception from that policy.  Should the 
exception be granted by the City, these significant residential parking impacts would be 
eliminated.  However, until the exception is granted, the non-compliance with the Advisory 
Agency policy is considered a significant and unavoidable impact.  

3.  Aesthetics/Visual Resources 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Visual Quality/Construction.  Construction activities may be detrimental to the 
aesthetic value of the Project area.  In addition, the potential removal or relocation of mature 
landscaping in the existing Civic Center Mall in order to create the Civic Park would contrast 
and detract from the existing visual character of the park.  Mature trees would be preserved or 
relocated to the extent feasible.  Construction activities that would contrast with the aesthetic 
image of the area would cease at the completion of the construction phases.  Due to the short-
term nature of these activities, construction impacts on aesthetic resources are concluded to be 
less than significant.   

Visual Quality/Operation.  The Grand Avenue streetscape program would improve the 
aesthetic quality and ambience of Grand Avenue and would create an appealing pedestrian 
environment.  Existing visual and pedestrian access into the Civic Park would be improved and 
the extension of the Civic Park to Spring Street would enhance the aesthetic context of Los 
Angeles’ City Hall.  The Project’s towers would contribute to the visual continuity of the tall and 
varied structures comprising the City’s skyline and would be consistent with the aesthetic 
components that represent downtown’s aesthetic image.  The Project is anticipated to be 
consistent with the urban design policies that call for the shaping of a skyline that parallels and 
accentuates the topography of Bunker Hill, the integration of street-front retail with the 
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streetscape, and the addition of public art into the Grand Avenue right-of-way.  As such, the 
Project’s visual quality impacts would be less than significant.   

Views.  The Project would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and distant 
vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand Promenade 
Tower, a 28-story residential building located immediately south of Parcel M-2.  Development 
on Parcels, W-1/W-2 would substantially block views of City Hall from Olive Street, a public 
street, under both the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  In addition, development on Parcel Q would block 
distant vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories 
of the Museum Tower residential building located south of Parcel Q and east of MOCA.  
Therefore, view impacts on the Grand Promenade Tower, Olive Street, and Museum Tower 
would be significant.   

Light and Glare.  The Project would increase ambient light and artificial glare through 
the implementation street lighting, illuminated signs, architectural lighting, light spillage from 
the windows of high-rise buildings, special events lighting and security lighting.  Since the 
Project’s lighting would be similar to adjacent businesses, (i.e., the nearby residential and office 
towers), it would not significantly impact the environment, which is currently characterized by 
high levels of ambient light.  Special events lighting in the Civic Park would be primarily 
shielded from surrounding sensitive uses by the existing buildings that line the north and south 
sides of the existing Civic Center Mall.  The increase in ambient light and artificial glare would 
not be great enough to interfere with activities at nearby residential, office, and cultural uses.  
Natural sunlight reflected from building surfaces and windows have the potential to create glare 
and, although building glare impacts are not anticipated, recent experience with the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall demonstrated that glare impacts are not necessarily and entirely understood prior to 
the construction of a structure.   

Shade/Shadow.  During certain seasons, the Project’s towers have the potential to shade 
sensitive offsite uses, including the future Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High 
School (currently under construction), the Bunker Hill Towers open space, and Angelus Plaza, 
depending on the season and hour of the day.  However, shading would not exceed three hours 
between the hours of 9:00 A.M.  and 3:00 P.M.  during the winter solstice or spring equinox, or 
four hours between the hours of 8:00 A.M.  and 5:00 P.M.  during the summer solstice or fall 
equinox and, as such, the Project would have a less than significant shade/shadow impact. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Aesthetics and Visual Quality.  Related projects Nos. 9, 27, 88, and 92 are located in 
close proximity to the Project site and, as such, have the potential to cumulatively contribute to 
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the visual quality of the area.  It is anticipated, that all of the related projects would be 
constructed with high-quality materials and architectural design and would be consistent in scale 
with the surrounding buildings.  In addition, it is anticipated that the related projects would 
contribute to sidewalk and streetscape improvements and, therefore, would improve the visual 
quality of the downtown area.  Therefore, cumulative impacts relative to the aesthetics and visual 
quality would be less than significant.   

Views.  Related project No. 88 would be located east of the Angelus Plaza senior housing 
complex and would block some easterly views of City Hall, from the existing Angelus Plaza 
residential towers.  The blockage of views of City Hall would be considered cumulatively 
significant, since the development on Parcels W-1 and W-2 would also block views of City Hall 
from Olive Street.  The Colburn School’s 13-story addition, which is currently under 
construction, would obstruct north-facing views of the horizon and, possibly, the San Gabriel 
Mountains from all but the upper stories of the Museum Tower residential high-rise.  
Development on Parcel Q would further block views that would continue to be available above 
the Colburn School’s 13-story addition.  Although north-facing views from Museum Tower 
would also be obstructed by development on Parcel Q, development on Parcel Q would have a 
variety of building heights and view corridors so that some views toward the north would have 
been available, if not for the Colburn School addition.  Therefore, the Colburn School addition, 
combined with the Project, would have a significant cumulative view impact on the Museum 
Tower residential use. 

Light and Glare.  The Project and 93 related projects would increase ambient light in 
downtown Los Angeles.  Within the context of the downtown environment, illuminated signage 
associated with street front retail uses and restaurants would not substantially alter the character 
of the surrounding area.  Related Projects Nos. 27 and 92, which are located in the same line-of-
sight as the Project, as viewed from adjacent westbound and northbound streets, respectively, 
have the potential to contribute to glare impacts.  With the implementation of the recommended 
mitigation measures, which require a technical glare analysis and review of the Project’s building 
materials, the Project’s potentially significant glare impact would be reduced to a less than 
significant level.  Therefore, since the Project would not contribute to the potential glare impacts 
of the surrounding related projects, cumulative impacts would be less than significant.   

Shade/Shadow.  The combined morning shading from Parcels W-1/W-2 and Related 
project Nos. 9 and 27, with shading later in the day from Related Project No. 88, would create a 
potentially significant shade/shadow impact on the Angelus Plaza site, during the summer 
solstice only.  Although Related Project No. 92 would generate considerable shading of the 
Angelus Plaza site, substantially shading from Related Project No. 92 is not anticipated during 
the summer solstice.  No other related projects would contribute to cumulative shading impacts. 
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c.  Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant 
aesthetic and visual resources impacts.  In addition to these measures, the Project would comply 
with regulatory measures and provide project design features which further reduce the Project’s 
less than significant impacts.  These measures are listed separately below. 

Construction 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure C-1:  During Project construction, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
ensure, through appropriate postings and daily visual inspections, that no 
unauthorized materials remain posted on any temporary construction barriers 
or temporary pedestrian walkways, and that any such temporary barriers and 
walkways are maintained in a visually attractive manner throughout the 
construction period.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to construction associated with the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department 
of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction of the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure C-1:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, 
shall prepare and implement a tree replacement plan should mature trees along 
Grand Avenue  be impacted by Project construction.  Existing mature trees 
shall be replaced at a ratio of not less than 1:1, to the extent consistent with 
the final streetscape design.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  

Project Design Features 

Project Design Feature C-1:  Prior to the start of construction along the east side of 
Grand Avenue, between First and Temple Streets, the responsible parties for 
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implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall coordinate construction of park improvements in 
the westerly Civic Park sector with any installation of streetscape and other 
improvements on Grand Avenue between First and Temple Streets to reduce 
the duration and visual impact of construction activities.  Scheduling of 
construction activities for the Civic Park and the Streetscape Program shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority or other appropriate agency, and 
shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Project Design Feature C-2:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall schedule and coordinate sidewalk construction 
with the development of the adjacent parcels to reduce the duration and visual 
impact of construction activities.  Scheduling of construction activities for the 
five development parcels, the Civic Park and the Streetscape Program shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority and implemented by the responsible 
parties. 

Operation 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure C-2:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, shall submit a design plan and 
technical analysis, prepared by the Project’s architect that demonstrates that 
the final selection of building materials for the five development parcels shall 
not create a significant glare impact on any offsite sensitive uses, including 
line-of-sight glare on any street or commercial, residential, or cultural use.  
The approved design plan shall be implemented by Related with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The design plan and technical study shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority or other appropriate agency. 

Mitigation Measure C-3:  Prior to each construction phase, Related with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and 
specifications to ensure that architectural lighting is directed onto the building 
surfaces and have low reflectivity in accordance with Illuminating Engineers 
Society (IES) standards to minimize glare and limit light onto adjacent 
properties.   
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Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure C-3:  Prior to the completion of final plans and specifications, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare lighting plans and 
specifications for the design type of light fixtures, height of light standards, 
and orientation of light fixtures and standards within the public right-of-way 
to ensure that all light fixtures do not interfere with the activities occurring 
within these areas.  Lighting plans with regard to the Streetscape Program 
shall be submitted to the City’s Department of Building and Safety or other 
appropriate City agency or department, for review and approval.  Lighting 
plans with regard to the Civic Park shall be submitted to the County of Los 
Angeles CAO and/or Department of Public Works for review and approval.  
Approved lighting plans shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Regulatory Measure C-4:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit to the Authority or other appropriate agency, for review and approval, 
building plans and specifications that demonstrate that all ventilation, heating 
and air conditioning ducts, tubes, and other such mechanical equipment shall 
be screened from the line-of-sight from the street.  Approved building plans 
and specifications shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Regulatory Measure C-5:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall submit design plans that demonstrate that all 
utility lines and connections are constructed underground.  Approved utility 
plans and connections with regard to the five development parcels shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority or other appropriate agency, whereas 
the City’s Department of Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency 
or department, shall review and approve with regard to the Streetscape 
program.  Approved utility lines and connections shall be implemented by the 
responsible parties. 

Regulatory Measure C-6:  Prior to construction, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall submit design plans for trash collection areas to the 
Authority or other appropriate agency, for review and approval.  Trash 
collection areas shall be screened from line of sight from the street.  Approved 
design plans shall be implemented by Related. 
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Project Design Feature 

Project Design Feature C-3:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare architectural plans that shall be reviewed 
and approved by the Authority or other appropriate agency, such that all 
ground-level building fixtures, including, but not limited to, security gates, 
landscape light fixtures, pedestrian lights, air intake shafts, and other 
appurtenances are integrated into the architectural theme and/or design of the 
respective Project components.  Approved architectural plans shall be 
implemented by Related and the responsible parties. 

d.  Level of Significance after Mitigation 

Visual Quality.  Visual quality impacts generated by construction activities would be 
reduced to a less than significant level through the implementation of Mitigation Measures C-1 
through C-3.   

Views.  The Project would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and distant 
vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand Promenade 
Tower, a 28-story residential building located immediately south of Parcel M-2.  Development 
on Parcels W-1/W-2 would substantially block views of City Hall from Olive Street, a public 
street, under both the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  In addition, development on Parcel Q would block 
distant vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories 
of the Museum Tower residential building.  Therefore, view impacts on the Grand Promenade 
Tower, Olive Street, and Museum Tower would be significant and unavoidable.  Cumulative 
view impacts would also occur due to the location of Related Project No. 88 in relation to 
Angelus Plaza. 

Light and Glare.  The Project would generate potential glare associated with special 
events lighting in the Civic Park and reflected sunlight from building surfaces.  With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures C-8 through C-10, potential light and glare impacts 
associated with special events lighting and reflected sunlight would be reduced to less than 
significant levels.   

Shade/Shadow.  The Project would not shade any offsite sensitive uses in excess of 
significance thresholds and, therefore, would not cause any significant and unavoidable 
shade/shadow impacts.  However, a potentially significant cumulative shade-shadow impact 
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would occur with combined shading of the Angelus Plaza residential complex by Related 
Projects Nos. 9, 27, and 88 during the morning hours on the summer solstice.   

4.  Historical Resources 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Under the proposed Project, the proposed Civic Park would be revitalized and activated 
through a new design that would be functional and accessible to the public.  In addition, the 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would redefine Grand Avenue as a great Los Angeles street 
that would facilitate and improve pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for 
sidewalk cafes, special events, and building entrances.  Sidewalks would be widened wherever 
feasible and planting beds would be maximized in order to promote the growth of healthy and 
mature street trees.   

Within the Project area, several culturally and historical significant buildings including 
the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Music Center, the Stanley Mosk County Courthouse, the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration are present.  
The grouping of buildings, structures, objects, and sites that comprise the Civic Center also 
appears eligible for California Register designation as a potential historic district.  Although the 
Civic Center Park and the Streetscape Program should be developed in substantial compliance 
with the current Conceptual Plans for these Project components, less than significant impacts 
with regard to the historic context of the adjacent resources would occur.  However, potentially 
significant impacts could result if the final design for the streetscape program or the Civic Park 
directly or indirectly disrupted those character-defining features that give the adjacent buildings 
and resources their historical and architectural significance.  Therefore, mitigation measures are 
recommended to ensure that the Project would not significantly impact the potential or existing 
eligibility of adjacent historical resources.   

The Civic Center Mall (dedicated as El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles) is 
eligible for individual listing in the California Register because it physically displays exceptional 
mid-century Modern precepts in its design, style, materials, workmanship, circulation systems, 
hardscape and softscape features, and spatial relationships adjacent to or integrated along with 
the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter boxes.  It is also considered a contributing 
property to a potentially eligible California Register Historic District comprised of civic-owned 
and functioning properties within the Civic Center area.  Implementation of the Civic Park may 
result in the removal of many of the Civic Center Mall’s character-defining features.  For a 
substantial adverse change to occur, the majority of the park’s character-defining features would 
need to be removed or substantially altered physically.  Significant impacts would result if the 
following occurs to any of the following four character-defining features:  (1) the water feature 
(both the fountain and pools) no longer serve as a focal point for the park; (2) many of the pink 
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granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches are not retained and 
reused in-place or within the reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and adjacent to 
the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) 
many of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like 
canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water 
feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter boxes.  Additionally, the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (Standards) should be utilized to ensure 
that rehabilitation work to the park does not impair those qualities and historic characteristics of 
these four key character-defining features that convey the park’s historical significance and 
qualify it for potential California Register listing as an individual resource and as a contributing 
property to the potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District.  If the character-defining 
features noted above were retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as 
stipulated in this analysis, then potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation 
measures would not be required. 

Along with the removal of the parking lot ramps off Grand Avenue and Hill Street, the 
following character-defining features may be removed since their removal would not diminish 
the integrity of the resource in terms of its eligibility as an individual resource: (1) the mature 
landscaping (since the new park design would also include notable and compatible landscaped 
areas), (2) the existing walkways (since the new park would also include walkways to facilitate 
movement through the park), and (3) the granite stairs off Grand Avenue.   

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

The development of one or more related projects in the downtown area has the potential 
to affect listed or eligible resources.  Each of the related projects having the potential to impact 
historical resources would be subject to CEQA review and it is anticipated that any potential 
impacts on historical resources would be addressed and reduced to less than significant levels 
through the CEQA process.  However, as the Project may result in a potentially significant 
impact with regard to the Civic Center Mall on an individual basis as well as a contributor to the 
potential Civic Center historic district, the Project and the related projects have the potential to 
cause a significant cumulative impact on historical resources. 

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures are required to ensure that many of those potential 
adverse impacts identified with regard to historic resources would be reduced to a level of less 
than significant.  Mitigation measures are also required for resources proposed for demolition 
since they would not eliminate the significant impact associated with the loss of a historic 
resource. 
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Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure D-1:  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District.  Prior 
to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the potential Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following measures: 

Grand Avenue Streetscape Program Design Features.  If the Streetscape 
Program is implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in the 
Project’s Conceptual Plan, then the following mitigation measure is not 
required since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
then the landscape and hardscape features proposed as part of the Grand 
Avenue Streetscape Program shall respect the linear qualities of the street and 
sidewalks in respect to the adjacent historic resource.  Such landscape 
treatments shall be unified and planted in a manner as to not obscure the sight 
lines to the facades of those properties identified as contributors to the 
potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District from the public right-of-
ways.  The design of the Project’s streetscape improvements shall consider 
their height, width, and spatial placement and include a program of selective 
pruning of trees to retain sight lines on a regular basis.   

Mitigation Measure D-2: Music Center.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are implemented in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined 
by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
then prior to the start of each construction phase, the entity responsible for 
implementing the Project’s streetscape program under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Music Center are reduced 
to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure:   

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
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Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the streetscape improvements does 
not materially alter the Music Center’s potential historic significance.  This 
evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-3:  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are 
implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements not be implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then prior to the start of each 
construction phase, the entity responsible for implementing the Project’s 
streetscape program under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the 
Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels church are reduced to 
the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the streetscape improvements does 
not materially alter the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels’ potential historic 
significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-4:  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park and the Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements are in substantial conformance to that set 
forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since 
such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Civic Park and the streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program,  under the 
applicable agreements, shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and 
approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration as a contributing property to the potentially eligible 
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Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park and the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified 
architectural historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final designs for the Civic Park and 
streetscape improvements do not materially alter the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-5:  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los 
Angeles).  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties 
for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Civic Center Mall for listing in the California 
Register is reduced to the maximum extent practicable.  However, in the event 
that any one or more of the following occurs: (1) the water feature (both the 
fountain and pools) no longer serves as a  focal point for the park; (2) many of 
the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete 
benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park 
preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the 
existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of 
the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with 
saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or 
integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter 
boxes, then the Standards shall be  utilized to ensure that rehabilitation work 
to the four character-defining features of the park referenced in this Mitigation 
Measure D-5 does not impair the historic characteristics that convey the Civic 
Center Mall’s historical significance as an individual resource and as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District.  If such compliance with such Standards cannot be achieved, 
then the following measures shall apply to the applicable character-defining 
features identified in this Measure:  

Recordation.  Prior to the issuance of a demolition permit for the Civic 
Center Mall and its associated features, a Historic American Building Survey 
(HABS) Level II-like recordation document shall be prepared for the Civic 
Center Mall.  This document shall be prepared by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History.  The HABS-like document shall record the existing landscape and 
hardscape features of the Civic Center Mall, including the four character-
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defining features identified in this measure.  The report shall also document 
the history and architectural significance of the property and its contextual 
relationship with the surrounding civic buildings and environment.  Its 
physical composition and condition, both historic and current, should also be 
noted in the document through the use of site plans, historic maps and 
photographs, and large-format photographs, newspaper articles, and written 
text.  A sufficient number of large-format photographs shall be taken of the 
resource to visually capture its historical and architectural significance 
through general views and detail shots.  Field photographs (35mm or digital 
format) may also be included in the recordation package.  All document 
components and photographs should be completed in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and 
Engineering Documentation.  Archival copies of the report, including the 
original photographs, shall be submitted to the California Office of Historic 
Preservation and the Huntington Library.  Non-archival copies of the report 
and photographs shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles, the City of 
Los Angeles Planning Division, the Los Angeles Public Library (Main 
Branch), and the Los Angeles Conservancy Modern Committee.  

Civic Park Landscape Design Program.  The landscape and hardscape 
features proposed for the new Civic Park shall be designed as to enhance and 
accentuate the architectural style and character of the civic buildings 
surrounding it.  The landscaping design intent shall provide an aesthetically 
pleasing visual transition between the open space of the park and the stark 
composition of the mid-century Modern style building facades.  An array of 
landscape and hardscape features of varying visual contrast, height, width, and 
density shall be added to complement and break-up the solid forms and 
massing of the adjacent buildings.  Landscape elements and/or hardscape 
features proposed should not obscure much of each building from the public 
right-of-way. 

Salvage and Reuse of Key Park Features.  Prior to the removal of the four 
character-defining features identified in this Measure, an inventory of 
significant landscape and hardscape elements shall be made by a qualified 
preservation consultant and landscape architect.  Where feasible, these 
materials and elements shall be itemized, mapped, photographed, salvaged, 
and incorporated into the new design of the park, wherever possible.  To the 
extent salvageable materials cannot be reused on-site, they shall be disposed 
of in accordance with applicable county surplus procedures. 

Mitigation Measure D-6:  Hall of Records.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
final design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
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Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Hall of Records building as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Hall of Records’ 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  

Mitigation Measure D-7:  Court of Flags.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
final design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Court of Flags as a contributing 
property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 
are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Court of Flag’s 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-8:  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center.  No 
mitigation measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as 
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determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary 
of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  
However, should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start 
of each construction phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the 
Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park does not materially alter the Clara Shortridge Foltz 
Criminal Justice Center’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall 
be conducted  in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-9:  Los Angeles City Hall.  No mitigation measures are required 
if the final design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set 
forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since 
such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to those historic characteristics that make the Los Angeles 
City Hall building historically significant as a designated resource and as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District, are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the historic significance 
of the Los Angeles City Hall.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  
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Mitigation Measure D-10:  Los Angeles County Law Library.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined 
by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each 
construction phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic 
Park under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for 
review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the 
potentially eligible Los Angeles County Law Library as a contributing 
property to the Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the 
maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Los Angeles County 
Law Library’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 

Mitigation Measure D-11:  Los Angeles County Courthouse.  No mitigation measures 
are required if the final design for the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements are in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Civic Park and the streetscape improvements not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start 
of each construction phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority,  for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Los Angeles County Courthouse as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park and the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified 
architectural historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the proposed final designs for the Civic 
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Park and streetscape improvements do not materially alter the Los Angeles 
County Courthouse’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 

Mitigation Measure D-12:  Southern California Edison (One Bunker Hill).  No 
mitigation measures are required if the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements are implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are not implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority,  for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the historic characteristics that convey the Southern California 
Edison building’s (One Bunker Hill) significance are reduced to the maximum 
extent practicable through implementation of the following mitigation 
measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the proposed streetscape 
improvements does not materially alter the Southern California Edison’s (One 
Bunker Hill) historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings.   

d.  Level of Significance after Mitigation 

Under CEQA, implementation of the recommended mitigation measures would reduce all 
of the identified significant impacts to a less than significant level, with the exception of one that 
is connected directly with the Civic Center Mall.  The actual extent of the significant impacts to 
the park itself is dependent upon the Civic Park’s final design.  Significant impacts to the park 
would result if one or more the following occurs: (1) the water feature (both the fountain and 
pools) no longer serves as a focal point for the park; (2) many of the pink granite clad planters, 
pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or 
within the reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; 
(3) the existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light 
poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not 
retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, 
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retaining walls, and planter boxes.  Additionally, the Standards should be utilized to ensure that 
rehabilitation work to the park does not impair those qualities and historic characteristics of these 
four key character-defining features.  If the character-defining features noted above were 
retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in this Draft EIR, 
then potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation measures would not be 
required.   

However, if the current Conceptual Plan is fully implemented in a way that does not 
comply with the Standards, the recommended mitigation measures are required though they 
would not reduce the impact to this resource to a less than significant level.  Nonetheless, such 
mitigation measures are important to ensure that important information regarding this resource’s 
contribution to the history of the City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, and the southern 
California region are retained. 

5.  Population and Housing 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

The Project with County Office Building Option is forecasted to generate 2,925 residents 
and 3,930 employees, while the Project with Additional Residential Development Option is 
forecasted to generate a residential population of 3,777 and 1,206 employees.  These changes 
represent from 0.5 percent to 2.3 percent of SCAG-projected residential and employment growth 
for the City of Los Angeles Subregion.  Under both Options, the Project’s contribution to growth 
would be a small percentage of projected growth and would not exceed adopted SCAG forecasts.  
The Project would also generate several thousand short-term construction employment 
opportunities.  The increase in population growth within the Central City Community Plan area 
that is attributable to the Project would be greater than projected.  However, because this growth 
would support policies to reduce the jobs/housing ratio in the downtown area, population and 
housing impacts are concluded to be less than significant. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Additional growth from the 93 related projects would generate 28,952 estimated residents 
and 61,158 estimated employees.  When combined with the Project with County Office Building 
Option, the estimated population growth would be 31,877 residents and 65,364 employees.  
Under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, cumulative population 
growth would be 32,729 residents and 62,364 employees.  According to SCAG forecasts for the 
City of Los Angeles Subregion, cumulative growth under both Project Options would represent 
approximately 18 percent of the forecasted residential growth and 29 percent of the forecasted 
employment growth.  This level of cumulative growth would not exceed projections and would 
therefore be less than significant.  The related projects are also anticipated to be consistent with 
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SCAG and Los Angeles policies for development of the downtown area as a dense activity 
center and, as such, would be less than significant.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The Project would result in no significant impacts on population, housing and 
employment, and no mitigation measures are required. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

Project development would not exceed SCAG’s adopted projections for the City of Los 
Angeles Subregion.  The Project would also be consistent with adopted policies, including 
jobs/housing balance, as set forth in the Central City Community Plan, the City’s General Plan 
Housing Element, the General Plan Framework, and SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and 
Guide.  Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant environmental impacts to 
housing or population.   

6.  Air Quality  

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Construction of the proposed Project would generate fugitive dust and combustion 
emissions from the use of heavy-duty construction equipment on-site and from construction 
worker trips as well as from delivery and haul truck travel to and from the Project site.  
Construction related daily regional emissions from both direct and indirect sources are forecasted 
to exceed the significance thresholds for carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), volatile 
organic compounds (VOC) and particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10).  
Thus, emissions of these pollutants would result in a significant regional air quality impact 
during the Project’s construction phase.  An analysis of local air quality impacts from 
construction operations has also been conducted.  This analysis indicates that the proposed 
Project would not result in an exceedance of the SCAQMD recommended localized significance 
thresholds (LST) for CO.  However, localized NOx and PM10 emissions would exceed their 
applicable LST screening thresholds and, thus, localized PM10 and NO2 impacts during short-
term construction activities at areas in close proximity to the Project’s construction sites would 
be significant.  Construction of the proposed Project would result in a less than significant cancer 
risk from diesel particulate emissions and no construction activities are proposed which would 
create objectionable odors.   

Air pollutant emissions associated with occupancy and operation of the proposed Project 
would be generated by the consumption of electricity and natural gas, by the operation of on-
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road vehicles and by miscellaneous area sources (among other things, landscaping equipment, 
consumer/commercial solvent usage, and architectural coatings,).  The Project would exceed 
SCAQMD regional significance thresholds for CO, NOx, PM10, and VOC.  Project traffic would 
not cause an exceedance of the California 1-hour or 8-hour CO standards of 20 ppm or 9.0 ppm, 
respectively, and no significant impacts to local CO concentrations would occur.  Potential 
sources of air toxic emissions associated with the Project would be limited to sources typical 
within the urban environment and would contribute small amounts of toxic air pollutants to the 
Project vicinity, and as a result, would be well below any levels that would result in a significant 
impact on human health.  In addition, proposed residential uses would not be located near any air 
toxic sources within the recommended siting distances established by the California Air 
Resources Board (i.e., the Project would not site residential uses in a high cancer risk area due to 
ambient air quality).  Development of the proposed Project would also be compatible with the air 
quality policies set forth in the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) Air 
Quality Management Plan, the Southern California Association of Governments’ Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide and the City of Los Angeles General Plan.  The Project would 
also not include any odor-causing uses identified by the SCAQMD and, therefore, potential odor 
impacts would be less than significant. 

The potential exists that the later stages of Project construction could occur concurrently 
with the occupancy of the earlier stages of development.  Similar to construction and operation 
of the proposed Project, concurrent emissions would exceed CO, NOx, PM10, and VOC threshold 
levels.  Thus, a significant regional air quality impact would occur. 

The Additional Residential Development Option would result in a substantially similar 
construction program as the proposed Project and, therefore, the temporary construction impacts 
under both development scenarios would be significant.  Vehicle trip lengths and area source 
emissions would be different under the Additional Residential Development Option.  With the 
exception of VOC, pollutant emissions would decrease.  While VOC emissions do increase 
slightly, ozone precursors (i.e., VOC and NOx) emissions would be slightly less than the Project.  
Regardless, the Additional Residential Development Option would result in similar long-term 
significant air quality impacts. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Buildout of the identified related projects that would occur within a similar time frame as 
the Project would increase short-term emissions for concurrent activities during any day of the 
Project’s construction period.  Since emissions of criteria pollutants under peak construction 
activities are concluded to be significant, any additional construction activities as part of any 
related project occurring during this time and in the vicinity of the Project site would be adding 
additional air pollutant emissions to these significant levels.  As a result, a significant and 
unavoidable cumulative impact with respect to construction emissions would occur.  
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Implementation of the Project would also result in an increase in ongoing operational emissions 
which would contribute to region-wide emissions on a cumulative basis and as such, the 
Project’s cumulative air quality impacts are also concluded to be significant.  In such cases, the 
SCAQMD recommends that all projects, to the extent possible, employ feasible mitigation 
measures which have been done with regard to the proposed Project. 

c.  Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant air 
quality impacts.  In addition to these measures, the Project would comply with regulatory 
measures and provide project design features which further reduce the Project’s less than 
significant impacts.  These measures are listed separately below. 

Regulatory Measures 

Construction 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure F-1:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
implement a fugitive dust control program pursuant to the provisions of 
SCAQMD Rule 403.1  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
SCAQMD Rule 403 during construction with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels and the Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Program..  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with regard to the Civic Park.  The 
SCAQMD shall be responsible for the enforcement for all Project 
components.  Compliance with the provision of Rule 403 would occur through 
implementation of one or more of the following best management practices 
(BMPs): 

• Water soils daily and not more than 15 minutes prior to earth moving 
activities; 

• Water surfaces two times per day or more in order to maintain a surface 
crust to prevent soil erosion; 

                                                 
1  SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements are detailed in Appendix D. 
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• Apply soil conditioners or vegetative cover to areas that will be exposed 
for an extended duration; 

• Apply chemical stabilizers within five working days of ceasing grading; 

• Install of approved trackout prevention devices and provide street 
sweeping within the Project area; 

• Securely cover truck loads with a tarp; 

• Cease grading activities when wind speeds exceed 25 miles per hour; and 

• Permanently seal exposed surfaces as soon as possible after grading is 
finished. 

Mitigation Measure F-2:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
utilize coatings and solvents that are consistent with applicable SCAQMD 
rules and regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with regard to 
the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it 
is not being complied with. 

Regulatory Measure F-3:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 to reduce potential nuisance impacts due to 
odors from construction activities.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall provide 
oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction associated with the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
provide oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it 
is not being complied with. 

Mitigation Measure F-4:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
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ensure that all haul truck tires shall be cleaned at the time these vehicles exit 
the Project site.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD 
retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it is not being complied with.   

Mitigation Measure F-5:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all export material carried by haul trucks shall be covered by a tarp 
or other means.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD 
retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it is not being complied with.     

Mitigation Measure F-6:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all construction equipment shall be properly tuned and maintained 
in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  
The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-7:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that construction equipment  is maintained and operated so as to 
minimize exhaust emissions.  During construction, trucks and vehicles in 
loading and unloading queues shall turn off their engines, when not in use, to 
reduce vehicle emissions.  Construction emissions shall be phased and 
scheduled to avoid emissions peaks and discontinued during second-stage 
smog alerts.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to construction activities associated with the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or 
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Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-8:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that electricity rather than temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered 
generators shall be used to the extent feasible.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  
The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-9:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all construction vehicles shall be prohibited from idling in excess 
of ten minutes, both on- and off-site.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-10:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that heavy-duty construction equipment shall use alternative clean 
fuels, such as low sulfur diesel or compressed natural gas with oxidation 
catalysts or particulate traps, to the extent feasible.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department 
of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 

Operation 

Transportation System Management and Demand Management 

Mitigation Measure F-11:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
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Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall, to the extent feasible, ensure 
that deliveries are scheduled during off-peak traffic periods to encourage the 
reduction of trips during the most congested periods.  The City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure, with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park.   

Mitigation Measure F-12:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the MTA 
and the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation to provide 
information to Project employees, residents and guests with regard to local 
bus and rail services.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-13:  Provide the appropriate number of bicycle racks located at 
convenient locations in the Project site.  Related shall implement this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels prior to initial building occupancy 
for each construction phase, while the responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall 
implement these measures prior to the completion of each construction phase.  
The City’s Department of Safety shall review and approve the number and 
location of the bicycle racks with regard to the five development parcels.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall perform the same 
function with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-14:  During on-going Project operations, Related, with regard to 
the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation 
of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall ensure that all 
fixtures used for lighting of exterior common areas shall be regulated by 
automatic devices to turn off lights when they are not needed, but a minimum 
level of lighting should be provided for safety.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this mitigation measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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Project Design Features 

Project Design Feature F-1:  During site plan review for each construction phase, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall give consideration to the provision of safe and convenient access to bus 
stops and public transportation facilities.  Pedestrian access plans to bus stops 
and transit facilities shall be submitted to the Authority, for review and 
approval.  Approved access plans shall be implemented by the responsible 
parties. 

Project Design Feature F-2:  Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall provide convenient pedestrian access throughout 
the Project site.  Related shall implement this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each construction 
phase, while the responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program, under the applicable agreements, shall implement 
these measures prior to the completion of construction for each of these 
Project components.  Pedestrian access plans shall be submitted to the 
Authority, for review and approval.  Approved pedestrian access plans shall 
be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Service and Support Facilities (point sources) 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure F-1:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall ensure that all point source 
facilities shall obtain all required permits from the SCAQMD.  The issuance 
of these permits by the SCAQMD shall require the operators of these facilities 
to implement Best Available Control Technology and other required measures 
that reduce emissions of criteria air pollutants.  Proof of permit issuance by 
the SCAQMD shall be provided to the City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works with regard to the Civic Park.  Compliance with point source permits 
shall be enforced by the SCAQMD for all Project components.   
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Project Design Features 

Project Design Feature F-3:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall ensure that commercial businesses located within 
the Project site shall be limited to those that do not emit high levels of 
potentially toxic air contaminants or odors (e.g., dry cleaners with on-site 
processing plants that handle toxic chemicals).  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall be 
responsible for the enforcement of this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels. 

Natural Gas Consumption and Electricity Production 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure F-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall 
prepare and implement building plans and specifications that ensure that all 
residential and non-residential buildings shall, at a minimum, meet the 
California Title 24 Energy Efficiency standards for water heating, space 
heating and cooling.  Approved building plans shall be implemented by 
Related and the responsible parties.  Building plans and specifications with 
regard to the five development parcels shall be reviewed and approved by the 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department.  Building plans and specifications with regard to the Civic Park 
shall be reviewed and approved by the County’s CAO and/or Department of 
Public Works. 

Building Materials, Architectural Coatings and Cleaning Solvents 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure F-3:  During each construction phase, Related with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall ensure that building 
materials, architectural coatings and cleaning solvents shall comply with all 
applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
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with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD shall be responsible for the 
enforcement of this measure for all Project  components. 

d.  Level of Significance after Mitigation 

With implementation of the above regulatory measures and mitigation measures, heavy-
duty construction equipment emissions would be reduced by a minimum of 5 percent and 
fugitive dust emissions would be reduced by an additional 16 percent.  However, regional 
construction activities would still exceed the SCAQMD daily emission thresholds for regional 
NOx, CO and VOC after implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  Therefore, 
construction of the Project would have a significant and unavoidable impact on regional air 
quality.  Construction activities would also still exceed the SCAQMD daily localized emission 
threshold for PM10 and NO2 after implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  Therefore, 
construction of the Project would also have a significant and unavoidable impact. 

Regional operational emissions would still exceed the SCAQMD daily emission 
threshold for regional CO, VOC, PM10, and NOx after implementation of all feasible mitigation 
measures.  Therefore, operation of the Project would have a significant and unavoidable impact 
on regional air quality.  In addition, regional concurrent construction and operational emissions 
would still exceed SCAQMD daily thresholds for CO, VOC, PM10, and NOx after 
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.  Therefore, concurrent construction and 
operation of the Project would have a significant and unavoidable impact on regional air quality.   

7.  Noise 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

As with most construction projects, construction would require the use of heavy 
equipment such as bulldozers, backhoes, cranes, loaders, and concrete mixers.  Construction 
equipment would produce maximum noise levels of 74 dBA to 101 dBA at a distance of 50 feet 
from the noise source.  Nearby sensitive land uses (e.g., the Walt Disney Concert Hall located 
across Grand Avenue from Parcel Q, the Colburn School and, also, the Music Center) would 
occasionally experience construction noise levels of 82 dBA (hourly Leq) during the heaviest 
periods of construction.  While the overall construction duration is expected to be nine years, the 
higher noise-producing activities are expected to occur for one to two months during demolition, 
between four and five months during excavation, and for durations during building construction.  
In addition, these noise levels would only occur when construction activities are along or near 
the Project site perimeter.  Nevertheless, construction of the proposed Project would result in a 
significant impact to off-site sensitive receptors without the incorporation of mitigation 
measures. 
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Construction can generate varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the 
construction procedures and the construction equipment used.  Within the Project site, the 
highest vibration from typical construction equipment would be generated during pile driving 
operations.  However, sensitive land uses would be located at a sufficient distance from any 
potential pile driving activity so that vibration from such activities would be less than significant. 

In addition to on-site construction noise, haul trucks, delivery trucks, and construction 
workers would require access to the Project site throughout the Project’s construction period.  
While construction workers would arrive from many parts of the region, and thus different 
directions, haul trucks and delivery trucks would generally travel to the Project site on Third 
Street and the Harbor Freeway (I-110).  This route would avoid as many noise-sensitive uses as 
feasible that are present within the Project vicinity.  In addition, construction traffic would not 
occur during the noise-sensitive late evening and nighttime hours, as well as on Sundays and 
holidays. 

The Project’s operational noise analysis addresses potential noise impacts to nearby 
noise-sensitive receptor locations, as well as the proposed on-site residential uses within the 
Project site, attributable to the long-term operations of the proposed Project.  Specific noise 
sources addressed in the analysis include roadway noise, mechanical equipment, loading dock 
and refuse collection /recycling areas, miscellaneous rooftop equipment, trash pick-up areas, 
outdoor gathering areas, parking facilities, rooftop helipads, and Civic Park activities.   

The largest Project-related traffic noise impact is anticipated to occur along the segment 
of Second Street, between Grand Avenue and Olive Street (1.3 dBA increase in Community 
Noise Equivalency Levels).  This impact would be less than the 3 dBA significance threshold 
and roadway noise impacts would be less than significant.  Noise levels associated with on-site 
sources (e.g., loading docks, parking facilities, and mechanical equipment) would include noise 
control measures and project features to meet City of Los Angeles Municipal Code noise 
standards.  Therefore, impacts are anticipated to be less than significant and no mitigation 
measures are required. 

The Civic Park would be designed with the intent that specified areas would 
accommodate particular programmed uses, but would also work in unison for larger events.  
Typical park uses would not be considered a substantial noise source as no organized athletic 
activities are proposed and typical activities would consist of picnics, exercise, and enjoyment of 
the outdoors.  However, outdoor shows and events have the potential to generate significant 
noise levels during staged special events and operations within the other venues that may be 
located within the Civic Park.  The future Leq for outdoor events would be approximately 63 to 
75 dBA at the uses surrounding the Civic Park.  As these surrounding uses include the Los 
Angeles County Courthouse, Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center, and law library, 
outdoor event noise levels could intermittently interfere with these uses.  The noise level at the 
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closest apartments (Grand Promenade Tower Apartments) would be approximately 50 dBA and 
would be less than significant.  Although, because of the characteristics of amplified speech and 
crowd cheering, the noise generated during these events may be occasionally discernible at the 
nearby sensitive receptors, it would be temporary in nature and a less than significant impact.   

With respect to vibration, Project operations would not result in any additional long-term 
ground-borne vibration sources and impacts would be less than significant.   

Construction of the Additional Residential Development Option would be substantially 
similar to that of the proposed Project and, like the proposed Project, would result in a less than 
significant vibration impact and would generate temporary noise from construction that would 
result in a significant impact.  The traffic attributable to the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option was conservatively assumed to be the same as that generated by the Project 
with County Office Building Option.  Thus, traffic related noise impacts would remain 
unchanged and considered less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.  In 
addition, stationary source noise levels would also be substantially the same as many of the 
potential sources of noise (e.g., loading docks, mechanical equipment, etc.) would be present 
regardless of whether additional residences or office space is constructed. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Noise impacts during construction of the proposed Project and each related project (that 
has not already been built) would be short-term and limited to the duration of construction and 
would be localized.  In addition, it is anticipated that each of the related projects would have to 
comply with the applicable provisions of the City’s noise ordinance, as well as mitigation 
measures that may be prescribed by the City that require significant impacts to be reduced to the 
extent feasible.  However, since noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project would 
be significant on its own, noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project in 
combination with any of the related projects would also be significant without mitigation. 

Cumulative traffic volumes would result in a maximum increase of 2.5 dBA CNEL along 
Second Street, between Grand Avenue and Olive Street.  As this noise level increase would be 
below the 3 dBA CNEL significance threshold, roadway noise impacts due to cumulative traffic 
volumes would be less than significant.  LAMC provisions that limit stationary-source noise 
from items such as roof-top mechanical equipment and emergency generators, would maintain 
noise to less than significant levels at the property lines of the related projects.  Therefore, on-site 
noise produced by any related project would not be additive to Project-related noise levels.  As 
the Project’s composite stationary-source noise impacts would be less than significant, 
cumulative stationary-source noise impacts attributable to cumulative development would also 
be less than significant.   
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c.  Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant 
noise impacts.   

Construction   

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure G-1:  To reduce any impact on nearby venues that may be noise 
sensitive receptors, such as the Music Center, Disney Hall, and the County 
Courthouse, the following Measures G-1 and G-2G-2 shall be implemented as 
follows: During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
limit (i) construction activities utilizing heavy equipment to Monday through 
Friday from 7:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M., and (ii) interior construction work inside 
building shells and construction activities not utilizing heavy equipment to 
7:00 A.M. to 9 P.M Monday through Friday.  Saturday construction shall be 
limited to 8:00 A.M. to 6 P.M.  No construction activities shall be permitted on 
Sundays or holidays.  Construction noise measures shall also be implemented, 
which may include the use of noise mufflers on construction equipment used 
within 100 feet of these venues.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and 
the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic 
Park.   

Mitigation Measure G-2:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Streetscape Program shall not use heavy equipment within (to the maximum 
extent practicable) 100 feet of the County Courthouse while Court is in 
session.  Construction noise reduction measures shall also be implemented, 
which may include the use of noise mufflers on construction equipment.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.   

Mitigation Measure G-3:  During the initial stage of each construction phase (site 
demolition and site preparation/excavation) for each Project parcel and when 
construction activities are within 200 feet of noise sensitive land uses, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall erect a temporary, 
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8-foot, ½-inch-thick plywood fence along the boundaries or each construction 
site adjacent to noise sensitive uses such that the “line of sight” between on-
site construction activities and the residential or other sensitive uses is 
blocked, where feasible.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels. 

Mitigation Measure G-4:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that pile drivers within the individual activity/development site under 
construction at that time shall be equipped with noise control devices having a 
minimum quieting factor of 10 dBA.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction in the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure G-5:During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall, 
except as otherwise permitted by applicable agreements, ensure that 
construction loading and staging areas shall be located on-site within each 
respective construction site and away from noise-sensitive uses to the extent 
feasible.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate 
City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction in the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure G-6:  Prior to the issuance of grading permits for each construction 
phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, plans and specifications that include a requirement to route 
pedestrians (to the maximum extent practicable) 50 feet away from the 
construction area when heavy equipment such as hydraulic excavators are in 
use.  Such routing may include the posting of signs at adjacent intersections.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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Mitigation Measure G-7:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
designate a construction relations officer to serve as a liaison with surrounding 
property owners who is responsible for responding to any concerns regarding 
construction noise.  The liaison shall coordinate with the Project construction 
manager(s) to implement remedial measures in the shortest time feasible.  The 
liaison’s telephone number(s) shall be prominently displayed at multiple 
locations along the perimeter of each construction site.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Operations 

To further reduce noise impacts on  the Project site, the following mitigation measure is 
recommended: 

Mitigation Measure G-8:  Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
prepare and implement building plans that ensure prior to the start of each 
construction phase  which includes residential development that all exterior 
walls, floor-ceiling assemblies (unless within a unit), and windows having a 
line of sight (30 degrees measured from the horizontal plane) of Grand 
Avenue, Hill Street, Hope Street, First Street, and Second Street of such 
residential development shall be constructed with double-paned glass or an 
equivalent and in a manner to provide an airborne sound insulation system 
achieving a Sound Transmission Class of 30, subject to field testing, as 
defined in the UBC Standard No. 35-1, 1982 edition.  Sign-off by the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall be required prior to obtaining a building permit.  Related, as 
an alternative, may retain an engineer registered in the State of California with 
expertise in acoustical engineering, who shall submit a signed report for an 
alternative means of sound insulation satisfactory to the City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department.  
Examples of alternative means may include, but are not limited to, the 
following:  (1) acoustical seals for doors and windows opening to the exterior; 
(2) consideration of the type, location, and size of windows; and (3) sealing or 
baffling of openings and vents.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure.   
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d.  Level of Significance after Mitigation 

The noise reduction measures prescribed in Mitigation Measure G-1 would achieve a 
minimum 5-dBA reduction along areas of sensitive receptors where the line-of-sight to ground-
level construction activity that occurs on the Project site is broken.  Regulatory Measure G-1 
would preclude construction-period noise impacts from occurring during the noise-sensitive 
night time periods, or at any time on Sundays or holidays.  Noise level reductions attributable to 
Mitigation Measures G-2 and G-3 and Project design features (e.g., use of noise mufflers and 
on-site storage of construction equipment) are not easily quantifiable, but implementation of 
such measures would reduce the noise level impact associated with construction activities to the 
extent practicable.  Nevertheless, Project construction activities would intermittently increase the 
daytime noise levels at nearby sensitive land uses during construction activities by more than the 
5-dBA significance threshold.  As such, noise impacts during construction are concluded to be 
significant and unavoidable.   

Project development would not result in any significant noise impacts to off-site receptors 
during long-term Project operations.  With implementation of Mitigation Measure G-6, on-site 
residents would not be exposed to inappropriately high noise levels from off-site activities (e.g., 
vehicle traffic on adjacent roadways). 

8.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

According to the Phase I environmental assessments completed for the Project site, there 
are no potential recognized environmental conditions (RECs) within any of the five development 
parcels.  In addition, there is no evidence at the Project site of asbestos; hazardous materials use, 
storage or waste; or hazardous air emissions.  It is anticipated that hazardous materials including 
fertilizers, herbicides and pesticides would be used to maintain the landscaping within the Civic 
Park, the Grand Avenue streetscape program as well as the five development parcels.  In 
addition, hazardous materials associated with maintenance activity within the five development 
parcels would be present at the Project site..  Since the transport, use, and storage of these 
materials would be managed in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local regulations, 
these materials would not be expected to pose significant risks to the public or the environment.  
Consequently, construction and operation under the Project with County Office Building Option 
and the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not expose people to 
substantial risk resulting from the release of a hazardous material, or from exposure to a health 
hazard, in excess of regulatory standards.  As such, construction and operation under both 
Options would not result in a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, and impacts would be less than significant. 
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b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Under existing federal and state regulations, potential hazardous materials located on any 
of the 93 related project sites would be identified and remediated prior to construction and 
operation of any habitable facility.  As such, any groundwater or soil contamination occurring on 
the related project sites would be addressed in accordance with applicable regulations and 
mitigation measures during the permitting process by the applicable responsible agencies.  
Remediation activities in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations would, therefore, 
reduce any significant impacts associated with hazardous materials to less than significant levels.  
Therefore, with monitoring and compliance with federal, state and local regulations and 
procedures, the potential for cumulative impacts attributable to the Project as well as the related 
projects’ transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to hazards and 
hazardous material.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to 
address the Project’s less than significant impact.  

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure H-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall properly decommission all 
unused groundwater monitoring wells, per applicable regulations.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The Regional Water Quality Control Board shall 
enforce compliance with this measure. 

Regulatory Measure H-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall test for the presence or absence 
of hydrogen sulfide and methane beneath the site by subsurface sampling.  
Should the sampling result in the discovery of hydrogen sulfide and/or 
methane, appropriate health and safety measures shall be implemented, in 
accordance with applicable regulations.  The City’s Department of Building 
and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure. 

Regulatory Measure H-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall take fill samples from each of the 
five parcels, and shall analyze these samples for contaminants at elevated 
concentrations.  Should elevated contaminant concentrations be discovered, 
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appropriate measures shall be implemented, in accordance with applicable 
regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure. 

Regulatory Measure H-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall undertake an appropriate investigation to 
ascertain whether any hazardous conditions would occur as a function of 
implementing the streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue and/or the 
Civic Park.  Should elevated concentrations of contaminants be identified, 
appropriate measures shall be implemented in accordance with applicable 
regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure H-5:  Prior to demolition or renovation in the Civic Center Mall, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall perform an asbestos-sampling survey to determine 
the presence of asbestos containing materials.  If such materials should be 
found, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park shall 
prepare and implement an Operations and Maintenance Plan that meets all 
applicable federal, state and local requirements.  This plan shall safely 
maintain asbestos containing materials that remain on the site.  The County’s 
CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  

Regulatory Measure H-6:  Prior to the start of any demolition activities or renovation on 
any painted surfaces at the Project site, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall conduct a survey of lead 
based paint (LBP) to determine the level of risk posed to maintenance 
personnel, construction workers, facility staff, and patrons from exposure to 
the paints present at the site.  Any recommendations made in that survey 
related to the paints present at the Project site shall be implemented prior to 
the demolition or renovation of said painted surfaces.  The City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

Impacts associated with the potential discovery of hazardous and non-hazardous 
materials on the Project site would be reduced to a less than significant level with compliance 
with the above regulatory measures.   

9.  Fire Services  

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Construction activities may temporarily increase the demand on fire services due to the 
presence of combustible materials within the Project site.  Construction may also result in 
temporary lane closures that would potentially affect emergency access.  With the 
implementation of regulatory measures and notification to the LAFD of all construction 
scheduling, the wide selection of alternative routes, and the temporary nature of the closures, any 
lane closures, should they occur, would not substantially affect the capacity of the LAFD to 
serve the Project site.  During Project operations, occupancy of the five development parcels and 
high-attendance events associated with the Civic Park would increase the demand for LAFD fire 
services.  However, the Project is within City Fire Code-required response distances, which 
would facilitate the LAFD in reaching emergency situations occurring within the Project site.  In 
addition, automatic fire sprinkler systems in all structures, fire hydrants installed to LAFD 
specifications, and supplemental fire protection devices would be incorporated into new Project 
structures, as required by the Fire Code.  As the Project site is within the service area of four 
Task Force truck and engine companies, Project operations are anticipated to result in less than 
significant impacts to LAFD staff and equipment capabilities.  Notwithstanding, standard LAFD 
requirements that ensure the safety of the Project would be complied with.   

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

The LAFD has determined that development of the Project, in conjunction with other 
approved and planned projects, may result in the need for the following: (1) increased staffing at 
existing facilities; (2) additional fire protection facilities; and (3) relocation of existing fire 
protection facilities.  However, as related project applicants would be required to coordinate with 
the LAFD to ensure that related project construction and operations would not significantly 
impact LAFD services and facilities, no significant cumulative impacts are anticipated. 
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c.  Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to fire 
services.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures and project design features have 
been identified to address the Project’s less than significant impact. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure I.1-1:  During demolition activities occurring during each 
construction phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall ensure sure that emergency 
access shall remain clear and unobstructed.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and 
the Streetscape Program.  The County Fire Department (LACoFD) shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-2:  Prior to each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, plans and specifications to ensure that the construction contractor 
is apprised of the requirement to maintain access to sub-surface parking 
structures associated with the Civic Center Mall, the Music Center, and the 
Colburn School for Performing Arts.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The LACoFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-3:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
maintain access for emergency response personnel to the Kenneth Hahn Hall 
of Administration, the Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles, the County 
Courthouse, the Colburn School for Performing Arts, and the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction in the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-4:  Prior to each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan to ensure that emergency evacuation 
from the northwest side of the County Mall and Colburn School for 
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Performing Arts, the southeast side of the Music Center and the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall would not be impeded by construction of the individual Project 
elements. With respect to the plan for the Mall, it must be prepared to 
coordinate with emergency evacuation plans for the Courthouse and the Hall 
of Administration.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-5:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that sufficient fire hydrants shall remain accessible at all times during 
Project construction.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-6:  Prior to the start of each construction phase and during 
Project operations, Related, with regard to the five development parcels shall 
comply with all applicable State and local codes and ordinances, and the 
guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan, and the 
Safety Plan, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the City of Los 
Angeles (C.P.C. 19708).  The City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-7:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels shall maintain all access roads, including fire lanes, in an 
unobstructed manner, and removal of obstructions shall be at the owner’s 
expense.  The entrance to all required fire lanes or required private driveways 
shall be posted with a sign no less than three square feet in area in accordance 
with Section 57.09.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.   
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Operations 

The following regulatory measures for fire protection and services are based on 
information provided by the LAFD2 and shall be implemented for the Project: 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure I.1-8:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, 
shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and specifications in 
accordance with LAFD requirements, and requirements for necessary permits 
shall be satisfied prior to commencement of construction on any portion of the 
five development parcels or the Streetscape Program. The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans in accordance with LACoFD 
requirements, and requirements for necessary permits shall be satisfied prior 
to commencement of construction on any portion of the Civic Park.  The 
LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-10:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that will 
assure that any required fire hydrants that are installed shall be fully 
operational and accepted by the Fire Department prior to any building 
construction.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-11:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall submit plot plans indicating 
access roads and turning areas to the LAFD for review and approval.  Related, 

                                                 
2 Letter from Douglas Barry, Assistant Fire Marshal, LAFD Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety, 

December 19, 2005. 
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with regard to the five development parcels shall implement the approved plot 
plans.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-12:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, engineering 
plans that show adequate fire flow and placement of adequate and required 
public and private fire hydrants.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-13:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to 
the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation 
of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall provide emergency 
access for Fire Department apparatus and personnel to and into all structures.  
The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-14:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that will provide that any private roadways for general 
access use and fire lanes shall not be less than 20 feet wide and clear to the 
sky.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-15:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that will provide that any fire lanes and dead end streets 
shall terminate in a cul-de-sac or other approved turning area.  No dead end 
street or fire lane shall be greater than 700 feet in length or secondary access 
shall be required.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-16:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs any proposed development utilizing cluster, 
group, or condominium design not more than 150 feet from the edge of the 
roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The 
LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   
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Regulatory Measure I.1-17: Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs fire lanes to be not less than 28 feet in width.  
When a fire lane must accommodate the operation of Fire Department aerial 
ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are installed, those portions shall not 
be less than 28 feet in width.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-18:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, where above ground floors are used 
for residential purposes, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
interprets the access requirement as being the horizontal travel distance from 
the street, driveway, alley, or designated fire lane to the main entrance of the 
residential units.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-19:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs the entrance or exit of all ground level 
residential units to be no more than 150 feet from the edge of a roadway of an 
improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-20:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides access that requires the accommodation of 
Fire Department apparatus, shall design the minimum outside radius of the 
paved surface to be 35 feet.  An additional six feet of clear space must be 
maintained beyond the outside radius to a vertical point 13 feet 6 inches above 
the paved surface of the roadway.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-21:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall not construct any building or 
portion of a building to be more than 150 feet from the edge of a roadway of 
an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-22:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides for access that requires accommodation of 
Fire Department apparatus, a design for overhead clearances to be not less 
than 14 feet.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels.   
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Regulatory Measure I.1-23:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides for additional vehicular access required by the 
Fire Department, where buildings exceed 28 feet in height.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-24:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides, where fire apparatus shall be driven onto the 
road level surface of the subterranean parking structure, for the structure to be 
engineered to withstand a bearing pressure of 8,600 pounds per square foot.  
The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-25:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall record any private streets as 
Private Streets and Fire Lanes.  All private street plans shall show the words 
“Private Street and Fire Lane” within the private street easement.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-26:  During operation of the Project, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall provide that all electric gates approved by the 
Fire Department shall be tested by the Fire Department prior to Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, granting a Certificate 
of Occupancy.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-27.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, shall 
prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that would not construct any 
building or portion of a building more than 300 feet from an approved fire 
hydrant.  Distance shall be computed along path of travel with the exception 
that dwelling unit travel distance shall be computed to the front door of the 
unit.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-28.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall submit plans to the Fire 
Department for review and approval.  Where rescue window access is 
required, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
incorporate conditions and improvements necessary to meet accessibility 
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standards as determined by the LAFD.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-29.  During operations of the Project, Related, with regard to 
the five development parcels shall have the curbs of all public street and fire 
lane cul-de-sacs painted red and/or be posted “No Parking at Any Time” prior 
to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy or Temporary Certificate of 
Occupancy for any structures adjacent to the cul-de-sac.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-30.  During operations of the Project, planning for large events 
at the Civic Park shall be implemented by the County or County Park 
Operator to reduce potential adverse affects on emergency access.  As part of 
the planning process, representatives of the LACoFD, County Office of Public 
Safety, LAFD, LAPD and LADOT shall be advised of the activities and 
consulted to establish appropriate procedures for crowd and traffic control.  
Plans shall be submitted to the County Chief Administrative Officer for 
review and approval.  

Project Design Feature 

Project Design Feature I.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels shall submit building plans to the 
LAFD for review and approval that demonstrate that automatic fire sprinklers 
shall be installed in all structures.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

After compliance with all fire safety regulations and the incorporation of regulatory 
measures, no significant unavoidable impacts are anticipated with respect to fire services.   

10.  Police Services 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Project construction may result in temporary lane closures that would potentially affect 
emergency access.  By notifying the LAPD of all construction scheduling, the temporary nature 
of any closures, and the availability of alternative routes, any lane closures would not 
significantly affect emergency access or response times.  Furthermore, during construction, 
traffic management personnel (flag persons) would be trained to assist in emergency response, 
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and on-site security measures would reduce theft and other demands on police services.  
Therefore, construction activities are not expected to significantly affect the capacity of the 
LAPD to adequately serve the Project site.  With Project operation, increased activity within the 
five development parcels and the Civic Park would likely result in an increased demand for 
police services.  Through the provision of private security personnel in the park, the demand for 
services provided by the LAPD is not anticipated to increase over existing conditions.  The 
Project’s combined residential and employment population would reduce the officer per resident 
ratio and, assuming the same number of officers in the LAPD Central Area station as under 
existing conditions, the ratio of crimes that are handled by each officer would increase from 
approximately 20 to 23.4.  This level of increased demand in the context of occurring over an 
entire year would not substantially exceed LAPD’s capacity and would, thus, be a less than 
significant impact. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

The residential and employment increases generated by 61 of the 93 related projects that 
are located in the LAPD Central District would reduce the officer per resident ratio, assuming the 
same number of officers in the LAPD Central Area station as under existing conditions, the ratio 
of crimes that would be handled by each officer would increase from approximately 20 per 
officer to 57 crimes per officer.  Although the operation of Project would have a less-than-
significant impact on police services, because the list of related projects is extensive and, if all 
related projects were built, the combined Project and related projects would have a significant 
cumulative impact with regard to police protection services.  This level of increased demand 
would substantially exceed the LAPD’s capacity to provide services from the Central Area 
station.  However, if the City added resources in response to growth, then cumulative impact 
would be less than significant. 

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to police 
services.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to address the 
Project’s less than significant impact. 

Construction 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure I.2-1:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
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provide clear and unobstructed LAPD access to the construction site.  The 
LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County Office of 
Public Safety shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-2:  During ongoing construction, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels shall provide security features on the construction 
site(s), such as guards, fencing, and locked entrances.  The LAPD shall 
determine compliance with this measure. 

Operations 

Regulatory Measure I.2-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall submit plot plans for all proposed 
development to the Los Angeles Police Department's Crime Prevention 
Section for review and comment.  Security features subsequently 
recommended by the LAPD shall be implemented by Related to the extent 
feasible.   

Regulatory Measure I.2-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plot plans for all proposed development to the County Office of 
Public Safety for review and comment.  Security features subsequently 
recommended by the Office of Public Safety shall be implemented by the 
County or County Park Operator to the extent feasible.  

Regulatory Measure I.2-5:  At the completion of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall file as-built building plans with 
the LAPD Central Area Commanding Officer.  Plans shall include access 
routes, floor plans, and any additional information that might facilitate prompt 
and efficient police response.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  

Regulatory Measure I.2-6:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park shall install alarms and/or locked gates on doorways providing 
public access to commercial facilities.  The LAPD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County 
Office of Public Safety shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 
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Regulatory Measure I.2-7:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels shall not plant landscaping in a way that could provide 
cover for persons tampering with doors or windows of commercial facilities, 
or for persons lying in wait for pedestrians or parking garage users.  The 
LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  . 

Regulatory Measure I.2-8:  Additional lighting shall be installed where appropriate, 
including on the Project site and in parking garages, as determined in 
consultation with the LAPD with regard to the five development parcels and 
the County Office of Public Safety with regard to the Civic Park.  Related 
shall implement this measure with regard to the five development parcels 
prior to initial building occupancy for each construction phase, while the 
responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall implement these measures 
prior to the completion of construction for each of those Project components.   

Regulatory Measure I.2-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
incorporates safety features \ into the Project’s design to assure pedestrian 
safety, assist in controlling pedestrian traffic flows, and avoid 
pedestrian/vehicular conflicts on-site.  Safety measures may include the 
provision of security personnel;  clearly designated, well-lighted pedestrian 
walkways on-site; special street and pedestrian-level lighting; physical 
barriers (e.g., low walls, landscaping), particularly around the perimeter of the 
parking garages, to direct pedestrians to specific exit locations that correspond 
to designated crosswalk locations on adjacent streets.  The LAPD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  The County Office of Public Safety shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-10:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for each 
construction phase and during Project operations, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall develop, and thereafter implement, a new or 
modified Security Plan to minimize the potential for on-site crime and the 
need for LAPD services.  The plan would outline the security services and 
features to be implemented, as determined in consultation with the LAPD.  
The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The following shall be included in the plan: 



I.  Summary 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 75 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

a. Provision of an on-site security force that would monitor and patrol the 
Project site.  During operational hours, security officers shall perform 
pedestrian, vehicular, and/or bicycle patrols. 

b. Implementation of a video camera surveillance system and/or a closed-
circuit television system; 

c. Additional security features shall be incorporated into the design of 
proposed parking facilities, including “spotters” for parking areas, and 
ensuring the availability of sufficient parking either on- or off-site for all 
building employees and anticipated patrons and visitors; 

d. Security lighting incorporating good illumination and minimum dead 
space in the design of entryways, seating areas, lobbies, elevators, service 
areas, and parking areas to eliminate areas of concealment.  Security 
lighting shall incorporate full cutoff fixtures which minimize glare from 
the light source and provide light downward and inward to structures to 
maximize visibility; 

e. Provision of lockable doors at appropriate Project entryways, offices, 
retail stores, and restaurants; 

f. Installation of alarms at appropriate Project entryways and ancillary 
commercial structures; 

g. All businesses desiring to sell or allow consumption of alcoholic 
beverages are subject to the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit by the 
City; 

h. Accessibility for emergency service personnel and vehicles into each 
structure, and detailed diagram(s) of the Project site, including access 
routes, unit numbers, and any information that would facilitate police 
response shall be provided to the Central Area Commanding Officer. 

i. In addition, security procedures regarding initial response, investigation, 
detainment of crime suspects, LAPD notification, crowd and traffic 
control, and general public assistance shall be outlined in the Security 
Plan.  The plan would be subject to review by the LAPD, and any 
provisions pertaining to access would be subject to approval by the City of 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-11:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for each 
construction phase and on-going during operations, Related, with regard to the 
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five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, shall develop, and thereafter 
implement, a Emergency Procedures Plan to address emergency concerns and 
practices.  The plan shall be subject to review by the LAPD with regard to the 
five development parcels and the County Office of Public Safety with regard 
to the Civic Park, and any provisions pertaining to access would be subject to 
approval by the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation. 

d.  Level of Significance after Mitigation 

With the implementation of the regulatory measures listed above, the Project’s impacts 
on police protection services or response times would be less than significant.  Cumulative 
impacts related to adequate police protection services would remain significant and unavoidable.  

11.  Schools 

a.  Environmental Impacts  

The Project with County Office Building Option would generate a potential total of 560 
students consisting of 250 elementary school students, 141 middle school students, and 169 high 
school students.  The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate a 
potential total of 632 students, consisting of 314 elementary school students, 157 middle school 
students, and 161 high school students.  Under either Option, the Project would contribute to the 
projected seating shortages at the elementary, middle and high schools that would serve the 
Project site.  With the addition of new LAUSD schools that would be open by 2009, the Project’s 
significant impacts on the middle and high schools would be eliminated as sufficient capacity 
would be available to accommodate the Project’s middle and high school students.  However, 
this is not the case with elementary schools.  As such, the Project would continue to have a 
significant impact on elementary school capacity.   

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

The residential and commercial components of the 93 related projects located within the 
same attendance boundaries as the Project would generate approximately 378 elementary school 
students, 240 middle school students, and 4,700 high school students.  These middle and high 
school students, combined with the Project’s students, would be dispersed throughout the 
attendance boundaries of both the existing and the newly constructed schools.  As a result, 
sufficient capacity would be available at the middle and high school level to accommodate the 
students generated by the Project in conjunction with all of the related projects and a less than 
significant cumulative impact would occur.  However, the students generated by the related 
projects combined with the Project’s students could not be accommodated within the existing or 
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future  elementary school capacities.  The Project and each related project would pay new school 
facility development fees and, under the provisions of Government Code Section 65995, the 
payment of these fees would constitute full mitigation.  Thus, cumulative impacts on schools 
would be less than significant. 

c.  Mitigation Measures 

Based on the preceding analysis, the students generated by the Project could not be 
accommodated within the existing facilities at the identified schools.  The additional elementary 
students generated by the Project would result in a potentially significant impact at Castelar 
Elementary School as neither expansion of the existing facilities nor the construction of new 
elementary schools in the school’s attendance area is currently planned.  Despite the planned 
construction of the new Gratts Primary Center, students generated by the Project would also 
result in a potentially significant impact to Gratts Elementary School.  With regard to Virgil 
Middle School and Belmont Senior High School, the construction of additional facilities planned 
to relieve overcrowding would provide enough seats to sufficiently accommodate Project-
generated middle and high school students, and thus, Project impacts would be less than 
significant.  Notwithstanding, Related would be required to pay new school facility development 
fees at the time of building permit issuance.  Pursuant to California Government Code Section 
65995, payment of the developer fees required by State law provides full and complete 
mitigation of the impacts of the Project as well as the Additional Residential Development 
Option on school facilities, thereby reducing impacts to a less than significant level.  Through 
compliance with Government Code Section 65995, impacts on schools would be less than 
significant, and no other mitigation measures are required. 

Mitigation Measure 

Mitigation Measure I.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of each building permit, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall pay school mitigation fees 
pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code Section 65995.  
Compliance with this measure shall be determined by the City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

Pursuant to the provisions of Government Code Section 65995, a project’s impact on 
school facilities is fully mitigated through the payment of the requisite school facility 
development fees current at the time building permits are issued.  As Related is required to pay 
school facility development fees, impacts under the Project are concluded to be less than 
significant. 
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12.  Parks and Recreation 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Construction of the proposed improvements in Civic Park would require closure of the 
existing Civic Mall to implement those improvements.  This would limit park availability and 
usage.  Impacts on park usage could occur within the immediate area of construction activity and 
adjacent park areas that might be sensitive to construction activities.  It is not known if the entire 
Park area would be affected at a single time, or if park improvements would be implemented on 
a smaller basis; e.g., block by block.  As the construction activities could adversely affect park 
usage, the Project is considered to have a significant, short-term impact on parks during 
construction.   

The required dedication of parkland from a project is determined by the number of 
residents within the project.  Under the Quimby Act, which is implemented through the LAMC, 
three acres per 1,000 residents are required.  The Project with County Office Building Option is 
anticipated to generate approximately 2,925 residents and would be required to provide 
approximately 8.8 acres of park/recreation space.  The Additional Residential Development 
Option is anticipated to generate approximately 3,777 residents and would be required to provide 
approximately 11.33 acres of park/recreation space.  Since these requirements would not be fully 
achievable on-site, per the LAMC, Related would be required to either dedicate additional 
parkland or pay in-lieu fees for any land dedication requirement shortfall.  Compliance with the 
LAMC would offset the Project’s park/recreation shortfall and would avoid a significant impact.   

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

No related projects are known to affect the use or availability of existing recreational 
resources, that would be affected by the Project, during their construction or operations phases.  
As the Project would prohibit the recreational use of the existing Civic Center Mall during the 
construction of the Project’s Civic Park, cumulative impacts on recreational resources are 
considered significant.  

Related projects combined with the Project with County Office Building Option would 
generate a total increase of approximately 31,877 residents.  Combined with the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option, the related projects would cumulatively generate 
approximately 32,729 residents.  The estimated park space requirement to meet the three-acre 
per 1,000 residents standard for the combined population under the two Options would be 
approximately 95.5 acres and approximately 98.2 acres, respectively.  As with the Project, 
compliance with the LAMC to either dedicate additional parkland or pay in-lieu fees for any land 
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dedication requirement shortfall would offset the park/recreation demands of the Project and 
would avoid a significant cumulative impact.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The Project would not meet the land dedication requirement pursuant to Government 
Code Section 66477 (Quimby Act).  In response, the following mitigation measure has been 
identified to address the Project’s potentially significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure I.4-1:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, shall:  (1) dedicate additional 
parkland such that the Project would provide a total of 3 acres per 1,000 
Project residents; (2) pay in-lieu fees for any land dedication requirement 
shortfall; or (3) a combination of the above.  Compliance with this measure 
shall be determined by the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

The potential impact of the closure of sections of the Civic Park due to construction 
activity is considered to be a short-term, significant and unavoidable, impact.  Upon completion 
of the Project, the affected park areas would return to operations with an enhanced level of 
operation, due to improvements that were implemented during the construction phase.  
Compliance with the mitigation measure for meeting park demand would reduce any impacts 
due to park dedication shortfalls to less than significant levels.    

13.  Libraries 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

The increase in residential population, employees and patrons, under the Project would 
increase demand on LAPL facilities in this area, including the Central Library as well as the 
Little Tokyo and Chinatown Branch Libraries, although the Project is not expected to cause an 
increase in the community population that would exceed the LAPL-defined service target 
population.  However, LAPL has indicated that the Project would impact the Central Library and 
that the fee of $200 per capita would offset the increase in service demand.  However, the 
detailed analysis provided in this section of the Draft EIR demonstrates that the Project would 
not cause a significant impact on library services, and the LAPL did not provide any data in its 
NOP response letter to the contrary.  Accordingly, no mitigation measures are required. In 
addition, it should be noted that the LAPL has not taken the necessary legal steps to impose a 
mitigation fee on all new development projects in its jurisdiction.   
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b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Population increases created by the 93 related projects in combination with the Project 
would increase the demand for LAPL services within the Project area.  If a large number of 
related projects were to be developed without the payment of fees, notable cumulative impacts 
on library services may occur.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The Project would result in no significant impacts on library services, and no mitigation 
measures are required. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

No significant and unavoidable adverse impacts relative to LAPL facilities and services 
would occur as a result of the Project.  However, significant cumulative impacts would occur if a 
large number of related projects would not contribute to voluntary or mandatory library fees.   

14.  Water Supply 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

Water use during Project construction would be intermittent and temporary in nature, 
resulting in a less than significant impact on water supply.  The operation of uses associated with 
the Project with County Office Building Option would have an average potable water demand of 
844,403 gallons per day (gpd) and a peak demand of 1,435,484 gpd.  The Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would generate an average water demand of 786,881 gpd and a 
peak demand of 1,337,696 gpd.  The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) 
has concluded in its Water Supply Assessment dated April 13, 2006 that adequate water supplies 
would be available to meet the Project’s water demand.  Therefore, implementation of the 
Project would result in a less than significant impact on water supply.   

Based on LAFD fire flow requirements as well as pressure flow reports from the City’s 
Department of Water and Power (LADWP), no upgrades to the existing water system serving 
Parcels Q, M-2, and the Civic Park would be required.  However, the installation of new water 
lines would be required along Second Street, from Olive Street to Hill Street to serve Parcels W-
1/W-2, and from Hope Street to Lower Grand Avenue to serve Parcel L. 
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b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Development of the 93 identified related projects would cumulatively contribute, in 
conjunction with the Project to the water demand in the Project area, although combined demand 
would be slightly less under the Project with Additional Residential Option.  Related projects are 
anticipated to be developed in compliance with State and water conservation regulations and 
within the build-out scenario of the Community Plans and the City of Los Angeles General Plan 
elements.  Further, the LADWP Water Supply Assessment concluded that there are adequate 
water supplies to meet all existing and future water demands for the next 20 years.  As such, 
impacts associated with cumulative water demand would be less than significant.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to the availability of 
water lines along Second Street with regard to Parcels W-1/W-2 and L.  All other water-related 
impacts are less than significant.  As such, a mitigation measure has been identified to address 
the one significant impact.  In addition, a series of regulatory measures are identified that would 
result in reducing the water demand attributable to the Project. 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure J.1-1:  Prior to initial occupancy of the buildings within Parcels L 
and W-1/W-2, Related shall install new water lines along Second Street, from 
Olive Street to Hill Street to serve Parcels W-1/W-2, and from Hope Street to 
Lower Grand Avenue to serve Parcel L.  The City’s Building and Safety 
Department shall review and approve all plans related to these new water 
lines.  Related shall be responsible for the implementation of these 
improvements. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall call DIG-ALERT to identify and mark on the 
ground surface the locations of existing underground utilities.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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Regulatory Measure J.1-2:  Prior to the start off each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall perform potholing of existing water and gas mains 
to verify the depth of cover.  If the depth of cover over the lines is shallow and 
the total street pavement section is thick (around 24 inches), then the 
temporary cover over the lines during construction may be reduced to 12 
inches or less.  Under these circumstances, protective measures shall be 
implemented to prevent damage or breakage of the lines during the pavement 
sub-grade preparation process  Notices of service interruption, if necessary, 
shall be provided to customers in accordance with DWP-Water and ACG 
requirements.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-3:  Prior to issuance of building permits for each construction 
phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall pay the 
appropriate fees as may be imposed by the City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department.  A percentage of 
building permit fees is contributed to the fire hydrant fund, which provides for 
citywide fire protection improvements.  Compliance with this measure shall 
be determined by the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department,. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-4:  Prior the issuance of building permits for each construction 
phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park Plan under the 
applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power to conduct a flow test to confirm that the existing water 
system meets fire flow requirements imposed by the LAFD for the Project.  
Related, with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park Plan under the applicable 
agreements, shall undertake and complete required improvements as identified 
by the LADWP, based on the findings of the flow test.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic 
Park. 
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Operations 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.1-5:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall incorporate Phase I of the City of Los Angeles’ 
Emergency Water Conservation Plan into all privately operated parcels.  The 
Plan prohibits hose watering of driveways and associated walkways, mandates 
decorative fountains to use recycled water, mandates drinking water in 
restaurants to be served upon request only, and provides that water leaks are 
repaired in a timely manner.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, 
or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-6:  During Project operations, incorporate Los Angeles County 
water conservation policies into the operation of the Civic Park, and the 
County Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the County office 
building option.  The responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic 
Park under the applicable agreements, and the County with regard to the 
County Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the County office 
building option, shall be responsible for implementing this measure.  The 
implementation of this measure shall be subject to the review and approval of 
the County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-7:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements and the 
County Office Building operator shall comply with any additional mandatory 
water use restrictions imposed as a result of drought conditions.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park.  

Regulatory Measure J.1-8:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
install automatic sprinkler systems to irrigate landscaping during morning 
hours or during the evening to reduce water losses from evaporation, and 
sprinklers shall be reset to water less often in cooler months and during the 
rainfall season so that water is not wasted by excessive landscape irrigation.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
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regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

The total estimated water demand for the Project at build out is not expected to exceed 
available supplies during normal, single dry and multiple dry water years during the current 20-
year projection, nor is it anticipated to exceed the available capacity within the distribution 
infrastructure that would serve the Project site.  Other than connections from the Project site to 
the water mains and the installation of new water lines along Second Street, the construction of a 
new or upgraded distribution and conveyance infrastructure would not be required.  With 
regulatory compliance and incorporation of the mitigation measures discussed above, impacts to 
water supply associated with the Project would be less than significant. 

15.  Wastewater 

a.  Environmental Impacts 

The operation of uses associated with the Project with County Office Building Option 
would generate 631,650 gallons per day (gpd) of wastewater and a peak flow of 1,073,805 gpd.  
The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 592,070 gpd on 
average and a peak flow of 1,006,519 gpd.  By complying with the provisions of the City’s 
Sewer Allocation Ordinance, wastewater generation resulting from operation of the Project 
would not substantially exceed the future scheduled capacity of the Hyperion Treatment Plan 
(HTP), nor would it cause a measurable increase in wastewater flows at a point where, and a 
time when, a sewer’s capacity is already constrained or would cause a sewer’s capacity to 
become constrained.  Therefore, implementation of the Project would result in a less than 
significant impact. 

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Development of the 93 identified related projects, in conjunction with the Project would 
cumulatively contribute to wastewater generation in the Project area.  The Project with 
Additional Residential Option would generate nearly seven percent less wastewater than that of 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  The wastewater anticipated to be 
discharged by the related projects along with the Project with County Office Building Option is 
7.3 million gpd, which represents approximately 1.6 percent of the HTP’s full capacity of 450 
million gpd.  Each of the individual related projects would be subject to the LADWP’s 
determination of whether there is allotted sewer capacity available prior to the formal acceptance 
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of plans and specifications by the Department of Building and Safety.  Therefore, cumulative 
impacts to the local and regional sewer system for the Project, in conjunction with the identified 
related projects, would be less than significant. 

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to wastewater 
service.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to address the 
Project’s less than significant impact. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.2-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park shall comply with City ordinances limiting 
connections to the City sewer system, in accordance with City Bureau of 
Sanitation procedures.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall ensure compliance with this 
measure. 

Regulatory Measure J.2-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park Plan, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, building plan specifications for the installation of low-flow water 
fixtures and further encourage reduction of water consumption to minimize 
wastewater flow to the sewer system, in accordance with applicable water 
conservation requirements.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall ensure compliance with this 
measure. 

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

With the implementation of the recommended mitigation measures discussed above, any 
local deficiencies in sewer lines would be identified and remedied and wastewater generation 
rates would be reduced.  As such, less than significant impacts on wastewater conveyances and 
the capacity of the HTP would occur.   
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16.  Solid Waste 

a.  Impacts 

Construction debris attributable to Project development would generate approximately 
solid debris, which would amount to approximately 31,120 tons of landfill waste.  The total 
remaining permitted capacity for inert waste in Los Angeles County is estimated to be 
approximately 69.94 million tons, a capacity that would be exhausted in approximately 2065.  
Therefore, impacts of the Project’s construction on solid waste would be less than significant.  
Operation of the Project with County Office Building Option would generate approximately 
7,012 tons of solid waste per year, which would constitute less than 0.001 percent of the City’s 
annual 9.11 million tons of total solid waste before recycling and diversion.  The Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would generate even less solid waste (2,717 tons per 
year before recycling and diversion).  Thus, waste generated by the Project would not exacerbate 
the existing shortfall of landfill capacity to the point of altering the projected timeline for 
landfills within the region to reach capacity.  The available capacity of the existing and/or 
planned landfills would not be exceeded and impacts on solid waste disposal would be less than 
significant.   

b.  Cumulative Impacts 

Development of the 93 related projects would generate solid waste during their respective 
construction periods, and on an on-going basis following the completion of construction.  The 
total cumulative construction debris from the related projects and proposed Project would total 
63,000 tons.  This would comprise approximately 0.1 percent of the remaining inert landfill 
disposal capacity of 69.94 million tons and, as such, cumulative impacts on inert landfill capacity 
would be less than significant.  During operation, the total cumulative solid waste generation is 
estimated to be 112,015 tons per year under the Project with County Office Building Option and 
107,660 tons per year under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  These 
levels of cumulative annual solid waste generation represent approximately 1.2 percent of the 
total solid waste generated in Los Angeles County in 2003.  Based on these small percentages, 
and the County forecast of 15 years of landfill availability, cumulative impacts on municipal 
landfill capacity are concluded to be less than significant.   

c.  Mitigation Measures 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to solid waste 
service.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to address the 
Project’s less than significant impact.  
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Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for each 
construction phase, and thereafter during Project operations, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall comply with the provisions of 
City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 171687 with regard to all new structures 
constructed as part of the five development parcels.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure.  

Regulatory Measure J.3-2:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of occupancy, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
designs all structures constructed or uses established within any part of the 
proposed Project site to be permanently equipped with clearly marked, 
durable, source sorted recyclable bins at all times to facilitate the separation 
and deposit of recyclable materials.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and 
the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic 
Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.3-3:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of occupancy, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, 
shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that designs primary collection 
bins to facilitate mechanized collection of such recyclable wastes for transport 
to on- or off-site recycling facilities.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.3-4:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
continuously maintain in good order for the convenience of businesses, 
patrons, employees and park visitors clearly marked, durable and separate bins 
on the same lot, or parcel to facilitate the commingled recyclables and deposit 
of recyclable or commingled waste metal, cardboard, paper, glass, and plastic 
therein; maintain accessibility to such bins at all times, for collection of such 
wastes for transport to on- or off-site recycling plants; and require waste 
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haulers to utilize local or regional material recovery facilities as feasible and 
appropriate.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.3-5:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
implement a demolition and construction debris recycling plan, with the 
explicit intent of requiring recycling during all phases of site preparation and 
building construction.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall review and approve the plan with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall review and approve 
the plan with regard to the Civic Park.  

d.  Level of Significance After Mitigation 

The Project would not cause the available capacity of the existing and/or planned 
landfills to be exceeded, and impacts due to construction and operations would be less than 
significant.  Nonetheless, mitigation measures have been proposed to identify compliance with 
plans, programs and policies for recycling, waste reduction and waste diversion.   

Proposed Mitigation Measures would reduce identified potentially significant impacts to 
less than significant levels, although no feasible mitigation measures exist to reduce the 
following several potentially significant and unavoidable impacts to less than significant levels. 

10. IMPACT OF THE PROJECT AFTER MITIGATION 

Land Use 

Zoning. Both Project Options require zone changes and variances to permit the 
development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2 as proposed.  With the granting of such zone 
changes and variances, which may be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead 
Agency and concurrently with action on entitlements requested from the City of Los Angeles, 
this significant zoning impact would be eliminated.  However, since the Project under both 
Options is not in compliance with the current zoning designations, it is conservatively concluded 
that for the purposes of CEQA there would be a significant impact relative to zoning.  Based on 
the information available regarding the related projects, it is reasonable to assume that some of 
the related projects may require a variety of discretionary zoning actions (e.g., zone changes, 
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variances, etc.).  Therefore, a significant cumulative impact with regard to zoning compliance 
would occur.   

Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

Haul Truck Traffic. Hauling activities during the initial six to eight months of 
construction of each block, when haul trucks would carry excavated material from the site, could 
generate up to 300 truck trips per day.  Because some of these trips would occur during the A.M. 
peak hour,  a potentially significant short-term impact may occur.  Hauling required for the 
construction of some of the 93 related projects would potentially overlap with the initial six to 
eight months of construction for each of the Project’s development parcels.  Therefore, haul 
truck impacts would be cumulatively significant.  

Lane Closures.  It is not expected that complete closures of any streets would be 
required during Project construction, although they could occur due to unforeseen circumstances 
in which case they could cause temporary significant impacts.  However, it is expected that there 
would need to be certain temporary traffic lane closures on streets adjacent to the Project site for 
certain periods, although the specific location and duration of such closures is unknown at this 
time.  It is expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb may need to be 
closed at certain locations for certain periods of time.  Such lane closures could occur for periods 
of up to 4 to 6 months, or up to approximately 18 to 24 months, depending on the stage of 
construction.  Although temporary in nature, such lane closures would cause an unavoidable, 
significant traffic impacts during such periods of time.   

Civic Mall Garage Ramp Reconstruction. The reconfiguration of the ramps to/from the 
existing Civic Center Mall parking garage during the construction of the Civic Park would 
require the ramps to be shut down for a period of time.  During that time, traffic would have to 
enter and exit the existing Civic Center Mall garage via either the Hill Street ramps, or via the 
Music Center garage. Similarly, during the reconfiguration and temporary closure of the Hill 
Street ramps during the construction of the Civic Park, traffic would have to enter and exit the 
existing Civic Center Mall garage via the Grand Avenue ramps.  The diversion of traffic to 
alternate garage entrances would only affect the streets in the immediate vicinity of the existing 
Civic Center Mall parking garage, but could potentially create temporary and short-term 
significant traffic impacts.  The temporary closure of access to related project sites would not 
impact the same streets adjacent to the County Garage block.  However, other temporary access 
closures at any of the other sites, particularly the 15 related projects located on Grand Avenue, 
Olive Street, and Hill Street, would cumulatively contribute to congestion and, as such, would be 
cumulatively significant. 

Intersection Capacity During Project Operations. The Project with County Office 
Building Option would result in a significant unavoidable impact on one intersection in the A.M. 
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peak hour and on 13 intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  All of the impacted intersections would 
continue to operate at LOS D or better, except for two that would operate at LOS E in the P.M. 
peak hour (Hope Street / Temple Street / US-101 Ramps; and Broadway / First Street), and two 
that would operate at LOS F in the P.M. peak hour (Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, and 
Hill Street / Third Street).  Under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, 
no intersections in the A.M. peak hour would be significantly impacted, while seven (7) 
intersections in the P.M. peak hour would be significantly impacted.  All of the significantly 
impacted intersections would continue to operate at LOS D or better, except for the intersection 
of Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, which would operate at LOS F in the P.M. peak hour. 
Thus, the extent of significant intersection impacts, under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would not be as great as under the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  The analysis of intersection service levels incorporate cumulative conditions that 
include related projects and ambient growth.   

Civic Park Operations. Early evening events in the Civic Park, or events associated 
with concerts/programs at the Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, may worsen 
traffic conditions during the P.M. peak hour.  However, the number of such events would be 
infrequent and would not occur on a regular basis.  Although Civic Park traffic impacts would be 
temporary in nature, impacts may, on occasion, be significant in magnitude.  Annual events, 
festivals, and holiday events could also potentially have temporary and short-term (one-time) 
significant traffic impacts.  Therefore, on occasion, the size of the event and other factors may 
cause Civic Park traffic impacts to be significant and unavoidable.  During times in which events 
in the Civic Park would start earlier in the evening, or during annual events, festivals, and 
holiday events, Civic Park traffic, in combination with traffic generated by the related projects, 
would be cumulatively significant.   

Advisory Agency Residential Parking Policy. Residential parking for the Project would 
not be consistent with the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP), which 
requires 2.5 spaces for each residential unit.  As the proposed residential supply is less than the 
Advisory Agency Policy requirements, the Project is seeking an exception from that policy.  The 
granting of the requested exception, should it occur, would be granted after certification of the 
Final EIR by the Lead Agency, but concurrently with action on the entitlements requested from 
the City.  Should this exception be granted, residential parking impacts would be less than 
significant.  However, until the exception is granted, the non-compliance is considered a 
significant and unavoidable impact of the Project. 

Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Views. The Project would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and distant 
vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand Promenade 
Tower, a 28-story residential building located immediately south of Parcel M-2.  Development 
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on Parcels W-1/W-2 would substantially block views of City Hall from Olive Street, a public 
street.  In addition, development on Parcel Q would block distant vistas to the north, possibly 
including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories of the Museum Tower residential 
building located south of Parcel Q and immediately east of MOCA.  Related project No. 88 
would block some easterly views of City Hall, from the existing Angelus Plaza residential 
towers.  The Colburn School addition, combined with the Project, would have a significant 
cumulative view impact on the Museum Tower residential use. Therefore, view impacts are 
considered to be cumulatively significant. 

Shade/Shadow. The Project would result in less than significant shading impacts with 
regard to the identified sensitive uses, however, a potentially significant cumulative shade 
shadow impact would occur with combined shading of the Angelus Plaza residential complex by 
Related Projects Nos. 9, 27, and 88, in conjunction with the proposed Project during the morning 
hours on the summer solstice. 

Historical Resources 

Significant impacts to the existing Civic Center Mall would occur if one or more the 
following occurs: (1) the water feature (both the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a focal 
point in the Civic Park; (2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining 
walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park 
preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator 
shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light poles with saucer-like 
canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or 
relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and 
planter boxes.  Additionally, significant impacts to the park would also occur if the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Structures (Standards) are not utilized 
in the rehabilitation process of the park.  If the character-defining features noted above were 
retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in this Draft EIR, 
then potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation measures would not be 
required.  The development of one or more related projects in the downtown area has the 
potential to affect listed or eligible resources.  As the Project may result in a potentially 
significant impact with regard to the Civic Center Mall as a contributor to the potential Civic 
Center historic district, the Project and the related projects have the potential to cause a 
significant cumulative impact on historical resources.   

Air Quality 

Construction.  Regional construction activities would exceed the SCAQMD’s daily 
emission thresholds for regional NOX, CO and VOC after implementation of all feasible 
mitigation measures.  Construction activities would also exceed the SCAQMD daily localized 
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emission threshold for PM10 and NO2 , also after implementation of all feasible mitigation 
measures.  Related projects occurring within a similar time frame as the Project would increase 
short-term emissions for concurrent construction activities during any day of the Project’s 
construction period.  As a result, a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact with respect to 
construction emissions would occur. 

Operations.  The Project’s operational air emissions would exceed the SCAQMD daily 
emission threshold for regional CO, VOC, PM10, and NOX emissions.  In addition, regional 
concurrent construction and operational emissions would also exceed the SCAQMD’s daily 
thresholds for CO, VOC, PM10, and NOX.  The implementation of the Project would result in an 
increase in ongoing operational emissions, which would contribute to region-wide emissions on 
a cumulative basis.  Accordingly, under the SCAQMD’s methodological framework, the 
Project’s cumulative air quality impacts are also concluded to be significant. 

Noise 

Construction.  Construction activities would intermittently increase the daytime noise 
levels at nearby sensitive land uses by more than the 5-dBA significance threshold.  All other 
noise impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels with mitigation.  Noise impacts 
during construction of the proposed Project and each related project (that has not already been 
built) would be short-term and limited to the duration of construction and would be localized.  
However, since noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project would be significant 
on its own, noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project in combination with any of 
the related projects would also be cumulatively significant without mitigation. 

Police Services.  Although, with the implementation of mitigation measures, the 
Project’s impacts on police protection services and response times would be less than significant, 
as the list of related projects is extensive and, if all related projects were built, the combined 
Project and related projects would have a significant cumulative impact with regard to police 
protection services.  However, if the City added resources in response to this growth, then 
cumulative impacts would be less than significant. 

Parks and Recreation.  Construction of the Project would require the closure of the 
existing Civic Center Mall for varying durations of time to construct the proposed Civic Park as 
well as the proposed Streetscape Program improvements that are proposed to occur adjacent to 
the proposed Civic Park.  The potential effect of construction on the existing recreational 
facilities within the existing Civic Center Mall is considered to be an unavoidable and 
significant, short-term impact.  Cumulative impacts on recreational resources are considered 
significant since the Project would result in a short-term significant impact on a recreational 
resource.  
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II.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

A. INTRODUCTION 

The Grand Avenue Project (“Project”) is proposed for implementation by The Los 
Angeles Grand Avenue Authority (“Authority”).  The Authority was established through a Joint 
Exercise of Powers Agreement (the “Agreement”) between the Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of Los Angeles (“CRA/LA”) and the County of Los Angeles (“County”).  
The Authority has contracted with the Grand Avenue Committee (“GAC”) to provide certain real 
property negotiating and other related services.  The Project’s developer, The Related 
Companies, L.P. and its development entity, Grand Avenue L.A., LLC (collectively “Related 
Companies” or “Related”), was selected through a competitive process.  The Grand Avenue 
Implementation Plan (“Implementation Plan”), which guides the description of the Project, 
represents a collaborative effort among the Authority, GAC and Related.   

The Project consists of the following three components in downtown Los Angeles: (1) 
the creation of a 16-acre Civic Park that builds and expands upon the existing Civic Center Mall 
that connects Los Angeles’ City Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along 
Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to attract and accommodate 
more pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels, which are referred to as Parcels Q, 
W-2, L and M-2. The fifth parcel is referred to as Parcel W-1. 

Parcels Q and W-2 are currently owned by the County, Parcels L and M-2 are currently 
owned by the CRA/LA, and Parcel W-1 is owned by a private third party.  To facilitate the 
development of these Parcels, the County and the CRA/LA formed the Authority as a joint 
powers authority responsible for overseeing the implementation of the Project.  Accordingly, the 
Agreement designates the Authority as the lead agency for purposes of review under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) since, among other reasons, the Authority is 
responsible for obtaining ground leases from the County and CRA/LA for the four parcels and 
assigning those ground leases to Related for development of those parcels.  The County and 
CRA/LA will act as responsible agencies under CEQA.  Related is the Project applicant for the 
five parcels proposed for development.   

Related is proposing a wide range of land uses in order to create a diversity of on-site 
activity that responds to the future needs and demand of the southern California economy.  In 
order to respond to these demands, the Project consists of two development options, referred to 
as the “Project with County Office Building Option” and the “Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option.” The first option, the “Project with County Office Building 
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Option,” would consist of a combination of residential, retail and hotel uses as well as a County 
office building of up to 681,000 square feet of floor area.  Under the second option, the “Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option,” up to 600 additional residential units would 
replace the development of the aforementioned County office building.  For the purposes of this 
EIR, these two development options are collectively referred to as the “Project.”    Furthermore, 
in order to fully respond to the future needs and demands of the southern California economy, 
the proposed Project includes an Equivalency Program that would allow the composition of on-
site development to be modified to respond to these future needs in a manner that does not 
increase the Project’s impacts on the environment.   

All five development parcels and the portion of Grand Avenue, between First Street on 
the north and mid-block between Fourth Street and Fifth Street on the south are located within 
CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  The Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project 
comprises a geographic area bounded by the 110 Freeway on the west, Hill Street on the east, 
First Street on the north, and a varying boundary between Fourth and Fifth Street on the south.  
The area proposed for the Civic Park, and the sections of Grand Avenue between the Hollywood 
Freeway and First Street and beginning midblock between Fourth and Fifth Streets, which are 
part of the Project’s proposed streetscape program, are located within the Amended Central 
Business District (CBD)  Redevelopment Project.  The Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project was 
originally approved in 1959 to implement a program of urban renewal in a dilapidated area of the 
City.  The Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, administered by the CRA/LA, has resulted in the 
removal of dilapidated buildings, the development of new streets and infrastructure, the 
construction of 11.4 million square feet of various commercial uses (i.e., office, retail, hotel and 
cultural uses) and 3,255 residential units.  During the past 20 years, development in the Bunker 
Hill Redevelopment Project Area has raised funds for the construction of 21,000 affordable 
residential units throughout the City.  The Redevelopment Project has also been responsible for 
cultural development including the construction of the Los Angeles Museum of Contemporary 
Art (MOCA), the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the Colburn School of Performing Arts.  The 
current focus of the Redevelopment Plan is to complete the development of still-vacant parcels 
and to complete pedestrian links throughout the Redevelopment Area. 

B. PROJECT GOAL AND OBJECTIVES 

Section 15124(b) of the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines states that the Project Description shall contain “a statement of the objectives sought 
by the proposed project.”  Section 15124(b) of the CEQA Guidelines further states that “the 
statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of the project.”   
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The underlying purpose, or goal, of the Grand Avenue Project as well as its supporting 
objectives, including its prioritized basic objectives, are set out in this section as part of the 
Project Description.  

GOAL 

The ultimate goal of the Grand Avenue Project is to provide an economically viable, 
architecturally distinguished, community- oriented, mixed-use development with welcoming 
public open spaces that will create, define, and celebrate the Civic and Cultural Center as a 
regional destination in downtown Los Angeles. 

OBJECTIVES 

Priority Objectives 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by 
attracting both residents and visitors, day and night, through a mix of uses that are 
economically viable, that complement each other, and that add to those that already 
exist on Bunker Hill. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of 
development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and landscape 
design, in order to create a pleasant living and working environment. 

•  Generate at least $50 million in funds from the earlier phases of the project itself, and 
at least $45 million from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use these funds to 
improve and extend the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can 
serve as a public gathering place for the entire region.  

• Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the project are affordable units for 
low-income residents.  

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the Community 
Redevelopment Agency and the County. 
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All Objectives 

Generate Specific Public Benefits 

• Generate at least $50 million in funds from the project itself, and at least $45 million 
from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use these funds to improve and extend 
the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public 
gathering place for the entire region.   

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the Community 
Redevelopment Agency and the County. 

•  Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the project are affordable units for 
low-income residents. 

• Expand upon the recent success of projects on Grand Avenue such as the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the Museum of Contemporary 
Art, Colburn School of the Performing Arts and other projects, by developing four 
publicly-owned parcels of land at the top of Bunker Hill, whereby the property 
owners and a private developer work together to create a project of regional impact 
which generates significant benefits for the public. 

• Create public spaces on the development sites that enhance the attractiveness of the 
project and that are open and accessible to the public. 

• Increase economic activity in the Project area, including the provision of new 
permanent jobs and the creation of a significant number of construction jobs.  

• Create a more welcoming environment for the community and visitors to the center of 
the city, increasing the number and diversity of patrons to the cultural and 
commercial attractions of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area.  

• Increase the value of the underlying, publicly owned real estate while minimizing 
public investment in the project. 

• Continue the transformation of the Bunker Hill area into a significant high-rise urban 
environment in downtown Los Angeles by development of the last major 
undeveloped, underutilized sites in the Redevelopment Project area. 
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Activate Downtown Los Angeles 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by 
attracting more people, day and night, through a mix of uses that are economically 
viable, that complement each other, and that add to those that already exist on Bunker 
Hill. 

o Develop a substantial amount of housing, inclusive of affordable housing, in 
order to expand the diversity of downtown living options. 

o Provide an exceptional hotel within the development to serve and enhance the 
multifaceted visitor related activities and destinations in the Project area.  

o Provide retail and entertainment uses in a distinctive mixed-use environment 
to serve and welcome residents as well as visitors from throughout the region 
and beyond.  

o Provide public parking at a reasonable rate that will attract the public to the 
Grand Avenue area as well as to the retail, entertainment, and hotel uses 
within the project. 

o Allow for the possibility of County office use within the later phases of the 
project. 

o Program and design the project to appeal to various market segments and 
residents of surrounding neighborhoods. 

• Create a northern anchor for the downtown area to complement the southern anchor 
at “LA Live” to create a more diverse and vibrant downtown core. 

Create a Civic Gathering Place 

• Improve and expand the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park so that it 
can be operated to serve as an active, welcoming setting for daily activity as well as a 
gathering place for community celebrations, cultural and ethnic celebrations, 
festivals, holiday events, political gatherings and the like. 

• Improve both pedestrian and visual access to the park through the elimination of 
barriers such as the parking garage ramps at Grand Avenue and at Hill Street. 
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• Provide for functional and attractive linkages through the park connecting 
neighborhoods, government facilities, office uses, and retail uses located in proximity 
to the east of the project area with Grand Avenue. 

Enhance Pedestrian Connections 

• Provide a design that emphasizes pedestrian and public transit opportunities, and that 
integrates linkages between pedestrian, public transit and the public roadways. 

• Encourage pedestrian movement in the vicinity of Grand Avenue, providing easy 
access to and from the Cathedral, the Music Center, the Civic Park, the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Colburn School, MOCA, the new Central High School No. 9 (soon 
to be under construction), the proposed development project, the various courthouses, 
and the County and City seats of government. 

• Encourage the use of public transportation to and from the downtown through the use 
of appropriate bus, train, and other transit system such as the existing Metro Red Line 
Civic Center Station, and through Red Line connections to Union Station and the 
region by commuter train, as well as by regional bus transit and local bus transit. 

• Create an attractive pedestrian connection from the Civic Center, south to the 
Financial District, integrating the Civic Park and Grand Avenue into the overall 
downtown context. 

Create Distinguished Architectural Design 

• Create an architecturally distinguished project which meets the level of quality of 
neighboring buildings such as:  the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Cathedral of Our 
Lady of the Angels, the Music Center, the Museum of Contemporary Art, the Colburn 
School for the Performing Arts, the Caltrans Building, and the future high school for 
the arts to be located on Fort Moore Hill. 

• Build to high densities and create a critical mass of activity in order to energize the 
Cultural and Civic Center. 

Facilitate Achievement of Redevelopment Goals for the Bunker Hill and the 
Central Business District Project Areas 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of 
development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and landscape 
design, in order to create a pleasant living and working environment. 
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• Improve the jobs/housing balance downtown. 

• Contribute to the goal of creating a world class downtown and assist in the 
development of downtown as a major center of the Los Angeles metropolitan region. 

• Create synergies between the City, the Community Redevelopment Agency and the 
County to improve properties in the Redevelopment Project areas. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to provide that the proposed residential 
area of the project be developed to provide housing, among others, for workers who 
seek a living environment near their places of work as well as near the available 
cultural, educational and entertainment facilities. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives by contributing to the creation of a plan of 
land use of great benefit to the people of the entire Los Angeles metropolitan area; by 
the provision of facilities in large demand for modern, convenient, and efficient living 
accommodations for downtown employees and by changing a tax liability to a tax 
asset for the people of the City and County by increasing the tax revenue many times. 

• Implement the current Design for Development for the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project by implementing the principle that Bunker Hill has a unique and strategic 
location between the Central Business District and the Civic-Cultural Center and can 
play a role as an essential element of the core of the Central City by accommodating a 
variety of land uses and the full range of activities associated with a vital urban core, 
including commercial offices with supporting retail, entertainment, dining, transient 
housing with convention and exhibition facilities, and in-town residential uses.  

• Establish vibrant neighborhoods containing a variety of housing types and community 
facilities. 

• Promote a pedestrian network within a framework that accommodates large buildings 
and a variety of open spaces. 

• Achieve excellence in design, giving emphasis to parks, green spaces, street trees, and 
places designed for walking and sitting. 

• Link Bunker Hill and surrounding neighborhoods and districts through a coherent 
pedestrian network. 
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C. PROJECT LOCATION AND SURROUNDING USES 

The Grand Avenue Project is located in downtown Los Angeles and within the Bunker 
Hill and Amended Central Business District Redevelopment Project areas (see Figure 1 on page 
101).  The portion of the downtown area, in which the Grand Avenue Project is located, is 
generally bounded by Cesar E. Chavez Avenue on the north, Spring Street on the east, Fifth 
Street on the south, and  the Harbor Freeway (I-110) on the west. The downtown Los Angeles 
area is highly urbanized with many notable buildings associated with hotels, commerce, 
professional services and residential uses; federal, state, and municipal offices and courts; and 
cultural and entertainment uses.  The City’s financial district is located generally along Grand 
Avenue, Flower Street and Figueroa Street south of the Project site.  A cluster of mid- to high-
rise residential developments is located west of the Project site, generally between Hope Street 
and the Harbor Freeway. 

The location and boundaries of the Grand Avenue Project are shown on the regional and 
vicinity map presented in Figure 2 on page 102.  The Project’s components include the Civic 
Center Mall between Los Angeles’ City Hall and Grand Avenue; the streetscape along Grand 
Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue; and five Parcels located within the 
CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  An aerial photograph of the Project area 
and the surrounding area is shown in Figure 3 on page 103.  An overview description of existing 
conditions within each of the Project’s three components is provided below under separate 
subheadings.   

1.  Civic Center Mall 

The existing Civic Center Mall, which would be developed as the Civic Park under the 
proposed Project, is an integral open space component within the existing downtown Los 
Angeles Civic Center area and is located within the Amended Central Business District  (CBD) 
Redevelopment Project Area.  The Civic Center Mall is an east-west oriented public open space 
area located between Los Angeles’ City Hall on the east and Grand Avenue on the west.  The 
proposed Civic Park site consists of the existing Civic Center Mall, which is divided by 
Broadway into two defined sections, and an existing surface parking lot located between Spring 
Street and Broadway.  The 349-space surface parking lot currently serves the County Criminal 
Court building.  The Civic Center Mall is located mid-block, bordered by public buildings to the 
north and south, which, themselves, front on Temple Street to the north and First Street to the 
south.  Major governmental offices, businesses, and cultural and entertainment venues currently 
frame the Civic Center Mall and include the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, Ahmanson Theater, 
Mark Taper Forum, and Walt Disney Concert Hall on the west; the Los Angeles County 
Courthouse and Law Library on the south; Los Angeles’ City Hall on the east; and the County 
Criminal Courts Building, Hall of Records, and Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration on the 
north.  The Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels is located across Temple Street 
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to the north.  Northeast of the Project site is the El Pueblo de Los Angeles State Historical Park.  
Union Station and the Gateway Transportation Plaza are located just east of the Historical Park 
and other visitor destinations in the area include Chinatown to the north of the Historical Park; 
and Little Tokyo and the Gilbert Lindsay Mall to the east of Los Angeles’ City Hall.   

2.  Grand Avenue (Between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue) 

Grand Avenue is located in downtown Los Angeles between, and running parallel to, 
Hope and Olive Streets.  It is a north-south street that traverses the heart of Los Angeles’ 
Financial District and, in the Project area, borders the east sides of the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
and the Los Angeles Music Center.  In the Project area, Grand Avenue also passes the west end 
of the existing Civic Center Mall and, as such, provides connectivity to the Los Angeles Civic 
Center.  Other notable structures and features along Grand Avenue include the Los Angeles 
Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA), the Colburn School of Performing Arts, the Gas 
Company Tower, California Plaza, the Wells Fargo Center, as well as other banks and world-
class hotels.   

3.  Parcels Proposed for Development 

The five parcels proposed for development are located on the east and west sides of 
Grand Avenue in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project in downtown Los Angeles.  Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2 comprise an approximate two-block area, bounded by First Street to the north, Hill 
Street to the east, Second Street to the south and Grand Avenue to the west.  Olive Street, which 
borders Parcel Q on the east and Parcels W-1/W-2 on the west, divides Parcel Q from Parcels W-
1/W-2.  In this area, Second Street tunnels under Bunker Hill to Figueroa Street.  Parcel Q is 
located directly across Grand Avenue from the Walt Disney Concert Hall and across First Street 
from the Los Angeles County Courthouse, which borders the Civic Center Mall, and is located 
diagonally across First Street from  the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion.  Parcels W-1/W-2 are also 
located directly across First Street from the Los Angeles County Courthouse.  The southern 
entrance to the Metrorail Red Line Civic Center station is on the northeast corner of Parcel W-2.   

Parcels M-2 and L are located on the west side of Grand Avenue, and are bounded by 
Hope Street to the west, Grand Avenue to the east, and Second Street on the north.  The Walt 
Disney Concert Hall is located directly to the north of Parcel L; the Grand Promenade Tower 
Apartments, a high-rise residential use within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area, is 
located south of Parcels L and M-2; and MOCA is located to the east directly across Grand 
Avenue.  Other surrounding uses include the Colburn School of Performing Arts and California 
Plaza to the east and the Wells Fargo Center, and the Marriott Hotel to the south and west.  The 
Project site, including Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, Civic 
Park, and the five parcels, is shown in Figure 4 on page 106. 
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With the conjoining of freeway; commuter, intercity and interstate rail; light rail; subway; 
and bus services; downtown Los Angeles serves as the regional transportation center for 
Southern California.  Intersecting freeways in the downtown area include the Harbor, 
Hollywood, Santa Ana, Pasadena, San Bernardino, and Santa Monica Freeways.  The Hollywood 
Freeway (US 101) is located approximately two blocks to the north of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, 
and one block north of the Civic Center Mall.  The Harbor/Pasadena Freeway (SR 110) is 
located approximately three blocks to the west of Grand Avenue.  Los Angeles Union Station, 
located on Alameda Street approximately one-half mile northeast of the Project site, is the hub 
for the regional Metrolink commuter rail system, a system of rail lines providing commuter 
service between downtown Los Angeles and Ventura, San Bernardino, Riverside, and Orange 
Counties and stations in Los Angeles County. Union Station also receives rail traffic from 
broader areas throughout the state and nation.  The Metropolitan Transit Authority’s (Metro) 
Metrorail Red, Blue and Gold Lines also serve downtown Los Angeles.  The Metro Red Line is a 
subway providing connection between Union Station and North Hollywood.  The Metro Blue 
Line, which connects to the Metro Red Line at Seventh Street, is a light rail line running between 
Los Angeles and Long Beach.  The Metro Blue Line also provides connection to the east-west 
Metro Green Line, a light rail line in the southern portion of the metropolitan area.  The Metro 
Gold Line provides service from Union Station to Pasadena.  Downtown Los Angeles is also 
served by numerous local, limited, and express bus lines, including Metro buses which provide 
service throughout the entire metropolitan area and connection to the Metrolink lines; buses from 
surrounding cities, including Santa Clarita Transit, Santa Monica Big Blue Bus, Foothill Transit, 
and Simi Valley Transit, which provide service between downtown Los Angeles and regional 
communities; and Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) buses, which include the 
downtown Los Angeles DASH shuttle buses and commuter express buses.  The LADOT 
commuter express buses provide service between downtown Los Angeles and the San Fernando 
Valley, West Los Angeles, East Los Angeles, and the South Bay area. 

D. EXISTING CONDITIONS 

1.  Land Use 

a.  Civic Center Mall and Grand Avenue Streetscape 

The area comprising the Project site consists of the portion of the existing Civic Center 
Mall (to be called the Civic Park under the proposed Project), which is located between Grand 
Avenue and Spring Street; the streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street, on the 
south, and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, on the north; and five Parcels.  All of these locations are 
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generally underutilized in relation to their urban setting and the potential of the area.  The 
approximately 16-acre Civic Center Mall consists of partially paved public open space with 
landscaping and surface parking.  Hill Street and Broadway divide the Civic Center Mall into 
three separate sections.  The westernmost section, located between Hill Street and Grand Avenue 
is an approximately two-block-long area constructed over a 1,274-space Civic Center 
subterranean parking structure.  The parking structure contains large helical entrance ramps on 
both Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  Existing landscaping and improvements in the park include 
paving, mature trees and shrubs, fountains, and pools.  Pedestrian tunnels lead from the Civic 
Center Mall parking structure under Grand Avenue to elevators that link the parking garage to 
the Los Angeles Music Center.  Automobile tunnels under Grand Avenue also link the Civic 
Center Mall and the Los Angeles Music Center garages. Escalators connect the Civic Center 
Mall garage to the surface within the existing Civic Center Mall.   

The middle section of the Civic Center Mall, the Court of Flags, is located between 
Broadway and Hill Street.  The Civic Center Red Line subway station, which runs underneath 
Hill Street in this area, is located on the north edge of the Court of Flags and includes an entrance 
plaza and escalators that provide the northern access to the below grade subway station.  As with 
the westernmost Civic Center Mall section, a subterranean garage also underlies the Court of 
Flags.  The subterranean structure is designed for 646 parking spaces; however, the two lower 
levels of the garage sustained damage in the Northridge earthquake and 325 spaces of this 
parking garage are currently not in use.  Thus, parking capacity in the garage is limited to 321 
spaces.  Surface improvements consist of a combination of a paved area featuring flags, banners 
and mature trees.   

The easternmost section of the Civic Center Mall is located between Spring Street and 
Broadway, directly across the street from Los Angeles’ City Hall.  This mall area is currently 
paved and used as a 349-space surface parking lot for the County Criminal Court building. 

Total parking in the Civic Center Mall consists of 1,944 parking spaces (i.e., 
1,595 subterranean parking spaces and 349 surface parking spaces).  These parking facilities, 
including many spaces that are dedicated to County employees, are currently heavily used on a 
daily basis as demonstrated by the fact that they currently operate at 90 to 100 percent of 
capacity.    

b.  Grand Avenue Streetscape (Fifth Street to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue) 

The existing Grand Avenue streetscape between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez 
Avenue supports varying levels of daytime pedestrian activity during weekdays.  The most active 
pedestrian presence occurs from daytime employees and visitors to the Wells Fargo Center and 
California Plaza, south of Third Street.  North of Third Street, between Third Street and Temple 
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Street, Grand Avenue passes by landmark cultural venues such as the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Mark Taper Forum, the Ahmanson Theater, MOCA, and the 
Colburn School of Performing Arts.  The street also passes along the boundary of the Civic 
Center Mall, the Los Angeles County Court House, and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration.,  These uses are located directly across from the Los Angeles Music Center.  
North of Temple Street, Grand Avenue passes the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels and, 
north of the Hollywood Freeway, Grand Avenue passes by the Central Los Angeles Performing 
Arts Senior High School, which is currently under construction.  These destination venues create 
a unifying urban and cultural theme.  Although the street frontage is notable due to the 
exceptional buildings and activities occurring along its edges, gaps generally occur in the 
continuity of pedestrian activity during the weekdays and evenings/weekends.  Although evening 
activity is higher in the area of the Los Angeles Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
many patrons have direct access to subterranean parking structures and, therefore, do not provide 
a pedestrian presence during the evening hours.  Evening pedestrian activity is also reduced due 
to the low number of evening activities, such as restaurants, available in the area.  The Cathedral 
of Our Lady of the Angels is located at the northeast corner of Temple Street and Grand Avenue.  
This facility increases daytime activity in the vicinity of the cathedral, but, as with the Music 
Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, has limited nighttime pedestrian activity that spills 
into the surrounding neighborhood.  A limited amount of on-street parking spaces are available 
along Grand Avenue; however, much of it is used for taxi and loading uses.  A low concrete wall 
along the Grand Avenue entrance to the underground parking structure below Civic Center Mall 
and the drop-off in elevation through the Civic Center Mall reduces its visibility from the Grand 
Avenue street and sidewalks.   

South of First Street, sidewalks fronting the Walt Disney Concert Hall were upgraded 
during the construction of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and include a broad concrete plaza at 
the entrance to the Walt Disney Concert Hall at the corner of Grand Avenue and First Street.  
These improvements, as well as the realignment and reconfiguration of Grand Avenue itself, 
represented the first step for this section of the Grand Avenue streetscape.  On the east side of 
Grand Avenue, the topography drops sharply to the east, so that the ground surface of Parcel Q is 
located below the level of the Grand Avenue sidewalk.  Shrubbery has been planted to partially 
conceal the existing parking structure on Parcel Q.  The remainder of Grand Avenue, between 
First Street and Fourth Street, due to the elevation of the street in relation to adjacent ground 
levels, bridges over Second Street; General Thaddeus Kosciuszko (GTK) Way and Third Street.  
This allows a long stretch of uninterrupted sidewalk along Grand Avenue itself and, thus, 
reduces conflict between pedestrians and vehicles.  Lower Grand Avenue is a separate street that 
runs parallel to this section of Grand Avenue and is located approximately 35 feet below the 
elevation of this section of Grand Avenue.  Lower Grand Avenue is a public access street, which 
is used primarily to access adjacent parking facilities and loading areas.  Light wells to provide 
light to the lower street are located in the median of upper Grand Avenue, between Third and 
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Fourth Streets.  Entrance to Lower Grand Avenue, a street running below and parallel to Grand 
Avenue, is provided at GTK Way and at Fourth Street.   

Pedestrian amenities decrease north of Temple Street.  The existing streetscape north of 
Temple Street consists of a newly planted double row of trees along the west frontage of the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels on the east side of Grand Avenue, extending between 
Temple Street and the Grand Avenue overpass over the Hollywood Freeway.  The Music Center 
Annex is located at the west side of Grand Avenue directly across from the Cathedral of Our 
Lady of the Angels, between Temple Street and the freeway overcrossing.  Streetscape along this 
portion of Grand Avenue’s west sidewalk is sparse, containing no substantive landscaping or 
other amenities.  The freeway overcrossing contains pedestrian lights and some vegetation is 
visible from the freeway shoulders below the bridge.  The future Central Los Angeles Senior 
High School of Performing Arts is under construction in the large site extending from the 
freeway bridge to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue on the east side of Grand Avenue.  Upon completion 
in 2008, the school will be primarily oriented toward Grand Avenue, within a relatively short 
setback to create a pedestrian-scale interface with the public street. North of the bridge, across 
from the future school site, on and off-ramps associated with the Santa Ana/Hollywood/Santa 
Ana freeway system take up a large part of the Grand Avenue frontage, with the exception of the 
fast food restaurant located at the southwest corner of Cesar E. Chavez and Grand Avenues.   

Although sidewalks in this area are generally broad, the streetscape is minimal and direct 
connections to land uses that front Grand Avenue are unavailable in some areas.  For instance, 
Parcels Q and L and M-2 are located substantially below the level of the street, and have no 
direct pedestrian connection to Grand Avenue.  South of the Parcels Q and L and M-2, however, 
the California Plaza and the Wells Fargo Center have developed street-level plazas, with retail 
uses and restaurants on a variety of plaza levels, which are accessed directly from the Grand 
Avenue sidewalks.  In this area, broad sidewalks, pedestrian plazas, and commercial activity 
create an active streetscape of high pedestrian activity.  However, since this area is primarily 
commercial, evening activity is limited and several of the restaurants and shops are not open 
during that time.   

Between Fourth and Fifth Streets, daytime pedestrian activity is high, due to the high 
daytime work force and visitors to the area, and the connection between the California Center, 
Wells Fargo Plaza, adjacent hotels, and the downtown Financial Center, which begins near Fifth 
Street and extends several blocks to the south.  The quality of the streetscape is enhanced by high 
quality adjoining uses in this area; however, the streetscape and landscape in the public right-of-
way has little coordinating theme or notable design. 

A limited amount of on-street parking, used primarily for taxi and loading purposes, is 
available along Grand Avenue, although a few public spaces are also available. 
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c.  Parcels Proposed for Development 

All five Parcels proposed for development are currently utilized as vehicle parking lots.  
Parcel Q contains an existing steel, 1,062-space parking structure, including 913 juror parking 
spaces (700 usable) and 149 County Courthouse visitor parking spaces).  Parcels W-1/W-2 are 
used as an asphalt surface parking lot surrounded by a chain link fence.  Parcels L and M-2 also 
contain asphalt surface parking lots, surrounded by chain link fencing.  Five Star Parking 
manages the parking lots on Parcels Q, W-2 and L, and Prestige Parking manages the parking lot 
on Parcel M-2.  The total acreage of the five development parcels is approximately as follows: 

2.  Zoning and Land Use Designations 

a.  Civic Center Mall 

The existing Civic Center Mall is owned by the County of Los Angeles and, as such, is 
not subject to the regulations of the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code or Community Plan 
land use designation.  The Civic Center Mall is located within the Amended CBD 
Redevelopment Project Area, which also includes the Civic Center, the Financial District, and 
the Los Angeles Convention Center.  The Amended CBD Redevelopment Plan is intended as a 
guide for the revitalization of the downtown area and to encourage the development of live/work 
and residential communities.   

b.  Parcels Q,W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

All five Parcels to be developed (Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2) are also located in the 
Central City Community Plan area.  Parcels L and M-2 are currently zoned R5-4D and Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2 are currently zoned R5-4D and C2-4D.  These parcels are designated Regional 
Center Commercial, which corresponds to their existing R5-4D and C2-4D zoning.    Parcels Q, 
W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 are located in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Area.  Due to the proximity 
of this area to the Los Angeles Civic Center and Los Angeles’ business center, one of the 
purposes of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project is to introduce high-density housing in the 
existing Bunker Hill neighborhood and to add an active pedestrian and residential element to 
Downtown Los Angeles.  In addition, these parcels are eligible for a residential density bonus.  

 Gross Acres Net Acresa 
Parcel Q: 3.68 acres 2.98 acres 
Parcels W-1/W-2: 3.92 acres 3.28 acres 
Parcels L and M-2: 2.71 acres 2.24 acres 
Total: 10.31 acres 8.50 acres 
a Excludes easements and street and sidewalk rights-of-way. 
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Under the density bonus provision, a housing development containing the requisite number of 
affordable dwelling units is granted a density bonus of 35 percent, as a matter of right.  
Determination for eligibility is based on the location of a residential use within 1,500 feet of a 
major bus or mass transit route, or within 1,500 feet of the boundaries of a regional center.3 Since 
these parcels are currently developed with parking lots, they are underutilized in the context of 
their current zoning and land use designations.  The designated land use and zoning for the five 
development parcels are shown in Figures 5 and 6 on pages 112 and 113, respectively. 

E. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

1.  Proposed Project 

The Project as currently foreseen would be developed in a series of phases.  Initially, the 
Project would involve the development of Parcel Q concurrently with the development of the 
Civic Park.  Improvements to Grand Avenue, from Second Street to Temple Street, would also 
be implemented concurrently with the development of Parcel Q.  Parcels W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 
would be developed at a later period, along with the completion of the proposed Grand Avenue 
streetscape program, from Fifth Street to Second Street and from Temple Street to Cesar E. 
Chavez Avenue.  Related is proposing a wide range of land uses in order to create a diversity of 
on-site activity that responds to the future needs and demands of the southern California 
economy.  The Project consists of two development options, referred to as the “Project with 
County Office Building Option” and the “Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option.”  Hereafter, references to the proposed “Project” is used when referring to things that 
apply to both Options.   

Under the Project with County Office Building Option, total development proposed for 
the five Parcels consists of up to 2,060 residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 412 units) 
would be provided as affordable housing; up to 275 hotel rooms, including 15,000 square feet of 
hotel meeting rooms; up to 449,000 square feet of retail space; up to 681,000 square feet (gross) 
of County office space; and up to 5,035 parking spaces.  Maximum floor area would be 
3,600,000 square feet (gross).  Development under the Project with County Office Building 
Option would also be subject to the application of the Equivalency Program.  Under the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option, the 681,000-square-foot County office 
building proposed for Parcels W-1/W-2 would be replaced by up to 600 additional residential 
units, 20 percent of which (up to 120 units) would be provided as affordable housing.  All other 
components of the proposed Project would be unchanged under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option.  Thus, the land use development proposed under the 

                                                 
3  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.22A (25) 
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Additional Residential Development Option consists of up to 2,660 residential units, 20 percent 
of which (up to 532 units) would be provided as affordable housing, up to 275 hotel rooms, 
15,000 square feet of hotel meeting rooms, up to 449,000 square feet of retail uses, and 5,255 
parking spaces.  No office development would occur under the Additional Residential 
Development Option.  Development under the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would also be subject to the Equivalency Program. The proposed development program 
for the Project is summarized in Table 1 on page 115. 

An overview of the Project’s current Conceptual Plan is provided in Figure 3 on page 
103.  An overview of the Project’s proposed land uses for each Parcel is presented in Table 1 on 
page 115.  A description of each of the Project’s main components is described below under 
separate subheadings. 

a.  Civic Park  

The proposed Civic Park  would revitalize, expand upon and activate the existing Civic 
Center Mall through a new design that would be functional and accessible to the public.  One of 
the underlying design purposes for the Civic Park is to facilitate a program of ongoing and 
special civic events and activities.  The current conceptual plan for the Civic Park maintains the 
existing organization of space as three major areas:  Grand Avenue to Hill Street; Hill Street to 
Broadway; and Broadway to Spring Street.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the proposed Civic Park 
would be designed with the intent that specified areas would accommodate particular 
programmed uses, but would also work in unison for larger events.  Under the Conceptual Plan, 
the westernmost, approximately 8-acre section is proposed to be utilized for cultural and 
entertainment uses.  The middle, approximately 4-acre section, is proposed to be used as a 
garden space for smaller scale uses and the easternmost, approximately 4-acre section, is 
proposed to be used for civic and community activities.  Surface parking on the easternmost area 
of the park would be removed and parking would be re-established on the lower levels of the 
parking structure below the Court of Flags.  The programmed uses for the Civic Park are 
summarized in Table 2 on page 116.   

b.  Grand Avenue Streetscape Program 

The intent of the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program is to redefine the street as a great 
Los Angeles street and to alter the way that Grand Avenue is perceived.  Streetscape 
improvements would be implemented between Temple Street and First Street concurrent with the 
proposed Civic Park improvements.  Streetscape improvements under the Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Program would extend from Fifth Street to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. 
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Table 1 
 

Proposed Project Land Use Summary 
 

Project Component Scope of Development 
Civic Park  Renovation and expansion to 16 acres 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Improvements between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue  

Development Parcels 
Project with County Office 

Building Option: 

Project with Additional 
Residential Development 

Option: 
 Residences   
  Parcel Q 500 units 500 units 
  Parcels W-1/W-2 710 units 1,310 units 
  Parcels L and M-2 850 units 850 units 
 Total Residences 2,060 units 2,660 units 
 Residential Floor Area   
  Parcel Q 632,937 sq. ft. 632,937 sq. ft. 
  Parcels W-1/W-2 692,733 sq. ft. 1,278,333 sq. ft. 
  Parcels L and M-2 829,330 sq. ft 829,330 sq. ft. 
 Total Residential Floor Area 2,155,000 sq. ft. 2,836,000 sq. ft. 
 Affordable Units   
  Parcel Q 100 units 100 units 
  Parcels W-1/W-2 142 units 262 units 
  Parcels L and M-2 170 units 170 units 
 Total Affordable Units 412 units 532 units 
 Retail Floor Area   
  Parcel Q 284,000 sq. ft. 284,000 sq. ft. 
  Parcels W-1/W-2 64,000 sq. ft. 64,000 sq. ft. 
  Parcels L and M-2 101,000 sq. ft. 101,000 sq. ft. 
 Total Retail Floor Area 449,000 sq. ft. 449,000 sq. ft. 
 Hotel Rooms:   
  Parcel Q 275 rooms 275 rooms 
 Hotel Floor Area  315,000 sq. ft.a 315,000 sq. ft.a 
 Office Floor Area   
  Parcel W-2 681,000 sq. ft. 0 
 Total Commercial Floor Area 1,445,000 sq. ft. 764,000 sq. ft. 
 Total Floor Area 3,600,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 sq. ft. 
 Parking   
  Parcel Q 1,510 spaces 1,510 spaces 
  Parcels W-1/W-2 1,955 spaces 2,175 spaces 
  Parcels L and M-2 1,570 spaces 1,570 spaces 
 Total Parking Spaces 5,035 spaces 5,255 spaces 
  
a  Hotel floor area includes 15,000 sq. ft. of meeting space. 
 
Source:  The Related Companies, L.P., 2006. 
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c.  Parcels Proposed for Development 

(1)  Proposed Land Uses 

(a)  Parcel Q  

Parcel Q would be developed into a mixed-use project that would comprise up to 
1.1.14 million square feet of retail, hotel/residential building, and residential uses, and include 
approximately 1,510 parking spaces.  Parcel Q would contain up to 500 residential units, 20 
percent of which (up to 100 units) would be affordable.  Neighborhood and regional retail uses, 
including restaurants, health club and events facility would comprise approximately 284,000 sq. 
ft.  All buildings for this first phase of development would be designed by a renowned architect.  
The proposed hotel/residential building would contain up to 275 rooms and 15,000 square feet of 
meeting space.     

(b)  Parcels W-1 and W-2 

Under the County Office Building Option, Parcels W-1 and W-2 would be developed 
with a County office building containing 681,000 square feet of floor area.  The Parcels would 
also be developed with 64,000 square feet of retail floor area; and up to 710 residential units, 20 
percent (142 units) of which would be provided as affordable housing.  This option includes a 
1,955-space subterranean parking structure.  Under the Additional Residential Development 
Option, that would be constructed in lieu of the County Office Building Option, Parcel W-2 
would be developed with up to 600 additional residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 120 
units) would be provided as affordable housing.  Under this Additional Residential Development 

Table 2 
 

Civic Park Conceptual Plan Programmed Uses 
 

Programmed Use Approximate Area Civic Park Locations 
Daily/Permanent events and activities, 
including passive park use. 

16 acres Integrated throughout the Civic 
Park 

Park-wide events and activities 16 Acres Infrastructure in all zones would 
provide for large-scale events 
over the entire Civic Park 

Cultural and entertainment 8 Acres Concentrated between Grand 
Avenue and Hill Street 

Garden 4 Acres Concentrated between Hill Street 
and Broadway 

Civic and Community 4 Acres Concentrated between Broadway 
and Spring Street 

  

Source: The  Related Companies, April 2005. 
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Option, up to 1,310 residential units would be developed, of which 20 percent (up to 262 units) 
would be affordable.  Up to 2,175 parking spaces would be provided under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option. Under the Additional Residential Development 
Option, the residential building that would replace the County office building is assumed to have 
approximately the same floor area, height, and mass as the office building. Parcel W-2 is 
currently owned by the County, as is Parcel Q.  Parcels L and M-2 are owned by the CRA/LA.  
However, Parcel W-1 is owned by a private entity and would be acquired separately by Related. 
The proposed development program for Parcels W-1/W-2 and the Project at total buildout is 
summarized in Table 1 on page 115. 

(c)  Parcels L and M-2 

Parcels L and M-2 are proposed to be developed with up to 101,000 square feet of retail 
floor area and up to 850 residential units, of which 20 percent (up to 170 units) would be 
available as affordable housing.  These proposed uses would be supported by a total of 1,570 
parking spaces.  The proposed development program for Parcels L and M-2 and the total Project 
buildout is summarized in Table 1 on page 115. 

(2)  Proposed Development Standards 

(a)  Building Height 

Future development, proposed as part of the Project, would occur within specified 
building height standards established for the Project.  Building height standards would be 
organized according to individual blocks.  Building height standards are expressed in terms of 
height zones that would allow building heights on portions of each development block to reach a 
higher height.  Building heights would be based on the heights above mean sea level, so as to 
establish a fixed reference point for measuring building heights.  The following is a summary of 
the height overlays for each of the Project’s three development blocks.  Please note that not all 
height zones occur on each development block. 

(i)  Parcel Q 

• Building heights of 1,135 feet above mean sea level (approximately 750 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 10 percent of the site (approximately 19,500 
square feet); 

• Building heights of 835 feet above mean sea level (approximately 450 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 20 percent of the site (approximately 29,000 
square feet); 
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• Building heights of 535 feet above mean sea level (approximately 150 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 60 percent of the site (approximately 87,000 
square feet); and 

• Building heights of 460 feet above mean sea level (approximately 75 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 80 percent of the site (approximately 116,000 
square feet). 

(ii)  Parcels W-1/W-2 

• Building heights of 950 feet above mean sea level (approximately 640 feet above Hill 
Street) would be allowed on 15 percent of the site (approximately 16,800 square feet); 

• Building heights of 800 feet above mean sea level (approximately 490 feet above Hill 
Street) would be allowed on 60 percent of the site (approximately 67,200 square feet); 
and 

• Building heights of 500 feet above mean sea level (approximately 190 feet above Hill 
Street) would be allowed on 80 percent of the site (approximately 89,600 square feet).  

(iii)  Parcels L and M-2 

• Building heights of 985 feet above mean sea level (approximately 600 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 30 percent of the site (approximately 27,000 
square feet); 

• Building heights of 685 feet above mean sea level (approximately 300 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 40 percent of the site (approximately 36,000 
square feet); and 

• Building heights of 460 feet above mean sea level (approximately 75 feet above 
Grand Avenue) would be allowed on 100 percent of the site (approximately 90,000 
square feet). 

(b)  Building Setbacks 

Development of the five parcels would consist of unified mixed commercial/residential 
uses within the Project site’s existing R5 and C2 zones.  The Project is located in the Central 
City Community Plan area, in which no setback requirements apply to the C2 zone or to mixed 
residential/commercial uses in which the residential use faces the street, the first floor of the 
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mixed-use is used for commercial uses, or for access to the residential use.4  For buildings used 
only for residential purposes, the setback provisions of the R5 zone would apply.5  Under the R5 
zone, the residential buildings would have a front yard setback of not less than 15 feet, which is 
reduced to 10 feet on key lots.6  Mid- and high-rise residential buildings shall have a side yard 
setback not to exceed 16 feet7 and a rear yard setback not to exceed 20 feet.8  

(c)  Parking 

This Project with County Office Building Option proposes a total of up to 5,035 parking 
spaces to serve both the residential and commercial components of the Project.  All proposed 
parking would be provided in podium and subterranean parking structures.  The parking would 
be approximately distributed among the Parcels as follows: 

Parcel 
Residential 

Parking Supply 
Commercial 

Parking Supply 

Total 
Parking 
Supply 

Parcel Q 755 745 1,500 
Parcels W-1/W-2 1,070 785 1,955 
Parcel L and M-2 1,280 290 1,570 
Total: 3,105 1,930 5,035 

 
This Project with Additional Development Option proposes a total of up to approximately 

5,255 on-site parking spaces to serve both residential and commercial components of the Project.  
All proposed parking would be provided in podium and subterranean parking structures and 
would be approximately distributed among the parcels as follows: 

Parcel 
Residential 

Parking Supply 
Commercial 

Parking Supply 

Total 
Parking 
Supply 

Parcel Q 755 755 1,510 
Parcels W-1/W-2: 1,971 204 2,175 
Parcels L and M-
2 

1,280 290 1,570 

Total: 4,006 1,249 5,255 
 

                                                 
4  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.22.A. 18(C)(3). 
5  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.14.C.2 
6  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.10.C.1. 
7  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.11.C.2 
8  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.11.C.3 
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2.  Equivalency Program 

An Equivalency Program to provide flexibility for modifications to land uses and square 
footages within the five Parcels would be incorporated into the Project’s approvals in order to 
respond to the future needs and demands of the southern California economy and changes in 
Project requirements.  The Equivalency Program defines a framework within which land uses 
can be exchanged for certain other permitted land uses so long as the limitations of the 
Equivalency Program are satisfied and no additional environmental impacts occur.  All permitted 
Project land use increases can be exchanged for corresponding decreases of other land uses under 
the proposed Equivalency Program.  Under the Equivalency Program, no further CEQA 
approvals for any proposals that are consistent with the EIR would be required.  For proposals 
that are consistent with the EIR, further approvals would be implemented through Los Angeles 
Planning Department ministerial procedures. 

F. CONCEPTUAL PLAN 

A Conceptual Plan for the Project has been formulated to represent a potential 
development scenario that depicts the basic intent of the Project.  Since the configuration and 
exact location of uses have not been determined.  The Conceptual Plan does not represent the 
only development scenario that would be possible.  Notwithstanding, set parameters for the 
Project’s three components include:  (1) programmed uses for the Civic Park; (2) the geographic 
extent of future streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue; and (3) the total amount of 
residential, retail, and total uses, as well as building heights for the five development parcels.  
Provided below, under separate subheadings, are descriptions of the Project’s three components, 
as set forth in the Project’s current Conceptual Plan.  

1.  Civic Park Conceptual Plan 

The current Conceptual Plan for Civic Park, as shown in Figure 7 on page 121, is the 
result of extensive community input, an initial park programming study, and preliminary 
assessments of the existing physical characteristics of the existing Civic Center Mall.  The 
current Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park includes a Great Lawn and a Grand Terrace in the 
westernmost section, in which the focus would be on cultural and entertainment uses.  As the 
“Cultural and Entertainment” section, this area would include public activity kiosks, movable 
seating and tables, and food and drink concessions.  With the implementation of the Conceptual 
Plan, most of the existing trees and shrubs may be removed or relocated for the construction of a 
new lawn, garden, and plaza spaces.  Mature trees, however, would be preserved or relocated to 
the extent possible. New restrooms, as well as other pavilions, would also be constructed.  The 
proposed design also provides for new stepped terraces from the Grand Avenue plaza down to 
the current level of the garage escalators.  New enclosures for the existing escalators, which 
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connect to the park from the garage below, would be constructed and the escalators would be 
kept in operation as continuously as possible during construction.  The existing fountain under 
the Conceptual Plan would be relocated to the eastern section of the portion of the Civic Park 
that is located between Hill Street and Broadway.  As previously stated, the parking structure 
below this area would be retained and would remain open, to the extent feasible, during the 
construction of the new Civic Park, as well as during minor garage remodeling.   

According to the Conceptual Plan, the upper sections of the existing helical ramps at both 
Grand Avenue and Hill Street would be reconfigured to enable the creation of new pedestrian 
plazas.  The new street entrance ramps would be connected to the existing helical ramps, one 
level down.  With the use of the existing structures, most of the helical ramp system would be 
preserved.  Some structural improvements to the garage may be required to support the 
landscaping and park infrastructure to be constructed at the surface.  The layout of the new 
ramps from Grand Avenue would require the closure of the existing pedestrian tunnels below 
Grand Avenue.  These tunnels would be replaced by new stairs and elevators, which would 
extend from this section of the Civic Park to the new Grand Avenue Plaza.  The pedestrian 
crossing at this location would be enhanced and pedestrians would continue to cross Grand 
Avenue at grade.  The Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic Park would work with 
existing contours to maintain principal access and connections to the existing County buildings 
that currently flank this section of the future Civic Park. 

Proposed as part of the Project, the existing Court of Flags, located between Broadway 
and Hill Street, would be renovated into a new garden-oriented space.  The primary purpose of 
this area of the Civic Park is the cultivation of gardens for public enjoyment.  The preliminary 
conceptual plan for this area would maintain the Metro Red Line plaza and entrances, currently 
located on the west end of the Court of Flags, in their existing locations.  It is possible, however, 
that minor changes to the transit plaza would be implemented without disruption to operations.  
Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic Park would require the 
demolition of most existing surface features, with the intent of causing minimal impact to the 
garage structure below.  The subterranean parking garage would be repaired and remain in place, 
and a new multi-use pavilion may be developed.  The stairs to Broadway would be rebuilt, and 
various elements of the existing mall, including flagpoles and plaques would be relocated.  
Existing vehicular access to the garage would be maintained, as would elevator access.   

The easternmost section of the Civic Park would be used for civic and community 
activities.  The Conceptual Plan for the development of this section would require the removal 
and relocation of the existing surface parking lot.  The area now occupied by the parking lot 
would feature a large paved plaza with landscaping at its north and south sides.  The Conceptual 
Plan for this section of the Civic Park also incorporates small, multi-use pavilions into the 
proposed facilities.  The intent of this section of the Civic Park is to provide a setting for festivals 
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and civic event programming, along with small pavilions that could host food and drink 
concessions. 

The intent of the Civic Park is to revitalize activity with improved public facilities and 
enhanced security.  In accordance with the security goals of the Conceptual Plan, pedestrian 
crossings would be improved to improve linkages between all areas of the Civic Park and to 
encourage pedestrian activity.  Under the Conceptual Plan, new broader pedestrian access 
crossings at street level would be established to enhance the aesthetics and vitality of the area.  
The ramps leading to subterranean garages would be reconfigured in order to enhance pedestrian 
and visual access.  The major components of the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park are 
illustrated in Figure 7 on page 121. 

Under the Civic Park’s conceptual design, no new parking would be added to the current 
total of 1,958 parking spaces, which presently consist of 1,609 operational subterranean spaces 
and 349 surface spaces.  As previously stated, under the Conceptual Plan, the Civic Park’s 
proposed design would involve the repair of earthquake damage to the lower levels of the Court 
of Flags subterranean parking structure, so that an additional 325 spaces would be restored to 
that facility.  Following repair of the Court of Flags structure, the 349 parking spaces located in 
the Criminal Court surface parking lot would be relocated to the Court of Flags structure.  As 
such, the existing surface parking lot would be incorporated into the proposed Civic Plaza.  
Although most of the parking from the surface parking lot would be relocated to the Court of 
Flags subterranean structure, the relocation would result in a net decrease of 24 parking spaces. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, coordination of construction activities would be required to 
maintain the continual operation of the existing Civic Center Mall parking structures.  Initial 
construction of the Civic Park would include repairs to earthquake damage to the Court of Flags 
subterranean parking structure, so that existing parking in the Criminal Courts surface lot could 
be relocated into the subterranean garage and construction of surface improvements to turn the 
Criminal Courts parking lot into useable park space could begin.  The need to keep critical 
components of the existing mall open may result in a phased construction of the Civic Park. 

2.  Grand Avenue Streetscape Plan 

Potential improvements to the Grand Avenue streetscape and ambience have been 
developed in the Conceptual Plan Streetscape improvements, as shown in Figure 8 on page 124.  
Streetscape improvements are anticipated to include widened, shaded sidewalks where feasible; 
landscaping; and streetscape activities, as well as a range of street furnishings.  Suggested 
improvements include the following: 
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• Installation of landscaping and landscape irrigation systems for new street trees, 
landscaping and potted plants, and plants and shrubs; 

• Paving systems for sidewalks and adjoining plazas, streets, and curbs; 

• Banners, graphics, signage, and way-finding systems, as needed; 

• Special improvements, including public art, water features, pavilions for private and 
public use, and kiosks; 

• Street, pedestrian, and landscape lighting; 

• Benches, chairs, and other seating systems; 

• Parking meters (if applicable); and 

• Trash receptacles. 

Wider sidewalks along the segment of Grand Avenue proposed for improvement, where 
feasible, are intended to facilitate and improve pedestrian movement and create a positive 
environment for sidewalk cafes, special events, and building entrances.  To further enhance the 
pedestrian experience, street furnishings would be consistent with the modern identity of Grand 
Avenue with the explicit intent of improving the street environment. 

3.  Parcels Proposed for Development 

a.  Parcel Q 

The current Conceptual Parcel Development Plan, as shown in Figure 9 on page 126, 
envisions development on all five Parcels.  Under the Parcel Conceptual Plan, Parcel Q would be 
developed concurrently with the creation of the Civic Park and the implementation of 
landscaping and streetscape improvements on Grand Avenue, between Temple Street and First 
Street.  The development would be designed across multi-levels, incorporating a central plaza 
space, outdoor terraces, large amounts of landscaping and outdoor pools and terraces for the 
hotel, restaurant, and residential uses.  Outdoor and indoor spaces would be blended to take 
advantage of the Southern California climate. 

The Conceptual Plan envisions a high-rise hotel/residential tower on Parcel Q with 
entrances on Grand Avenue and Second Street.  As set forth in the Conceptual Plan, this first 
phase of development would be designed by a renowned architect and serve as an icon or 
centerpiece for the block and the design is anticipated to be marquee architecture.  Under the 
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Conceptual Plan the hotel  would contain a restaurant, a bar, and a generous outdoor pool area 
with an adjoining roof bar and club.  The restaurant and bar would front Grand Avenue and the 
plaza, taking advantage of views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and adding to pedestrian and 
general activity in the area.  Under the Conceptual Plan the mid-rise residential tower would be 
constructed near the southwest corner of the intersection of First and Olive Streets.  This 
residential building would have a lobby off First Street or Olive Street.  The building would 
include sun terraces overlooking the plaza and the Walt Disney Concert Hall. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, a retail area would be developed to include a collection of 
shops, restaurants, entertainment, and food uses spanning several floors.  Retail uses would also 
front Grand Avenue as well as First, Second and Olive Streets to enhance pedestrian activity 
along the street.  Example potential uses include a food market, bookstore, food hall/market, 
events facility, specialty shops, and a health club.  Under the Conceptual Plan, retail uses could 
include a food market, bookstore, food hall, clubs/bars, event facility, restaurants, and specialty 
shops.  

Parcel Q, under the Conceptual Plan, would also have its own signature outdoor public 
open space, which emphasizes pedestrian connections to Grand Avenue and First Street.  The 
outdoor public space in Parcel Q, under the Conceptual Plan, would be integrated into the 
streetscape improvements anticipated to occur on these streets.  The pedestrian-oriented open 
space would include a landscaped plaza, numerous seating areas, possibly fountains, and a 
collection of gathering places.  The intention of the overall design for Parcel Q, under the 
Conceptual Plan, is to promote pedestrian activity while taking advantage of Southern 
California’s mild climate.  The outdoor orientation of the development on Parcel Q, under the 
Conceptual Plan, would also be maximized on multiple floor levels through the use of patios, 
elevated walkways, and roof terraces.    

b.  Parcels W-1/W-2 

The Conceptual Plan, for Parcels W-1/W-2, includes a pedestrian bridge across Olive 
Street to connect Parcel Q’s public space to public open space and transit portal on Parcels W-
1/W-2.  This bridge which would be lined with retail uses would integrate Parcel Q’s open space 
and, by extension, connect Parcels W-1/W-2 with Grand Avenue.  In turn, the public open space 
on Parcels W-1/W-2 would provide to Parcel Q extensions to Hill Street, First Street and Second 
Street.  Thus, the public space of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 would provide linkages between both 
blocks to the surrounding streets and adjoining uses.  Parcels W-1/W-2, under the Conceptual 
Plan, would be designed to reinforce the overall planning objectives of the proposed streetscape 
improvement program for Grand Avenue, including trees, landscaping, paving systems, benches, 
trash receptacles, street graphics, and lighting, as defined in the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program.  The integration of open space areas within Parcels W-1/W-2 and Q is illustrated in 
Figure 9 on page 126.   
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c.  Parcels L and M-2 

Parcels L and M-2, under the Conceptual Plan, are envisioned to contribute to revitalizing 
the street space by adding a street-front retail edge that would help define Grand Avenue as an 
active urban avenue.  The street-front retail would provide a use amenity that now only occurs 
minimally along Grand Avenue and would reinforce the street-front retail that would be 
incorporated into Parcel Q.  Hope, Second, and Third Streets, as they adjoin Parcels L and M-2, 
under the Conceptual Plan, would be designed with pedestrian friendly street edges that are 
enhanced with entrances to residential buildings and streetscape amenities, including trees, 
landscaping, paving systems, benches, trash receptacles, street graphics, and lighting, as defined 
in the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program.  GTK Way, located below grade at Grand Avenue, 
currently passes between Parcels L and M-2.  Under the proposed Project, GTK Way would be 
bridged at the Project’s podium level so that the developed parcels would form a continuous 
street frontage along Grand Avenue.  GTK Way would enter the tunnel created by the bridge at 
Hope Street and daylight just east of Grand Avenue. 

G. CONSTRUCTION/PHASING 

Development of the proposed Project is anticipated to occur in three phases.  The initial 
development phase would include the simultaneous completion of Civic Park; Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements between Second and Temple Streets; and the development of Parcel 
Q.  The second phase would include the development of Parcels L and M-2 and Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements between Second Street and Fifth Street. The third phase would include 
the complete development of Parcels W-1/W-2 and Grand Avenue streetscape improvements 
between Temple Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.  Construction for each of the three 
development phases would require a period of approximately three years.  Construction stages 
would include demolition, excavation, and construction of foundations, garages, and podium to 
the street level (Year 1); construction of the superstructure from the top of the podium and the 
initial shell enclosure (Year 2); and interior and exterior finish construction and landscaping 
(Year 3).  The approximate timeline for the three development phases would be late 2006-2009 
for the first phase; 2010-2012 for the second phase; and 2013-2015 for the third phase.  
Notwithstanding, the potential exists that construction of the Project’s second phase could be 
accelerated in response to changing market conditions.  In the event that the overall construction 
schedule is accelerated, the second phase of the Project would commence in 2008 rather than 
2010.  Also under the accelerated scenario, the second phase would overlap part of the first 
phase, but the duration of each phase would remain at 36-months.  As such, there would be two 
possible scenarios, an anticipated and accelerated schedule.  In order to account for possible 
changes in schedule, both construction schedules are analyzed in this Draft EIR. 
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H. ANTICIPATED PUBLIC AGENCY ACTIONS  

Permits and approvals required for development of the Project are anticipated to include, 
but may not be limited to, the following: 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority 

• Approval of ground subleases for Parcels Q, W-2, L and M-2 from the Grand Avenue 
Authority to Related.   

• Approval of a Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) between the Grand 
Avenue Authority and Related.   

Community Redevelopment Agency 

• Approval of ground leases for CRA-owned Parcels L and M-2 from the CRA/LA to 
the Grand Avenue Authority and the sub-lease of these parcels to Related. 

• Approval of ground leases for Parcels Q and W-2 from the County to the CRA/LA, 
the sub ground leases to the Grand Avenue Authority and the sub ground leases by 
the Grand Avenue Authority to Related. 

• Approval of various agreements, bonds and security instruments for potential public 
financing for the affordable housing, public parking, and public infrastructure 
improvements in connection with the Project. 

• Amendment of the 1991 approved Owner Participation Agreement between CRA/LA 
and the County for Parcels K, Q and W-2. 

• Approval of the DDA between the Authority and Related. 

• Approval of land uses and design review as permitted under the Redevelopment Plans 
and DDA. 

• Approval of development of residential uses in areas designated as commercial under 
the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan. 

County of Los Angeles 

• Approval of ground leases for County owned Parcels Q and W-2 to the CRA/LA, for 
further  subleases to the Authority and Related for the Project.   
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• Approval of the DDA between the Authority and Related. 

• Amendment of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement between the CRA/LA and 
the County for Parcels K, Q, and W-2. 

City of Los Angeles 

• Under the City’s oversight authority over the CRA/LA, approval of certain CRA/LA 
actions listed above, including, but not limited to, approval of the DDA, financing 
and leases. 

• Approval of a Development Agreement (DA) between the City of Los Angeles and 
Related. 

• Approval of Subdivision Map for the five Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L/M-2. 

• Approval of a Zone Change for those portions of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L/M-2 that 
are zoned from R5/C2 to C2 to: (a) authorize the commercial uses proposed by the 
Project (e.g., hotel, retail, etc.); (b) eliminate the need for multiple conditional use 
permits and variances (concerning, for example, hotel use, parking requirements, 
commercial circulation, signage and alcohol service in the portions of the parcels 
currently zoned R5), and (c) establish a single zoning designation for Parcels Q and 
W-1/W-2 allow hotel use, public parking, commercial circulation, signage, and 
alcohol service in the portions of the five parcels currently zoned R-5. 

• Approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to deviate from the current “D” 
restriction and exceed an FAR of 6:1. 

• Approval for deviation of a Policy Deviation from Advisory Agency Policy 2000-1, 
which addresses standards for new condominiums and specifies a parking 
requirement higher than the LAMC. 

• Approval of a Street Vacation (airspace) for the proposed Olive Street pedestrian 
bridge and General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way tunnel if not within a tentative tract 
map. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance to allow residential density to exceed the number of 
units allowed in the C2 zones by 20 percent or greater. 

• Approval of a Zone Variance if the Project cannot comply with common and/or 
private residential open space standards. 

• Determination of a Shared Parking Plan to permit two or more uses to share parking 
spaces, if necessary. 
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• Approval of a Zone Variance for the Project relative to Yards and Setbacks, for 
projects that cannot comply with the yard/setback requirements of the C2 Zone.   

• Approval of Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) for Alcohol Sales.   

• Approval of improvements within the Grand Avenue right-of-way. 

• Approval of a Signage District and/or variance concerning parking requirements 
applicable to affordable housing units (possible future actions). 

• Approval of demolition, grading, foundation, and building permits. 

• Approval of Street Right-of-Way Dedications along major streets.   

• Approval of haul route(s), as necessary.   

• Variances and Encroachment permits (irrevocable and revocable) as required for 
construction within public ways, as well as for installation of public improvements. 

• Miscellaneous approvals, as required: 

– Grand Avenue design and construction; 

– Construction within Second Street tunnel easement; 

– Temporary closures of streets and sidewalks; 

– Curb cuts and lane dropoffs; 

– Utilities relocation, replacement, and extension; 

– Sewer line extensions and upgrades; 

– Additional required approvals and permits from the Department of Public Works, 
Building and Safety, Mechanical Bureau, and other City departments that may be 
necessary to construct or operate the Project. 

– Approval of the development of residential uses in areas designated as 
commercial under the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan. 
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III.  GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
A.  OVERVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

 

The Project site is located in downtown Los Angeles, a highly urbanized regional center.  
The following is a summary of the general environmental setting on and around the Project site.  
More complete and specific discussions are contained under each respective section, as presented 
in Section IV of this Draft EIR.   

1. LAND USE 

The proposed Project is located in the northwest area of downtown Los Angeles, within 
the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area and the Civic Center area.  Downtown Los Angeles 
serves as the center of commerce and government for the region.  In addition to city, county, 
state, and federal offices, downtown Los Angeles contains a concentration of regional 
commercial enterprises and is comprised of several distinct commercial or mixed-use 
neighborhoods, including the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project, Civic Center, the Financial 
District, the Historic Core, the Sports and Entertainment District, the South Markets, South Park, 
and others.  Residential neighborhoods in downtown Los Angeles are generally located in mixed 
use areas including Bunker Hill, west of Grand Avenue and the South Park area, which is 
generally south of Eighth Street.  Residences are also located in mixed commercial areas, 
including Chinatown, Little Tokyo, and the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District.  

The Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project is a mixed-use area generally bounded by the 
Harbor Freeway, Fifth Street, Hill Street, and First Street, in which lands containing formerly 
dilapidated buildings were re-subdivided and replaced by modern streets and infrastructure.  
Merging with Bunker Hill’s high-rises is the City’s Financial District, a modern, high-rise cluster 
of bank and other commercial towers ranging from 28 to 73 stories within an area centered on 
Flower Street and generally bounded by Fifth and Seventh Streets on the north and south and 
Olive Street and the Harbor Freeway on the east and west.  This district has generally developed 
over the past 25 years in concert with the redevelopment of Bunker Hill.   

The Civic Center comprises the Civic Center Mall and government facilities that front on 
Temple and First Streets, between Alameda Street and Grand Avenue.  The City’s Historic Core 
is the location of the City’s former Central Business District and old banking district, containing 
the City’s first large department stores, and large movie houses.  This area is generally located on 
Broadway and Spring Street, between Fourth and Sixth Streets.  The Sports and Entertainment 
District, which is adjacent to the Convention Center and STAPLES Center, is located in the 
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southwest sector of Downtown Los Angeles.  This area is intended as a catalyst for activity on a 
local, as well as regional, level and, as such, proposes to include a range of land uses, including 
hotels, retail shops, services, and housing.  The South Markets, a hub for manufacturing and 
wholesaling, are located in the southeast quadrant of downtown Los Angeles.   

With regard to the Project site itself, adjacent and nearby land uses include high-rise 
office buildings to the south; cultural uses, such as the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Los 
Angeles Music Center, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the Museum of Contemporary 
Art (MOCA) and Colburn School of Performing Arts along Grand Avenue; and government 
buildings, such as the Los Angeles City Hall, the County’s Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
and the Hall of Records as well as the Los Angeles County/Stanley Mosk Courthouse north of 
First Street.  Surrounding residential land uses include the Grand Promenade Tower to the south 
of Parcels L and M-2; Bunker Hill Towers and Promenade Plaza to the west/northwest of Parcels 
L and M-2, and Angelus Plaza and Museum Tower to the south of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2. The 
residential uses in this area are generally high-rise, ranging from 17 stories (Angelus Plaza) to 32 
stories (Bunker Hill Tower).  Low-rise residential uses are located to the north of Cesar E. 
Chavez Avenue. 

2. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION/PARKING 

The Project area is well served by an extensive system of freeways as well as arterial and 
local streets.  The nearest freeways to the Project site are the Hollywood and the Harbor 
Freeways, which are both located within a third of a mile of the Project site.  The principal 
north/south streets in the immediate Project area are Grand Avenue, Hope Street, Olive Street 
and Hill Street.  Grand Avenue and Hope Street both connect to the freeway system to the north 
of the Project site.  The principal east/west streets are Temple, First, and Fourth Streets.  Second 
and Third Streets tunnel under Bunker Hill between Hill Street and Flower/Figueroa Street and 
do not provide direct access to Bunker Hill buildings.  Upper Second Street is a local east-west 
street on the surface of Bunker Hill and, in the Project area, is discontinuous.  A new connection 
of Upper Second Street between Grand Avenue and Olive Street is planned for construction in 
the next two years.  Because of the substantial grade differences of the Bunker Hill area, the 
existing street system on Bunker Hill is quite complex.  Some of the streets are either 
discontinuous or do not connect directly into the street grid that occurs in the rest of downtown.   

Extensive transit services, rail as well as regional and local buses currently serve the 
Project area.  Existing services include the Metro Red Line (heavy rail), the Metro Gold Line 
(light rail) and the Metrolink Rail system (commuter rail).  The Civic Center portals to the Metro 
Red Line are located on Parcels W-1/W-2, at the southwest corner of Hill and First Streets, and 
in the Civic Center Mall near Hill Street.  Sidewalks, which are provided on all streets in the 
downtown area, are the primary existing pedestrian facilities in the Project area.  Mid-block 
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signalized pedestrian connections exist through the Civic Center Mall and pedestrian crossings 
are currently provided on Grand Avenue, Hill Street, Broadway and Spring Street between First 
Street and Temple Street.   

Fifty-eight bus routes/lines serve the Project area, and buses typically run east-west along 
Temple Street and First Street, and north-south along Grand Avenue, Hope/Flower Streets, Olive 
Street and Hill Street.  With the exception of DASH service, there are no northbound bus routes 
operating on Grand Avenue between Fifth and First Streets due to the steep grade between Fifth 
and Fourth Streets.  Buses, instead, use Olive Street and Flower/Hope Streets on the northbound 
journey to exit downtown.   

A considerable amount of existing off-street parking is located in the vicinity of the 
Project.  As shown in Figure 10 on page 135, twenty-one off-site parking structures or lots 
containing 15,950 parking spaces are located within the geographic area bounded by Hope Street 
and Flower Street on the west, Temple Street on the north, Spring Street on the east, and Fourth 
Street on the south.  Of these parking spaces, approximately 1,100 are in surface lots and the 
remaining 14,400 are in parking structures.  Approximately 7,000 of the total 15,950 spaces are 
owned and/or operated by the County of Los Angeles.  The County reserves approximately 2,900 
spaces for County official business and employees, which are not available to the general public.  
Approximately 6,900 of the total 15,950 parking spaces are located in major high-rise office 
towers on Bunker Hill.  Except for the Walt Disney Concert Hall garage and, to a lesser extent 
the Music Center garage, the majority of these parking spaces are generally occupied during the 
weekday business hours. 

3. AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES 

The Project site is located at the north edge of the Financial District’s distinctive cluster of high-
rise buildings.  The skyline created by the high-rise cluster is considered an aesthetic feature and 
a view resource.  Distinctive individual buildings and features also contribute to the visual 
character of the area, including the Los Angeles City Hall, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the 
Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA), the Colburn School of Performing Arts, the Cathedral 
of Our Lady of the Angels, and the Los Angeles Music Center.  Although sections of the Grand 
Avenue sidewalk along the proposed development sites have minimal landscaping or other 
streetscape amenities, aesthetically distinctive streetscape is located in the vicinity of the 
California Plaza Water Court and the Los Angeles Music Center.  The existing Civic Center Mall 
features mature landscaping, fountains and pools, and staircases leading to and from adjacent 
streets.  The five development parcels, all of which have no distinctive visual character, are 
occupied by surface parking lots or a parking structure.  View resources in the area include the 
downtown Los Angeles skyline that is visible from throughout the western portion of the Los 
Angeles Basin, including from the freeways as they approach the downtown area. 
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Downtown Los Angeles is characterized by a moderately high level of ambient light 
during the evening hours due to lights within the high-rise buildings, illuminated signs, street 
lights, and motor vehicles.  During certain hours of the day and seasons, daytime glare is also 
created by reflected sunlight from the windows or surface materials of some of the City’s high-
rise and other distinctive buildings.  Vehicles in surface parking lots and on the local streets also 
contribute to glare (reflected sunlight) conditions.  Nighttime glare is not a particular problem 
due to the existing moderately high ambient light that reduces contrast between illuminated 
signage, and the absence of the types of uses that would emit high levels of nighttime light, such 
as surface parking lots.  The concentration of high-rise buildings along Grand Avenue creates a 
unique shade/shadow environment, with shadows from the buildings collectively extending into 
the surrounding area during the early morning and late afternoon hours throughout the year.  
Shading increases with proximity to the City’s high-rise core, which centers south of the Project 
area.   

4. HISTORICAL RESOURCES   

The Project area is rich in notable architectural and historical resources.  Originating as a 
Gabrieleno village and as an organized settlement dating to the eighteenth century El Pueblo de 
La Reina de Los Angeles, downtown Los Angeles has a rich heritage reaching to the modern era.  
The Project site and immediately surrounding area is highly urbanized with many notable 
buildings associated with government offices and cultural uses.  These five recorded properties 
include the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the Los Angeles County Courthouse, the 
Civic Center Mall (Paseo de los Pobladores park), Los Angeles City Hall, and the Southern 
California Edison building.  The area immediately surrounding the Civic Center Mall contains 
the largest collection of government buildings in the country, outside of Washington, D.C.  Most 
of these buildings are products of the spare, cost effective, and functional mid-century Moderne 
architecture of the 1950s and 1960s.  This Civic Center area is anchored on the west by the 
City’s Department of Water and Power building, a multi-story structure floating within a 
grouping of shallow pools and fountains, and on the east by the Los Angeles City Hall, a City 
Historic-Cultural Monument, as well as a National Register-eligible building.  A recent survey of 
other buildings and historical resources in the study area indicates that the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, appear to be 
eligible for National and California Register listing.   

5. POPULATION/HOUSING 

The Project site is located within the Central City Community Plan Area.  In 2004, 
approximately 27,088 people lived within the Central City Community Plan and 3,812 persons 
lived within the census tract within which the Project is located (i.e., Census Tract 207500).  The 
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Community Plan Area has a diverse mix of ages, educational attainment, as well as population 
and age that indicate that the area has fewer families compared to the Citywide average.  The 
average household size in the Community Plan Area is 1.54 persons and in the Census Tract is 
1.37 persons, compared to a Citywide average of 2.72 persons.  Statistics for the area also 
indicate that the Central City Community Plan area is comprised of primarily rental units.   

6. AIR QUALITY 

The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), which is an area of 
high air pollution potential, and is currently an area of non-attainment for ozone (O3), and fine 
particulate matter (PM10), based on federal and state air quality standards.  Land uses in the 
Project vicinity that are sensitive to air pollution include schools and residential uses, such as the 
Colburn School of Performing Arts, the Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High 
School (under construction), the Angelus Plaza complex, and the Grand Promenade Tower 
residences.  

7. NOISE 

The predominant noise source within the Project area is roadway noise from local 
thoroughfares, particularly from the Harbor Freeway (I-110) on the west and the Hollywood 
Freeway (I-101) on the north.  Other community noise sources include noise from existing street 
traffic and general activity.  Existing ambient noise levels indicate an existing Community Noise 
Equivalent Level (CNEL) ranging from 63.5 dBA to 76.0 dBA.  Based on the City of Los 
Angeles community noise/land use compatibility criteria, this noise environment is generally 
considered “conditionally acceptable” for multi-family residential uses.  Noise- and vibration-
sensitive uses in the Project area include existing residences, the Los Angeles Music Center, the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Colburn School of Performing Arts.   

8. HAZARDS/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Phase I environmental site assessments performed for the five development parcels 
indicate no potential recognized environmental conditions (RECs) within any of the parcels.  
RECs are defined as the presence or likely release of any hazardous substances or petroleum 
products on a property.  In addition, there is no indication of underground storage tanks (USTs) 
or aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) present, nor are USTs or ASTs listed in regulatory agency 
databases as existing or having previously occurred on the Project site.  Historical evidence of a 
former gas station located on the boundary between Parcels W-1 and W-2, indicates that USTs 
associated with a former gas station may occur at the Project site.  During the construction of the 
Red Line Station adjacent to Parcel W-2, USTs were discovered and removed. 
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9. FIRE SERVICES 

The Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) provides fire protection services to the Project 
site.  The LAFD has identified the Project site as being within the service area of Stations No. 3, 
4, 9, and 10.  Distances to the Project site vary depending on specific locations within the site.  
Fire Station (FS) No. 3, which has a 3.1-minute response distance from the Project site, is 
equipped with a truck and an engine company, a paramedic and a Basic Life Support (BLS) 
rescue ambulance, and is staffed by 16 LAFD personnel.  This facility serves as Division 
Headquarters.  FS No. 4 has a 5.1-minute response distance, and FS No. 9 has a 5.6-minute 
response distance, while FS No. 10 has 6.1-minute response distance from the Project site.   

10. POLICE SERVICES 

The Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) provides police protection services to the 
Project site.  The Project site is located within the Central Community Police Station service 
area, which has a officer/resident ratio of approximately one officer per 130 residents, compared 
to the Citywide ratio of one officer per 478 persons.  This difference is in large part due to the 
very large daytime population found within the downtown Los Angeles area.  The average 
response time to emergency calls in the Central Area is 6.0 minutes, which compares favorably 
with the Citywide average of 6.5 minutes.  

11. SCHOOLS  

The Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) provides school services within the 
Project area.  The LAUSD schools that would potentially serve the Project site include the 
Castelar Elementary School (Grades K-5), Gratts Elementary School (Grades K-5), Virgil 
Middle School (Grades 6-8), and Central High School No. 11 and Vista Hermosa Park (formerly 
known as the Belmont Learning Center) (Grades 9-12). Gratts Elementary School, Virgil Middle 
School, and Vista Hermosa High School are operating on multi-track calendars, and thus, are 
considered to be overcrowded based on LAUSD criteria.   

12. PARKS AND RECREATION 

In addition to the Civic Center Mall, parks and recreational facilities within a two-mile 
radius of the Project site encompass approximately 768 acres and include the Sixth Street/Gladys 
Street Park, the Aliso-Pico Recreation Center, the Alpine Recreation Center, Alvarado Terrace 
Park, City Hall Park, Downey Pool and Recreation Center, Echo Park Recreation Center, Elysian 
Park and Therapeutic Recreation Center (approximately 604 Acres), Everett Park, Hollenbeck 
Park, Hope and Peace Pocket Park, Lafayette Park and Recreation Center, MacArthur (General 
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Douglas) Park and Recreation Center, Pecan Pool and Recreation Center, Pershing Square Park,  
Prospect Park, State Street Recreation Center, and the Toberman Recreation Center.  

13. LIBRARIES 

The Los Angeles Public Library (LAPL) provides library services within the Project area.  
A total of seven LAPL branch libraries are located within an approximate two-mile radius of the 
Project site.  These include the Central Library, Little Tokyo, Chinatown, Echo Park, Pico 
Union, Felipe de Neve, and Edendale. 

14. WATER SUPPLY 

The water needs of the City of Los Angeles are met by the Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power (LADWP).  Water infrastructure serving Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 includes 
existing water mains along (upper) Grand Avenue, Olive Second and Hill Streets.  Parcels L and 
M-2 are bounded by water mains along Second and Hope Streets, General Thaddeus Kosciuszko 
(GTK) Way, and (lower) Grand Avenue.  The Civic Center Mall is bounded by water mains 
along Grand Avenue, Temple, Spring, Main and First Streets, as well as Broadway.   

15. WASTEWATER 

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LADPW), Bureau of Sanitation, 
is the wastewater collection and treatment agency serving the Project site, and regulates the 
acceptance of wastewater into the collection system.  Wastewater treatment for areas within the 
downtown Los Angeles area is provided by the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP).  The HTP has 
been improved to ensure capacity for the incremental increase in wastewater resulting from 
anticipated growth in the City of Los Angeles.  Currently, the HTP treats more than 340 million 
gallons per day (mgd) and has an ultimate capacity of 450 mgd.  Wastewater infrastructure 
serving Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 include a 12-inch sanitary sewer main along (upper) Grand 
Avenue, a varying 8- to 10-inch main in First Street, a 12-inch main along Olive Street, a 12-inch 
line along Second Street, and 8-inch and 12-inch lines along Hill Street.  Parcels L and M-2 are 
bounded by a 12-inch line in GTK Way and 8- and 15-inch lines along (lower) Grand Avenue.  
The Civic Center Mall is bounded by an 8-inch main along Temple Street, a 12-inch main in Hill 
Street, and 8- and 15-inch mains along First Street.   
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16. SOLID WASTE 

The City of Los Angeles and private operators collect solid waste in the Project area.  
The great majority of municipal solid waste is disposed of at Class III landfills (Municipal Solid 
Waste Landfills), which accept non-hazardous waste.  The City of Los Angeles does not own or 
operate any landfill facilities and, as such, all solid waste is currently disposed of at privately-
owned landfills.   
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III.  GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
B.  CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT 

 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that the analysis of potential 
Project impacts include cumulative impacts.  CEQA defines cumulative impacts as “two or more 
individual effects which, when considered together are considerable or which compound or 
increase other environmental impacts.”10  This analysis of cumulative impacts need not be as 
in-depth as what is performed relative to the proposed Project, but instead is to “be guided by the 
standards of practicality and reasonableness.”11

Cumulative impacts are anticipated impacts of the project along with reasonably 
foreseeable growth.  Reasonably foreseeable growth may be based on either:12

• A list of past, present, and reasonably probable future projects producing related or 
cumulative impacts; or 

• A summary of projections contained in an adopted general plan or related planning 
document designed to evaluate regional or area-wide conditions. 

Completion of the Project is anticipated to occur in 2015.  Accordingly, this Draft EIR 
considers the effects of other proposed development projects within that time frame. This 
analysis uses the list approach and has utilized a listing of related projects that is based on 
information on file at the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles 
(CRA/LA), as well as the City of Los Angeles’ Departments of Planning and Transportation.  
Table 3 on pages 142 through 148 provides a summarized listing of the 93 related projects 
located within the traffic study area, an area in which the Project might substantially affect 
intersection capacities determined in conjunction with LADOT.  In addition to traffic, the study 
area is considered the area of influence for air quality, noise, public services, utilities and the 
remaining environmental issues.  The identification of the 93 related projects is anticipated to 
result in a conservative analysis of cumulative impacts, since it is not likely that all related 
projects would be developed, or that they would be developed to the full scope presented in their 
initial planning stages.  The locations of the related projects are shown in Figure 11 on page 149. 

                                                 
10 State CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of Regulations, § 15130, et seq. 
11 Ibid., § 15130. 
12 Ibid., § 15130(b)(1). 
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Table 3 
 

Related Projects 
 

No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
1 Plaza de Cultura Y Arte 500 block of N. Main St. 32,000 Sq. Ft. Community Bldg. 
   25,000 Sq. Ft. Performing Arts 
   14,100 Sq. Ft. Plaza House 
   23,700 Sq. Ft. Educational Center and Museum 

2 Capitol Mills Alameda St./College St. 30 Units  Artist-in-lofts 
   5,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
   20,000 Sq. Ft. Office 

3 Residential 201 - 215 Seventh St. or 651 S. 
Spring 

139 Units Apartments 

      
4 Belmont Primary School # 11 980 S. Albany St. 

(Olympic/Albany) 
380 Students Kindergarten 

5 Westlake Intermodal Center Alvarado St./Wilshire Blvd. 40,000 Sq. Ft. Grocery 
   30,000 Sq. Ft. Retail   
   40,000 Sq. Ft. Community Facility 

6 Piero (Commercial & 
Residential Development) 

616 Saint Paul St. (Saint Paul 
St./Wilshire Blvd.) 

10,000 Sq. Ft. Commercial (on ground level) 

   330 Units  Apartments (on 5 levels above ground) 
7 Mixed Use 1234 Wilshire Blvd. (Wilshire 

Blvd./Lucas Ave.) 
12,500 Sq. Ft. Retail 

   210 Units Residential 
8 1100 Wilshire 1100 Wilshire Blvd. 460 Units Condominiums (conversion of existing bldg.) 
9 Residential 205 - 207 S. Broadway 162 Units Apartments 
      

10 Residential 416 - 432 W. Eighth St. or 800 S. 
Olive St. 

110 Units Apartments 

      
11 G.H Palmer On Sixth St. (Wilshire/St. Paul) 600 Units Apartments 

   20,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
12 Central LA High School # 11 Beaudry Ave./First Street 2,600 Students High School 

   10.5 Acres Park 
13 Mixed Use - Residential Over 

Commercial 
1207 W. Third St. (Third 
St./Boylston St.) 

330 Units Residential 
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No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
   50,000 Sq. Ft. Commercial (construct 330 units over 50,000 s.f 

commercial) 
14 Apartments 1304 W. Second St. (Second 

St./Lucas Ave.) 
300 Units  Apartments 

15 Ninth & Figueroa Project Ninth/Figueroa/Flower 629 Units Condominiums   
   27,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 

16 Visconti Third St./Bixel St. 300 Units High-End Residential Units (new construction) 
17 Los Angeles Ctr Ph - 1 A North of Sixth St. 880,000 Sq. Ft. Office 
18 Central LA High School # 10 322 S. Lucas St. 1,713 Students High School 
19 Residential 279 Emerald St. 85 Units Apartments 
20 Residential 1030 Mignonette St. (First/Bixel) 204 Units Apartments 
21 Residential 756 S. Spring St. 84 Units Apartments 
22 Central Area High School #9 450 N. Grand 64 Classrooms Performing Arts High School 

   1,600 Seats Performing Arts Theater 
23 Orsini (Addition II and III) Figueroa St./Cesar E. Chavez Ave. 826 Units Apartments 

   40,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
24 Lot 114 - 1155 South Grand 

Project 
Grand Ave./12th St. 311 Units Condominiums 

   7,294 Sq. Ft. Retail 
25 Metro 217 417 S. Hill St. 277 Units Luxury work-live lofts (conversion of the Subway 

Terminal Building) 
26 Residential 600 W. Seventh Street 70 Units Apartments 
27 Los Angeles Courthouse Between Broadway & Hill St and 

First St. & Second St. 
1,016,000 Sq. Ft. 41 U.S. District Courtrooms, 40 Judges chambers, 

court-related support offices and a circuit satellite 
library. Subterranean parking provides 150 spaces. 

28 Douglas Building 257 S. Spring St. 50 Units Condominiums (conversion of 1898 structure) 
   20,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 

29 Eighth & Grand Project North of Eighth St. between Grand 
and Olive 

875 Units Condominiums 

   34,061 Sq. Ft. Retail 
   10,000 Sq. Ft. Restaurants 

30 Rowan Building 458 S. Spring St. 209 Units Loft Apartments (conversion of Rowan Building) 
31 LA City Tokyo Branch Library 203 S. Los Angeles St. 12,500 Sq. Ft. Library 
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No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
32 Fourth Street and Main St. Fourth Street and Main St.   Residential Lofts and Retail 
33 Residential 108 W. Second Street 146 Units Condominiums 
34 Trammell Crow Residential 

Mixed-Use 
First Street/Alameda Street 863 Units Luxury Apartments (To be built in 3 phases - phase 1 

(303 units), phase 2 (175 units), and phase 3 (385 units 
plus retail) 

35 Alameda District Plan Alameda St./Los Angeles St. 8,200,00
0 

Sq. Ft. Office 

   750 Rooms Hotel 
   300 Units Apartments 
   250,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
   70,000 Sq. Ft. Museum 

36 SCI-Arc Lot West of SCI-Arc at Santa Fe 
Avenue 

300 Units Loft Apartments 

37 The Freight Yard Third St./Santa Fe 596,000 Sq. Ft. Multi-Use Development 
38 Second and Central 375 E. Second St. 124 Units Apartments 

   12,500 Sq. Ft. Retail 
39 LA Public Safety Facility MP  433 Employees EOC/POC/FDC 

   512 Beds Metro Jail 
   30,000 Sq. Ft. Occupational Health & Services Division (OHSD) 
   21 Employees Fire Station #4 

40 Convert Theatre to Dance Hall 740 S. Broadway 
(Broadway/Seventh St.) 

12,500 Sq. Ft. Dance Hall (convert former Theatre to Dance Hall) 

41 Arcade Building 541 S. Spring St. 143 Units Loft Apartments (conversion of 12-story 1924 building) 
42 Valuta Bldg. (Wilson Bldg.) 548 S. Spring St. 157 Units Loft Apartments 
43 Police Headquarters Facility 

(PHF) 
First/Main St. 2,400 Employees Police Headquarters Facility (PHF) 

   56 Employees Motor Transport Division (MTD) 
   60,000 Sq. Ft. Recreation Center 
   300 Stalls Aiso St. Parking Facility 

44 Pacific Electric Building 610 S. Main St. 314 Units Lofts with gym and roof garden. (conversion of existing 
building) 
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No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
45 Santa Fe Lofts 121 E. Sixth St. 103 Units Lofts (development of 1917 Santa Fe Annex into 103 

lofts, with renovation of 32 units in Santa Fe building 
next door) 

46 Security Building 510 S. Spring St. 153 Units Housing Units (development of 153 units in Historic 
Security Bank Building) 

47 The Union 325 Eighth St. 91 Units Live-work lofts (conversion) 
48 Santee Court 3 Blocks between Los Angeles St., 

Maple Ave., Seventh St., and 
Ninth St. 

80 Units Condominiums 

   299 Units Apartments 
49 Broadway Plaza Lofts 901 S. Broadway 82 Units Lofts (conversion of former Blackstone's Department 

Store (built 1916) into 82 lofts, with 16 designated as 
affordable housing) 

50 Eastern Columbia Building 849 S. Broadway 280 Units Lofts / Condos (conversion of existing 12-story 1930 
Art Deco Structure ) 

51 Herald Examiner Building 11th St./Broadway 150,000 Sq. Ft. Creative Office (restoration and renovation of Herald 
Examiner Bldg.) 

52 Office and retail 305-327 Ninth Street 74,000 Sq. Ft. Office 
   157,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 

53 Blossom Plaza 900 Broadway 
(Broadway/College) 

223 Units Condominiums 

   7,000 Sq. Ft. Museum 
   15,000 Sq. Ft. Restaurant 
   25,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 

54 Los Angeles Apparel 744 Alameda St. 640,000 Sq. Ft. Warehouse Division 
55 Apartments 1311 Fifth Street 80 Units Apartments 
56 Hall of Justice Temple Street/Spring St. 30 Employees Net increase in number of employees from 1630 to 

1660 
   1,000 Space Parking Structure 

57 Residential and Retail 515 W. Seventh St. (Seventh 
St./Olive St.) 

55 Units Condominiums 

   28,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
58 Balasco Theatre 1050 Hill St. (Hill St./Olympic 33,423 Sq. Ft. Entertainment (variance to use existing Theatre) 
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No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
Blvd.) 

59 LAED Entertainment District Figueroa St./11th St. 1,200 Rooms Hotel 
   3,600 Seats Cinema 
   7,000 Seats Theatre 
   345,000 Sq. Ft. Restaurants 
   498,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
   165,000 Sq. Ft. Office 
   800 Units Apartments 

60 Metropolis Eighth St./Francisco St. 600 Rooms Hotel 
   1,600,00

0 
Sq. Ft. Office 

   223,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
61 Quality Restaurant & Night 

Club 
605 W. Olympic Blvd. (Olympic 
Blvd./Hope St.) 

7,142 Sq. Ft. Quality Restaurant and Night Club (in existing office 
building with 18 on-site and 100 off-site spaces). 

62 Elleven   1111 S. Grand Ave. (Grand 
Ave./11th St.) 

417 Units Condominiums 

   15,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
63 LAUSD - Central LA High 

School # 12 
1201 Miramar St. 
(Miramar/Huntley) 

500 Students High School 

64 Library Court 630 W. Sixth St 90 Units Conversion of Old University Club 
65 Olympic Lofts Olympic Blvd./Olive St. 78 Units Live-work lofts with restaurant and bar. (conversion of 

the Federal Reserve Bank Building) 
66 Union Bank Building Hope St./Olympic Blvd. 116 Units Market-Rate Lofts with 450 space parking garage. 

(conversion of former Union Bank Building) 
67 South Village (CIM Project) Eighth St. & Hope St., Ninth St. & 

Flower St. 
939 Units Condominiums 

   83,700 Sq. Ft. Retail / Restaurant 
   50,000 Sq. Ft. Supermarket 

68 Gas Co. Lofts 800-820 Flower St. 282 Units Apartments 
   371,699 Sq. Ft. Office (removed) 

69 Metropolitan Lofts 11th/Hope/Flower 230 Units Apartments 
   3,500 Sq. Ft. Retail 
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No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
70 Grand / 11th NE Project Grand Ave./11th St. 128 Units Condominiums 

   3,472 Sq. Ft. Retail 
   2,200 Sq. Ft. Restaurant 

71 Gratts Primary Ctr & Early 
Education Ctr 

477 Lucas St. 380 Students Primary School 

72  622 Lucas St. 311 Units Condominiums 
73 Bar & Lounge 701 Third Street 8,770 Sq. Ft. Bar / Lounge 
74 Chinatown Condos 1101 Main St. (Main/Rondout) 300 Units Condominiums 
75 Medical building 2100 W. Third Street 24,075 Sq. Ft. Medical Building 
76 Residential 1311 W. Fifth Street 80 Units Apartments 
77 500 Bunker Hill Bunker Hill/Cesar E. Chavez 17,000 Sq. Ft. Supermarket 

   4,200 Sq. Ft. Retail 
78 Shybarry Tower 215 W. Sixth St. 84 Units Condominiums 

   6,000 Sq. Ft. Bar 
79 Little Tokyo Block 8 Project 200 Los Angeles St. (Los 

Angeles/Second St) 
510 Units Condominiums 

   240 Units Apartments 
   50,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 

80 Mayfair Hotel 1256 W. Seventh St. 250 Units Condominiums (Conversion of 294 Room Hotel) 
81 LAUSD ELA High School # 1 1201 First Street (First /Mission) 1,206 Students High School 
82 James Wood Apartments 1322 & 1405 James Wood Blvd. 61 Units Apartments 

   45 Students Child Care 
83 Northwest Gateway Second/Glendale 276 Units Apartments 
84 Title Guarantee Building 411 W. Fifth St 74 Units Apartments 
85 Wilshire Court Wilshire/Bixel 201 Units Apartments 
86 Mixed - Use 110 Beaudry Ave (Beaudry/First) 200 Units Apartments 

   5,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
87 810 Grand Lofts 801 S. Grand Ave. 132 Units Live - Work Condos 
88 Mixed - Use 250 Hill St. (Hill/Third) 450 Units Apartments 

   15,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
89 1010 Wilshire Building 1010 Wilshire Building 240 Units Condominiums 
90 House Ear Institute Third/Alvarado 30,000 Sq. Ft. Medical Offices 
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No. Project Name Location/Address Project Description 
91 Villa Verona Wilshire - Betwn Bixel & Witmer 234 Units Lofts 

   10,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
92 Bunker Hill Amended Design 

for Development Program EIR – 
Parcel Y 

Block bounded by Third, Olive, 
Hill, and Fourth Streets 

960,000 Sq. Ft. Office 

   100,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
93 City House and the Olympic 

Tower 
Southeast corner of Grand Ave. 
/Olympic Blvd. 

331 Units Condominiums 

   10,000 Sq. Ft. Retail 
   5,985 Sq. Ft. Restaurant 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
A.  LAND USE 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Development on the Project site, with the exception of the Civic Park, is guided by 
policies and regulations set forth in local and regional plans as well as the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code (LAMC), which establishes the zoning standards applicable for the Project Site.  
The provisions set forth in these plans have been adopted for the purpose of eliminating or 
reducing potential land use impacts as a result of development within their jurisdictional 
boundaries.  Development of the Civic Park would occur under the jurisdiction of the County of 
Los Angeles.  This section provides an analysis of the potential impacts of the Project with 
regard to consistency with applicable land use regulations, as well as the compatibility of the 
Project with the surrounding uses in the area.  Secondary environmental effects caused as a result 
of the land use relationships analyzed in this Section are addressed in other sections of the EIR, 
such as Transportation (Section IV.B), Air Quality (Section IV.F), and Noise (Section IV.G). 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Existing Conditions 

The proposed Project is located in the Bunker Hill and Civic Center areas of downtown 
Los Angeles.  The three components of the Project include the following: (1) the Civic Center 
Mall, which is generally bounded by Spring Street and Grand Avenue on the east and west, and 
interior to the buildings that front on Temple and First Streets on the north and south; (2) the 
streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street on the south and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue 
on the north; and (3) Parcels L, M-2, Q, W-1, and W-2 which are located along Grand Avenue 
and Olive Street and are within the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area.  Most of the 
streetscape is also within the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area.  The streetscape north of 
First Street and the Civic Center Mall are within the Amended Central Business District 
Redevelopment Project Area.  All of these locations are generally underutilized in relation to the 
urban setting and the potential of the area.   

(1)  Civic Center Mall  

The approximately 16-acre Civic Center Mall consists of paved public open space, 
mature trees and shrubs, statues and monuments, fountains and pools, and surface parking.  Hill 
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Street and Broadway divide the Civic Center Mall into three separate sections.  The westernmost 
section, located between Hill Street and Grand Street is an approximately two-block-long area 
constructed over a 1,274-spaces subterranean parking structure.  The existing Civic Center Mall 
garage forms the concrete floor plate for the park on the surface.  The parking structure contains 
large entrance ramps on both Grand Avenue and Hill Street and pedestrian tunnels that lead from 
the parking structure under Grand Avenue to elevators that provide access to the Los Angeles 
Music Center.  Vehicle tunnels also lead from the Civic Center Mall garage to the subterranean 
parking below the Music Center. Escalators connect the garage to the park surface.   

The middle section of the Civic Center Mall, which includes the Court of Flags, is 
located between Broadway and Hill Street.  The Metrorail Red Line subway runs below Hill 
Street and the north entrance to the Civic Center Red Line subway station is located at the north 
edge of the Court of Flags.  Surface features for the station include an entrance plaza and 
escalators providing access to the below grade subway station.  As with the westernmost Civic 
Center Mall section, a subterranean garage also underlies the Court of Flags.  The subterranean 
structure is designed for 646 parking spaces; however, the two lower levels of the Court of Flags 
garage sustained damage in the Northridge earthquake and 325 spaces of this parking garage are 
currently not in use.  Thus, parking capacity in the garage is limited to 321 spaces.  Surface 
improvements consist of a combination of a paved area featuring flags, banners and mature trees.   

The easternmost section of the Civic Center Mall is located between Spring Street and 
Broadway, directly across the street from the Los Angeles City Hall.  This mall section is 
currently paved and used as a 349-space surface parking lot for the County Criminal Court 
building.  The Civic Center Mall does not provide accommodations for regular civic programs or 
community or regional activities and is not used for typical community or regional recreation 
(i.e., passive vs. active recreational uses).  

(2)  Grand Avenue  

Grand Avenue is the primary activity center of the Bunker Hill and Financial Districts.  
The existing Grand Avenue streetscape between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue 
supports a lively daytime pedestrian environment during the weekday in the Financial District, 
south of Third Street.  North of Third Street, between Third Street and Temple Street, Grand 
Avenue passes by a series of cultural landmark venues such as MOCA, the Colburn School of 
Performing Arts, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Los Angeles Music Center containing 
the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Mark Taper Forum, and the Ahmanson Theater.  Grand 
Avenue also passes along the west edges of the Civic Center Mall, the Los Angeles County 
Courthouse, and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, across from the Los Angeles Music 
Center.  North of Temple Street, Grand Avenue passes the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 
and, north of the Hollywood Freeway, Grand Avenue passes by the future Central Los Angeles 
Performing Arts Senior High School, currently under construction.  These destination venues 
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create a unifying urban and cultural theme.  Although the street frontage is notable due to the 
buildings and activities occurring along its edges, gaps generally occur in the continuity of 
pedestrian activity, including daytime and pedestrian nighttime activity.   

Sidewalks fronting the Walt Disney Concert Hall were upgraded during the construction 
of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and include broad sidewalks with decorative pavement.  
Although sidewalks adjoining Parcel Q across from the Walt Disney Concert Hall were also 
upgraded with decorative pavement, the topography drops to the east and the ground surface of 
Parcel Q is located below the level of the Grand Avenue sidewalk.  As such, this is a blank area 
with no direct pedestrian connection occurring between Parcel Q and the Grand Avenue 
sidewalk.  Shrubbery has been planted to partially conceal the existing parking structure on 
Parcel Q.  The remainder of Grand Avenue between First Street and Third Street generally 
bridges over General Thaddeus Kosciuszko (GTK) Way, which crosses under Grand Avenue in a 
separated grade crossing; Second Avenue, which tunnels below Grand Avenue and Bunker Hill; 
and Third Street, which tunnels below Grand Avenue and Bunker Hill.  This allows a long 
stretch of uninterrupted sidewalk and reduces conflict between pedestrians and vehicles.  
However, a small two-lane section of aboveground Second Street passes along the south side of 
the Walt Disney Concert Hall, providing service and parking access to the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall and connection between Hope Street and Grand Avenue.   

Pedestrian activities and amenities increase in the approximate location of Third Street, 
where pedestrian crossings are provided at the California Plaza.  Entrance to Lower Grand 
Avenue, a street running below and parallel to Grand Avenue, is provided at Fourth Street.  
Lower Grand Avenue is a public street, which is used primarily to access adjacent parking 
facilities and loading areas.  Light wells to provide light to the lower street are located in the 
median of upper Grand Avenue, between Third and Fourth Streets.  In the area of Third Street, 
daytime pedestrian activity is high, due to the high daytime workforce and visitors to the area, 
and the crosswalks between the California Center, Wells Fargo Plaza, and the Omni Hotel.  The 
quality of the streetscape is enhanced by high-quality adjoining uses in this area; however, the 
streetscape and landscape in the public right-of-way, has little coordinating theme or notable 
design.  Pedestrian activity during the evening hours is minimal since many of the shops and 
street front restaurants close at the end of the workday and on weekends.    

The streetscape north of Third Street supports a relatively lesser amount of pedestrian 
traffic due to the shortage of pedestrian accessible uses, such as shops, restaurants, plazas and 
other streetscape amenities.  Bunker Hill Parcels L, M-2, and Q, which are located north of Third 
Street to First Street, have street frontages on Grand Avenue.  These parcels are currently 
occupied by surface parking lots and a parking structure.  The surface parking lots on Parcels L 
and M-2 are located below the grade of Grand Avenue and provide no street-front uses or direct 
accessibility.  Parcel Q, accessible from First Street, is occupied by a multi-story steel frame 
parking structure with its bottom level located below the Grand Avenue street grade.   
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Although evening activity is higher in the area of the Los Angeles Music Center and Walt 
Disney Concert Hall, evening pedestrian activity on Grand Avenue is partially reduced by the 
tunnel access below Grand Avenue to the Music Center from parking structures below the Civic 
Center Mall.  Evening pedestrian activity is also reduced due to the low number of after-theater 
destinations, such as restaurants, available in the vicinity.  The Cathedral of Our Lady of the 
Angels is located at the northeast corner of Temple Street and Grand Avenue.  This facility 
increases daytime activity in the vicinity of the cathedral, but, as with the Music Center and the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall, has limited nighttime pedestrian activity that spills into the 
surrounding neighborhood.  A limited amount of on-street parking spaces are available along 
Grand Avenue; however, much of it is used for taxi and loading uses.   

Pedestrian amenities along Grand Avenue decrease north of Temple Street, where Grand 
Avenue crosses over the Hollywood Freeway (I-101).  The street front between the freeway 
overcrossing and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue is currently occupied on the west side by on- and off-
ramps to and from the Hollywood Freeway and to the four-level freeway interchange to the west 
and a fast food restaurant.  The Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High School, 
currently under construction, occupies the east side of Grand Avenue, between the Hollywood 
Freeway and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.  The Performing Arts High School is the former location 
of the administration offices of the Los Angeles School District and old Fort Moore.  The east 
portion of the school site along Hill Street is dedicated to the Fort Moore Memorial.  Upon 
completion in 2008, the school will be primarily oriented toward Grand Avenue, within a 
relatively short setback to create a pedestrian-scale interface with the public street.  A small fast 
food restaurant is located at the northwest corner of Grand Avenue and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.   

(3)  Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-1/W-2 

All five parcels proposed for development are currently utilized as vehicle parking lots.  
Parcels M-2 and L contain asphalt surface parking lots, surrounded by chain link fencing.  
Parcels L and M-2 comprise approximately 2.71 acres (gross areas).  Parcel Q, an approximately 
3.68-acre (gross areas) site, is developed with a steel, multi-level, 600-space parking structure.  
Parcels W-1/W-2 comprise approximately 3.92 acres (gross areas) and are used as an asphalt 
surface parking lot surrounded by a chain link fence.  Five Star Parking manages the parking lots 
on Parcels Q, W-2 and L, and Prestige Parking manages the parking lot on Parcel M-2.  The total 
area of the five development parcels is approximately 10.31 acres (gross areas) and 8.5 acres (net 
areas). Parcels Q and W-2 are currently owned by the County of Los Angeles and Parcels L and 
M-2 are owned by the CRA/LA.  Parcel W-1 is currently privately owned.   

The land uses in downtown Los Angeles in the vicinity of the Project site are shown in 
Figure 12 on page 154. 
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b.  Regulatory Framework 

(1)  Local Plans and Zoning  

(a)  City of Los Angeles General Plan 

California state law requires that every city and county prepare and adopt a long-range 
comprehensive General Plan to guide future development and to identify the community’s 
environmental, social, and economic goals.  The General Plan must: (1) identify the need and 
methods for coordinating community development activities among all units of government; (2) 
establish the community’s capacity to respond to problems and opportunities; and (3) provide a 
basis for subsequent planning efforts.  The Los Angeles General Plan sets forth goals, objectives 
and programs to provide a guideline for day-to-day land use policies and to meet the existing and 
future needs and desires of the community, while integrating a range of state-mandated elements 
including Land Use, Transportation, Noise, Safety, Housing, and Open Space/Conservation.  The 
major component of the City’s Land Use Element is the 35 community plans that guide land use 
at the local level.  The Project Site is located in the Central City Community Plan area.  

(b)  City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework 

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework (Framework), adopted in December 
1996 and readopted in August 2001, sets forth a citywide comprehensive long-range growth 
strategy and defines citywide policies regarding land use, housing, urban form, neighborhood 
design, open space and conservation, economic development, transportation, infrastructure and 
public services.  General Plan Framework land use policies are further guided at the community 
level through community plans and specific plans.   

The General Plan Framework land use chapter designates Districts (i.e., Neighborhood 
Districts, Community Centers, Regional Centers, Downtown Centers, and Mixed Use 
Boulevards) and provides policies applicable to each District to support the vitality of the City’s 
residential neighborhoods and commercial districts.  The Project Site, including the five parcels 
to be developed; Grand Avenue, between Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Fifth Street; and the 
Civic Park are within the General Plan Framework’s designated Downtown Center13.  Downtown 
Los Angeles is described in the Framework as a concentration of government, corporations, 
financial institutions, industries, cultural venues, convention and entertainment facilities, hotels, 
housing, and supporting uses that serve the region, state, nation, and world.  Its function, scale, 
and identity distinguish it as a unique place of national and international importance.  As such it 

                                                 
13  City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework, Long Range Land Use Diagram, Metro.  
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is the primary destination for business travelers from around the world.14  The Framework cites 
the adopted Downtown Strategic Plan as providing direction and guidance for the area’s 
continued development and evolution, in which policies provide for business retention and the 
development of new housing opportunities and services to enliven the downtown and capitalize 
on the diversity of the City’s population.15  The Framework reflects the goals of the Downtown 
Strategic Plan and maintains the Downtown Center as the primary economic, governmental, and 
social focal point of the City, while increasing its resident community.  The Framework states 
that, in order to support Downtown as the primary center of urban activity in the Los Angeles 
region, its development should reflect a high design standard.  Additionally, nighttime uses 
should be encouraged and public safety enhanced to meet the needs of residents and visitors.16  

Table 3-1 of the General Plan Framework lists the “encouraged uses”17 within the 
Downtown Center that are the same as those for Regional Centers (corporate and professional 
offices, retail commercial, offices, personal services, eating and drinking establishments, 
telecommunications centers, entertainment, major cultural facilities, hotels, and similar uses, 
mixed use structures integrating housing with commercial uses, multi-family housing, major 
transit facilities, small parks and other community-oriented activity facilities), with the following 
additions: 

• Major visitor and convention facilities; 

• Government Offices; 

• Industrial Uses; and 

• Uses as recommended by the Downtown Strategic Plan. 

The Housing Chapter of the General Plan Framework states that housing production has 
not kept pace with the demand for housing.18  According to the General Plan Framework, the 
City of Los Angeles has insufficient vacant properties to accommodate the projected population 
growth and the supply of land zoned for residential development is the most constrained in the 
context of population growth forecasts.19  The Housing chapter states that new residential 

                                                 
14  Op. Cit, page 3-42. 
15  Ibid. 
16  Ibid. 
17  Op. Cit., Table 3-1, Land Use Standards, page 3-25.  
18  Op. Cit., page 4-1. 
19  Ibid. 
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development will require the recycling and/or intensification of existing developed properties.20  
The General Plan Framework states that the City must strive to meet housing needs of the 
population in a manner that contributes to stable, safe, and livable neighborhoods, reduces 
conditions of overcrowding, and improves access to jobs and neighborhood services.21   

The Urban Form and Neighborhood Design chapter of the General Plan Framework 
establishes the goal of creating a livable city for existing and future residents; a city that is 
attractive to future investment; and a city of interconnected, diverse neighborhoods that builds on 
the strength of those neighborhoods and functions at both the neighborhood and citywide scales. 
“Urban form” refers to the general pattern of building height and development intensity and the 
structural elements that define the City physically, such as natural features, transportation 
corridors, activity centers, and focal elements.  “Neighborhood design” refers to the physical 
character of neighborhoods and communities within the City.  The General Plan Framework does 
not directly address the design of individual neighborhoods or communities, but embodies 
generic neighborhood design and implementation programs that guide local planning efforts and 
lay a foundation for the updating of community plans.  With respect to neighborhood design, the 
Urban Form and Neighborhood Design chapter encourages growth in centers, which have a 
sufficient base of both commercial and residential development to support transit service. 

The Open Space and Conservation chapter of the General Plan Framework calls for the 
use of open space to enhance community and neighborhood character.  The policies of this 
chapter recognize that there are communities where open space and recreation resources are 
currently in short supply, and therefore suggests that vacated railroad lines, drainage channels, 
planned transit routes and utility rights-of-way, or pedestrian-oriented streets and small parks, 
where feasible, might serve as important resources for serving the open space and recreation 
needs of residents.   

The Transportation chapter of the General Plan Framework includes proposals for major 
improvements to enhance the movement of goods and to provide greater access to major 
intermodal facilities.  The Transportation chapter acknowledges that the quality of life for every 
citizen is affected by the ability to access work opportunities and essential services, affecting the 
City’s economy, as well as the living environment of its citizens.22  The Transportation chapter 
stresses that transportation investment and policies will need to follow a strategic plan, including 
capitalizing on currently committed infrastructure and adoption of land use policies to better 
utilize committed infrastructure.  The Transportation Chapter of the General Plan Framework is 
implemented through the Transportation Element of the General Plan.  The applicable policies of 
                                                 
20  Ibid. 
21  Op. Cit., page 4-2 
22  Op. Cit., page 8-2. 
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the General Plan Framework are evaluated and compared to the proposed Project in Table 5 
starting on page 175. 

(c)  Los Angeles General Plan Housing Element 

The Housing Element of the Los Angeles General Plan, adopted December 18, 2001, is a 
program to guide short-term housing activities in the City, as opposed to the General Plan 
Framework, which provides long-range housing goals.  The Housing Element addresses the need 
for housing for all income levels, jobs, transportation, recreation opportunities, and livable 
communities for all people in the City. The primary goal of the Housing Element is to provide a 
range of housing opportunities for all income groups. The current Housing Element covers a 
period of seven years through 2005.  Issues addressed by the Housing Element include housing 
quantity, livable communities, equal housing opportunities, and governmental and 
nongovernmental constraints.  The Housing Element is discussed further in Section IV.E, 
Population and Housing. 

(d)  Central City Community Plan  

The land use policies and standards of the General Plan Framework and General Plan 
elements are implemented at the local level through the Community Plan.  The community plan 
promotes an arrangement of land uses, streets, and services, which will contribute to a healthful 
and positive physical environment.  The proposed Project is located in the Bunker Hill and Civic 
Center areas of the Central City Community Plan.  The goal of the Central City Community 
Plan, adopted January 8, 2003, is to create an environment conducive to conducting business and 
to actively promote Downtown Los Angeles as the economic center for the region and 
California.  The plan seeks to encourage investment in Central City of all types of businesses 
including commercial office, retail, manufacturing, and tourism, which in turn expand job 
opportunities for all of the city’s residents.  The Central City Community Plan was developed in 
the context of promoting a vision of the Central City area as a community that: 

• Creates residential neighborhoods, while providing a variety of housing opportunities 
with compatible new housing; 

• Improves the function, design, and economic vitality of the commercial districts; 

• Preserves and enhances the positive characteristics of existing uses which provide the 
foundation for community identity; 

• Maximizes the development opportunities of the future rail transit system while 
minimizing adverse impacts; and 
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• Plans the remaining commercial and industrial development opportunity sites for 
needed job producing uses that improve the economic and physical condition of the 
Central City Community. 

The Central City Community Plan land use designations for the five parcels proposed for 
development and the Civic Center Mall are illustrated in Figure 6, Section II of this Draft EIR.23  
As shown in the Community Plan, the five parcels proposed for development are designated as 
Regional Center Commercial, which corresponds to the existing R5-4D and C2-4D zoning of the 
parcels.  The R5-4D and C2-4D zones allow for high-density residential and commercial uses.   

The Community Plan describes issues facing the community that may be addressed 
through the planning process.  Issues associated with residential land uses include the need to 
create a significant increase in housing for all incomes, particularly middle income households; 
lack of neighborhood-oriented businesses to support residential areas; lack of affordable housing 
for workers in the industrial sector, thus aggravating the jobs-housing imbalance, as primary 
residential land use issues.  Primary commercial land use issues include a perceived lack of 
safety and cleanliness; lack of design continuity and cohesiveness along commercial frontages; 
lack of a positive downtown image; aging infrastructure; lack of the necessary mix of retail uses 
to attract a variety of users to the downtown area in the evenings and on the weekends.  The 
Community Plan describes features of the area that contribute to the Central City’s land use 
goals as “opportunities.”  Opportunities to address the issues are the area’s ample supply of 
residential zoning, new construction of CRA/LA-financed low and moderate income housing in 
South Park; recent construction of new middle income housing towers, available office and retail 
space, and the concentration of governmental and financial sectors that provide a captured 
market with the demographics and purchasing power to support retail and business.24

The Central City Community Plan also describes transportation as an important land use 
issue, citing inadequate and aging infrastructure; severe traffic congestion resulting from the 
concentration of governmental and financial services; limited bus service on weekends, thus 
impacting certain retail and business districts such as Broadway; inadequate coordination of 
objectives, plans, and programs in the Central City; and inadequate connection between major 
downtown activity nodes and districts.  Opportunities to address transportation issues are the 
network of rail, bus, and freeways providing multi-modal and comprehensive geographic access; 
shared parking facilities enabled by the Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Master 
Plan; the opportunity to improve bus and commuter/shuttle services and internal circulation; the 
opportunity to institute a wayfinding signage program for parking, transit, and pedestrian 

                                                 
23  Op. Cit., page 1-4). 
24  Op. Cit., pages I-13 to I-14. 
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facilities, and the opportunity to conduct a study of parking needs and resources as surface lots 
are developed downtown.  

The land use goals of the Central City Community Plan are set forth as objectives, 
policies and programs for all appropriate land use issues.  Policies and programs describe 
specific measures by which objectives may be implemented.  The land use objectives of the 
Central City Community Plan are evaluated and compared to the proposed Project in Table 6 
which starts on page 180.   

(e)  Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan (1970) 

The proposed development parcels and a portion of the proposed Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Program are located within the 136-acre Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project.  The 
Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan (Redevelopment Plan), adopted in 1959 and amended in 1968 
and 1970, sets forth the activities of the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los 
Angeles (CRA/LA) in the acquisition, relocation, property management, owner participation, and 
financing of projects within the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area.  The Redevelopment 
Plan is intended to benefit the people of the City of Los Angeles through a variety of land use 
measures, including the provision of convenient and efficient living accommodations for 
downtown employees, and the elimination of a misuse of land adjacent to the Civic Center and 
Central Business District resulting in a stagnant and unproductive condition of potentially useful 
land.  The Redevelopment Plan also sets objectives for land use and improvements in streets, 
public rights-of-way, easements, and utilities.  Land uses proposed by the Redevelopment Plan 
include residential and commercial uses, public buildings, a central heating and cooling plant, 
public and semi-public areas, structures over and under public rights-of-way, landscaping of 
public thoroughfares and other uses.   

The residential policies of the Redevelopment Plan propose multi-family housing with 
necessary parking within Parcels L and M.  The Redevelopment Plan also states that residential 
uses may also be permitted in designed as commercial areas with the approval of the CRA/LA 
and the City of Los Angeles Planning Commission.25  The Redevelopment Plan recommends that 
Parcel Q and (currently) developed sites in the Upper Hill Commercial Office Plaza (Parcels K, 
N, O, R, S, T, and U) be developed predominantly with large office buildings and may include 
facilities for parking, retail shopping, dining, entertainment, cultural, recreational, transient 
residential, and similar facilities.  Parcels W-1/W-2 are recommended for development with 
office buildings and parking facilities.   

                                                 
25  Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, Section 803 (page 15). 
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The CRA/LA is authorized to permit the establishment or enlargement of public or semi-
public uses including easements which are consistent with the purpose of the Redevelopment 
Plan.  To further implement the Redevelopment Plan, the CRA/LA is authorized to convey 
development rights or permission for the construction of structures above, below and between 
public rights-of-way, as consented to by the City of Los Angeles. 

Under the Redevelopment Plan, neighborhood-type commercial facilities, as approved by 
the CRA/LA, are permitted in conjunction with development of residential property to permit 
easy access to everyday items by nearby residents.  Section 811 of the Redevelopment Plan 
provides that the maximum density in residential areas shall not exceed 250 persons per acre.  
Maximum land coverage in residential areas is set at 40 percent and in commercial areas as 50 
percent.  Calculations of required open space may include buildings which have rooftop levels 
developed with malls, plazas, and similar park-like areas that are part of the pedestrian system.26  

Under the Redevelopment Plan, the total building floor area (excluding exempt structures 
such as affordable housing units) may not exceed five times the total of all parcels in the Bunker 
Hill Urban Renewal Project Area.  However, according to the Redevelopment Plan, if, as a result 
of improvements in the traffic system, provision of transit facilities or other developments, 
access to and from the project will be so improved as to permit a higher building bulk to be 
served adequately, the total building floor permitted in the Urban Renewal Project Area may be 
increased to a 6:1 ratio by an amendment to the Design for Development.27 The applicable 
policies of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan are evaluated and compared to the proposed 
Project in the discussion of Project impacts in Section IV.A.3.c.1(h), below.   

(f)  Bunker Hill Design for Development (1971) 

The Bunker Hill Design for Development, adopted in 1968 and revised in 1971, 
establishes the density, land use, circulation and design criteria for the implementation of the 
Amended Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan.  The Design for Development incorporates a 
diagram, the Bunker Hill Illustrative Project Data, which provides the estimated use, floor area, 
number of buildings, percent of lot coverage, parking and floor area ratio (FAR) for 
approximately 25 parcels (A through Y) in the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area .28  The 
existing (1971) Design for Development describes the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area 
as consisting of the following three zones: (1) Upper Hill Commercial Zone, (2) Lower Hill 

                                                 
26  Op Cit., Sections 811 and 812 (page 17). 
27  Op. Cit., Section 814 (pages 17 and 18). 
28  The total average FAR for the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project  would be revised through the proposed 

Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan (NOP for the Amended Design for 
Development to the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan February 28, 2005). 
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Commercial Zone, and (3) Residential Zone.  Parcels Q and W1/W-2 are located the Upper Hill 
Commercial Zone and Parcels L and M are located in the Residential Zone.  The existing Design 
for Development proposes a total of 3,750 dwelling units, 3,000 hotel motel units, 12 million 
square feet of office space, and more than 500,000 square feet of retail space.  The existing 
Bunker Hill Design for Development anticipates a resident population of approximately 7,000 
and a working population of approximately 60,000.  The existing Design for Development also 
establishes vehicle and pedestrian circulation criteria for each of the three “zones.”  Circulation 
policies include pedestrian amenities, footbridges, reduction of at-street crossings.  The existing 
Design for Development land use, pedestrian and vehicular circulation policies are evaluated and 
compared to the proposed Project in Table 7 which starts on page 186.   

(g)  Development of Parcels K, Q, and W2 (1991) 

The 1991 approved Owner Participation Agreement (OPA) for Parcels K, Q, and W-2, 
between the County of Los Angeles and the CRA/LA set forth the parameters for future 
development within these three parcels.  Under the 1991 OPA, Parcel Q would be developed 
with office and retail uses, Parcel W-2 would continue to be used as a surface parking lot and 
Parcel K, the site of the Walt Disney Concert Hall, was anticipated in the 1991 OPA to be 
developed as an entertainment venue along with a hotel, meeting rooms/ballrooms, retail uses 
and offices.  Under the approved OPA, if less development occurs in Parcel K, the left-over 
development rights can be assigned to Parcel Q.  Development of the Project as proposed, would 
require an amendment to the OPA to reflect the currently proposed development parameters.   

(h)  Downtown Strategic Plan 

The Downtown Strategic Plan, approved by the Los Angeles City Council in 1994, 
recommends programs and projects that are intended to create a more prosperous and equitable 
future for downtown Los Angeles.  The Downtown Strategic Plan identifies challenges that are 
also raised in the more recent Central City Community Plan.  The Strategic Plan identifies and 
addresses such issues as the irregular economic role of the Central City, the Central City’s 
deteriorating historic core and homelessness.  According to the Downtown Strategic Plan, the 
vital and exciting districts of Downtown are disconnected and isolated, and thus they fall short of 
making the combined economic and cultural contribution that the downtown and its adjacent 
neighborhoods require.  Also according to the Strategic Plan, the great cultural and civic 
institutions of the City seem remote to many citizens and are less utilized and nurtured than they 
deserve.29, Another issue presented in the Downtown Strategic Plan is the impact of the 
perception of the Central City as being neither safe nor clean upon tourism, and traffic 
congestion.  The Downtown Strategic Plan also recognizes the need to substantially increase the 
                                                 
29  Introduction to the Downtown Strategic Plan (1994). 
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residential presence in the Central City community.  According to the Downtown Strategic Plan, 
the viability of Downtown Los Angeles will largely depend on the continued economic growth 
and development of the city as a whole, in which the public and private sectors must establish a 
strategy that will create a positive business climate, attract private investment, create and retain 
jobs, and provide a safe and attractive environment.  The Downtown Strategic Plan programs 
that are applicable to the Project area, including tourism, social responsibility, safety, cleanliness, 
open space, residential neighborhoods, environment, and arts and culture are evaluated and 
compared to the proposed Project in Section IV.A.3.c, below.   

The intent of the Downtown Strategic Plan for Bunker Hill is to introduce appropriate 
community-making elements, such as neighborhood retail stores, streetscape, and community 
facilities that are currently missing.  A goal of the Downtown Strategic Plan is also to introduce 
housing with commercial uses that would allow for a greater mix of multiple uses.  Under the 
Downtown Strategic Plan, Second Street would become a pedestrian link to connect Bunker Hill 
eastward to Hill Street.  Grand Avenue is considered the principal activity center of the district.   
The Downtown Strategic Plan also intends to strengthen the Civic Center as a regional center for 
governmental employees through such measures as extending the Civic Center Mall to City Hall 
and to improve its accessibility to favor pedestrians.  Downtown Strategic Plan programs that are 
related to the Project, but are not part of the Project, include proposed improvements on Hill and 
Olive Streets.  Under the Downtown Strategic Plan, the north ends of Hill and Olive Streets 
would be converted to avenidas, which would connect the Civic Center Mall with Pershing 
Square.  The improvements would include bus lanes, reduced auto lanes, widened sidewalks, if 
feasible, along one side of each street and pedestrian friendly crosswalks.  The intent of the 
improvements is to better connect Bunker Hill to the Grand Central Market and the Broadway 
District.  Applicable objectives of the Downtown Strategic Plan are evaluated and compared to 
the proposed Project in Table 8 which starts on page 189. 

(i)  Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan 

The Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan (1997) was 
prepared by the Los Angeles Civic Center Authority, consisting of members of the Los Angeles 
County Board of Supervisors, the Los Angeles City Council, and representatives of various City 
and County departments, including Planning, Public Works, Internal Services, General Services, 
and Transportation.  Civic facilities, including county, state, city, and federal buildings centered 
around Los Angeles City Hall and the Civic Center Mall are the focus of the Shared Facilities 
and Enhancement Plan.  The Plan is driven by the need to coordinate and capitalize on the 
activity in the Civic Center and the need to review potentially detrimental policies that would 
undermine the economic vitality of the civic center.  The Civic Center Shared Facilities and 
Enhancement Plan includes several components including: a land use plan, which comprises a 
mix of civic, governmental, cultural, mixed commercial/residential, and open space uses; a 
shared facilities plan for the sharing of energy plants, cafeterias, vehicle storage, reprographics, 
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auditoria, and child care; streetscape and development standards, and an implementation plan.  
The implementation plan identifies a cooperative process among levels of government for 
implementation of this Plan. 

The Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan redefines the Civic Center as the “Ten 
Minute Diamond,” in which the boundaries of the Civic Center are based on the distance an 
average person can walk in ten minutes.  With City Hall as the center, a ten-minute walk 
captures the majority of existing government offices and cultural institutions within a diamond-
shaped perimeter.  The intent of the “Ten Minute Diamond” is to encourage the movement of 
people on foot and is a reasonable distance for providing services to the various agencies and 
departments within the Civic Center.  Portions of the proposed Project, including Parcels Q and 
W-1/W-2 and the Civic Park are located within the “Ten Minute Diamond.”  Under the Shared 
Facilities and Enhancement Plan, the suggested land use for Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, is a mix of 
commercial offices with residential and retail uses.  Another feature of the Shared Facilities and 
Enhancement Plan is the upgrading of the Civic Center Mall into “Civic Gardens.”  The intent of 
the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan is to transform the Civic Center Mall into a lush 
park-like setting which would serve as an oasis for workers, visitors, tourists, and residents.30  
Applicable development recommendations of the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan are 
evaluated and compared to the proposed Project in Table 9 which starts on page 195.   

(j)  Proposed Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan  

The CRA/LA is in the process of preparing an amended Design for Development to the 
Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, a  Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) was prepared, published and circulated.  The NOP circulation period began 
on February 8, 2005.  The CRA/LA is currently preparing a Draft EIR for the Design for 
Development amendment.  

The proposed amendment would increase the average floor area ratio (FAR) of total 
development within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project to 6:1 FAR.  Under the existing 
Design for Development, the total average floor area in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project 
is limited to 5.1 FAR (subject to the exceptions noted earlier in this section).  

The proposed Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan 
would provide for three development options of varying square footages of future residential and 
commercial development.  The alternatives are: Maximum Housing/Minimum Office; Moderate 
Office/Reduced Housing; and Maximum Office/Reduced Housing.  A range of alternatives is 
                                                 
30  Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan, page 8 (1997). 
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intended to allow flexibility to the Community Redevelopment Agency of Los Angeles 
(CRA/LA) in addressing development opportunities that may arise in the Project Area.  

(k)  City of Los Angeles Municipal/Planning and Zoning Code  

The Civic Park component of the Project is under the jurisdiction of the County of Los 
Angeles and thus, is not subject to the requirements of the Los Angeles Municipal Planning and 
Zoning Code.  Parcels L and M-2 are zoned R5-4D, and Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are zoned R5-
4D and C2-4D. Under the Planning and Zoning Code of the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC), Chapter 1, Section 12.14, a C2 zone allows for a variety of office, retail and residential 
uses.  Prior zoning (R5 and C2) allowed 13:1 FAR, although subsequent zoning designations 
(R5-4D and C2-4D) on Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-1/W-2 limit the maximum FAR to 6.0:1, 
except for potential transfers of floor area.  Under the applicable provisions of LAMC Section 
12.11.C.3 and Section 12.22(A)(18), residential uses in the C2 zone in Redevelopment areas 
must comply with the zoning requirements of the R5 zone, in which one dwelling unit is 
permitted per 200 square feet of land area.31  The R5 zone allows multi-family housing, hotels 
and similar uses.  Under LAMC Section 12.11.C.4, the R5 zone allows a maximum residential 
density of one dwelling unit per 200 square feet of land area.  The exact percentages C2- and R5-
zoned areas on Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are not known.  However, approximate percentages of 
areas located within the C2 and R5 zones, the net land area and the gross land area is shown in 
Table 4 on page 166. 

The existing C2 and R5 zones are also designated “4D.”  The “4” designation allows an 
FAR of 13:1 (13 times the buildable area of the lot).  The term, “Height District 4” applies to 
allowable floor area and not to any height restrictions in these zones.  Furthermore, there are no 
height restrictions for the five development parcels.  The “D” designation provides a “by right” 
FAR of 6:1 (six times the buildable area of the lot) for individual parcels, per the Community 
Plan.  The 6:1 FAR may only be exceeded under the following circumstances:  (1) if a project is 
reviewed by and approved by the Planning Commission and City Council, or (2) if additional 
density is obtained through a City Council-approved transfer process.  Under LAMC Section 
12.22, residential uses containing affordable housing are eligible for a density bonus up to 35 
percent.   

Under LAMC Sections 12.21.G.2, new construction shall have 100 square feet of usable 
open space for each unit having less than three habitable rooms; 125 square feet of usable open 
space for each unit having three habitable rooms; and 175 square feet of usable open space for 
each unit having more than three habitable rooms.  According to LAMC Section 12.14, the C2 

                                                 
31  LAMC Section 12.22(A)(18).  Exception allows for the application of 1 unit per 200 square feet of land area in 

the C2 zone in a designated  Redevelopment Area or Mixed-Use area designated as Regional Commercial. 
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Table 4 
 

Existing Zoning 
 
 Parcel Q Parcels W-1/W-2 Parcels L and M-2 Total 
R5 Zone 
(percentage of lot 
area) 

75 percent 40 percent 100 percent  

Area Zoned R5 97,357 sq. ft. 57,151 sq. ft. 97,574 sq. ft. 252,082 sq. ft. 
C2 Zone 
(percentage of lot 
area) 

25 percent 60 percent 0 percent  

Area Zoned C2 32,452 sq. ft. 85,726 sq. ft. 0 sq. ft. 118,178 sq. ft. 
 
Net Area 

 
2.98 acres 

(129,809 sq. ft.) 

 
3.28 acres 

 
2.24 acres 

(97,574 sq. ft.) 

 
8.5 acres 

(142,877 sq. ft.) 370,260 sq. ft. 
  

3.68 acres 
 

3.92 acres 
 

2.71 acres 
 

Gross Area 10.31 acres 
  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006.  

zone requires no front yard setback with either residential or commercial uses.  For portions of 
buildings erected and used for residential purposes, maximum 16-foot side yards for buildings 
higher than six stories and 15-20 foot rear yards, depending on building height would be 
required.  No side or rear yards would be required for commercial buildings.  Setback 
exemptions are also available to mixed uses.  The LAMC also establishes standards for off-street 
parking and usable open space.  Applicable LAMC requirements are evaluated and compared to 
the proposed Project in Table 10, which starts on page 199.  Code-required off-street parking is 
described and evaluated in Section IV.B, Traffic, Circulation and Parking, of this Draft EIR.  

(2)  Regional Plans 

The Project site is located within the boundaries of the Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG), the State-mandated Congestion Management Program (CMP), 
implemented in the Project area by the Metropolitan Transit Authority (MTA), and the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). 

(a)  SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide 

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is a joint powers agency 
with responsibilities with respect to regional planning issues.  SCAG’s responsibilities include 
preparation of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG), by a consultative process 
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with its constituent members and other regional planning agencies.32  The RCPG is intended to 
serve as a framework for decision-making with respect to regional growth that is anticipated for 
the year 2015 and beyond, including growth management and regional mobility.  In addition, the 
RCPG proposes a voluntary strategy for local governments to use in addressing issues related to 
future growth and in assessing the potential impacts of proposed development projects within a 
regional context.  For planning purposes, the SCAG region has been divided into 14 subregions.  
The Project site is located within the City of Los Angeles subregion.  The RCPG includes five 
core chapters (Growth Management, Regional Mobility, Air Quality, Water Quality, and 
Hazardous Waste Management) that respond directly to the federal and state requirements placed 
on SCAG and form the basis for the certification of local plans.  Ancillary chapters within the 
RCPG (Economy, Housing, Human Resources and Services, Finance, Open Space and 
Conservation, Water Resources, Energy, and Integrated Waste Management) reflect other 
regional plans but do not contain actions or policies required of local governments. 

Adopted policies related to land use are contained primarily in Chapter 2, Growth 
Management, of the RCPG.  The purpose of the Growth Management chapter is to present 
forecasts that establish the socio-economic parameters for the development of the Regional 
Mobility and Air Quality chapters of the RCPG and to address issues related to growth and land 
consumption.  These parameters encourage local land use actions that could ultimately lead to 
the development of an urban form that will help minimize development costs, protect natural 
resources, and enhance the quality of life in the region.  Applicable RCPG policies are evaluated 
and compared to the proposed Project in Table 10 which starts on page 199. 

(b)  Air Quality Management Plan 

The SCAQMD was established in 1977 pursuant to the Lewis-Presley Air Quality 
Management Act.  The SCAQMD is responsible for bringing air quality in the South Coast Air 
Basin (SCAB) into conformity with federal and state air pollution standards.  The SCAQMD is 
responsible for monitoring ambient air pollution levels throughout the South Coast Air Basin and 
for developing and implementing attainment strategies to ensure that future emissions will be 
within federal and State standards.  The SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), 
last amended in 2003, presents strategies for achieving the air quality planning goals set forth in 
the Federal and California Clean Air Acts (CCAA), including a comprehensive list of pollution 
control measures aimed at reducing emissions.  Specifically, the AQMP proposes a 
comprehensive list of pollution control measures aimed at reducing emissions and achieving 
ambient air quality standards.  Further discussion of the AQMP can be found in Section IV.F, 
Air Quality, of this EIR. 

                                                 
32  Major portions of the Plan (e.g., the Growth Management Section) were originally approved in 1994 and 

reprinted in the 1996 version. 
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(c)  Congestion Management Program 

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) administers the 
Congestion Management Program (CMP), a state-mandated program designed to provide 
comprehensive long-range traffic planning on a regional basis.  The CMP includes a hierarchy of 
highways and roadways with minimum level of service standards, transit standards, a trip 
reduction and travel demand management element, a program to analyze the impacts of local 
land use decisions on the regional transportation system, a seven-year capital improvement 
program, and a county-wide computer model used to evaluate traffic congestion and recommend 
relief strategies and actions.  CMP guidelines specify that those freeway segments to which a 
project could add 150 or more trips in each direction during the peak hours be evaluated.  The 
guidelines also require evaluation of designated CMP roadway intersections to which a project 
could add 50 or more trips during either peak hour.  The CMP is discussed further in Section 
IV.B, Transportation, Circulation and Parking. 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

The evaluation of land use impacts addresses the compatibility of the Project with 
surrounding uses in the vicinity of the Project Site as well as consistency of the proposed Project 
with adopted plans, policies and ordinances. The intent of the compatibility analysis is to 
determine whether the Project would be compatible with surrounding uses in relation to use, size, 
intensity, density, scale, or other factors. The compatibility analysis is based on aerial 
photography, land use maps, and field surveys in which surrounding uses were identified and 
characterized.  As such, the analysis addresses general land use relationships and urban form.  
The determination of consistency with applicable land use policies and ordinances is based upon 
a review of the previously identified planning documents that regulate land use or guide land use 
decisions pertaining to the Project Site.  CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(d) requires that an EIR 
discuss inconsistencies with applicable plans that the decision-makers should address.  
Evaluations are made as to whether the Project is inconsistent with such plans.  Projects are 
considered consistent with the provisions of identified regional and local plans if they are 
compatible with the general intent of the plans, and would not preclude the attainment of their 
primary intent.  

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998), 
the proposed Project would have a significant impact on land use if:  
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• The proposed development would be incompatible with surrounding land uses or land 
use patterns in relation to scale, use, or intensity; or 

• The project would not be consistent with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.  

c.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Proposed Project 

(a)  Land Use Compatibility 

(i)  Compatibility with Surrounding Land Uses 

Civic Park 

The current conceptual plan for the Civic Park would include a Great Lawn and the 
Grand Terrace in the westernmost section, in which the focus would be on cultural and 
entertainment uses.  As the “Cultural and Entertainment” section, this area would include public 
activity kiosks, movable seating and tables, and food and drink concessions.  Most of the existing 
trees and shrubs would be removed or relocated for the construction of new lawn, garden, and 
plaza spaces.  Exiting parking structure ramps at both Grand Avenue and Hill Street would be 
reconfigured for the enhancement of pedestrian access. Some structural improvements to the 
garage may be required to support the new landscaping and park infrastructure and the 
demolition of a portion of the existing pedestrian tunnels below Grand Avenue would be 
required.  These tunnels would be replaced by new stairs and elevators, which would extend 
from the park to the new Grand Avenue Plaza in Civic Park.  From the Grand Avenue Plaza, the 
pedestrian crossing to the Los Angeles Music Center would be enhanced so that all crossings of 
Grand Avenue would be at grade.   

The existing Court of Flags, located between Broadway and Hill Street, would be used as 
a new garden-oriented space.  The preliminary conceptual plan for this area would maintain the 
Metro Red Line plaza and entrances, currently located on the west end of the Court of Flags, in 
their existing locations.  Any minor changes to the transit plaza would be implemented without 
disruption to operations.  Implementation of the conceptual design would require the demolition 
of most of the existing surface features, with the intent of causing minimal damage to the top 
structural slab of the parking garage.  The stairs to Broadway would be rebuilt, and various 
elements of the existing mall, including flagpoles and plaques would be relocated.   
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The surface parking lot in the easternmost section of the Civic Park would be removed 
and the park would be extended to Spring Street and City Hall.  The area now occupied by the 
parking lot would feature a large paved plaza.  The conceptual design for this section of the Civic 
Park also incorporates small multi-use pavilions into the proposed facilities.  The intent is to 
have adequate space for festival and artistic event programming, along with small pavilions that 
could host food and drink concessions.  In addition to gathering areas, spaces for games and 
rides, and restrooms and storage would be provided.  Pedestrian crossings would be improved to 
improve linkages between all areas of the park and to encourage pedestrian activity.   

The Civic Park is bordered on three sides by governmental buildings including the Los 
Angeles City Hall on the east; the Los Angeles County Courthouse and Law Library on the 
south; and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the County Hall of Records, and the 
County Criminal Courthouse on the north.  The Los Angeles Music Center borders the Civic 
Park on the west.  The Civic Park would be consistent with the public nature of surrounding land 
uses and would complement and enhance the increased residential presence and pedestrian 
activity in downtown.  No land use issues associated with incompatibility of scale, use, intensity, 
or density would occur and, as such, the Civic Park would have a less than significant land use 
impact.   

Grand Avenue Streetscape Improvements 

Improvements to the Grand Avenue streetscape, between Fifth Street and Cesar E. 
Chavez Avenue, would include the installation of landscaping and landscape irrigation systems 
for new street trees, plants and shrubs; paving systems for sidewalks and adjoining plazas, 
streets, and curbs; banners, graphics, signage, and way-finding systems, as needed; special 
improvements, such as public art, pavilions for private and public use, and kiosks; street, 
pedestrian, and landscape lighting; benches, chairs, and other seating systems; and trash 
receptacles. Improvements would also include wider sidewalks, where feasible, to improve 
pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for sidewalk cafes, special events, and 
building entrances.  Street furnishings would be consistent with the modern identity of the street 
and improve the street environment.  Grand Avenue is bordered by culturally important buildings 
including MOCA, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Cathedral 
of Our Lady of the Angels, California Plaza, and the Wells Fargo Center.  The improvements to 
the Grand Avenue streetscape would complement existing buildings and land uses and would 
enhance pedestrian activity.  No land use issues associated with incompatibility of scale, use, 
intensity, or density would occur and, as such, the streetscape component of the Project would 
have a less than significant land use impact.    
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Development Parcels Q, L, M-2, and W-1/W-2 

The analysis of land use compatibility addresses whether the Project with County Office 
Building Option would be compatible in terms of land use, size, intensity, density, and scale with 
surrounding uses.  Proposed development across the five parcels would be located in the 
northwest sector of Downtown Los Angeles, which is currently developed with an array of high-
rise commercial and residential uses and governmental facilities.  Parcels L and M-2, under the 
Conceptual Plan, would be developed with two high-rise residential buildings, a restaurant and 
neighborhood and regional retail uses.  Development would include a strong street-front retail 
edge that would help define Grand Avenue as a primary urban avenue and would reinforce the 
street-front retail that would also be incorporated into Parcel Q.  The Conceptual Plan for Parcels 
L and M-2 also calls for a large open courtyard accessible to Hope Street and Grand Avenue that 
would improve the pedestrian linkage between the existing Bunker Hill development west of 
Hope Street and Grand Avenue. Land uses surrounding Parcels L and M-2 include the Grand 
Promenade Tower, a 28-story residential high-rise adjoining Parcel M-2 to the south; the Bunker 
Hill Towers residential complex to the west; and the Bunker Hill Tower, Promenade West, and 
Promenade Plaza residential complex to the northwest; Walt Disney Concert Hall to the north; 
and the Colburn School of Performing Arts, MOCA, the Museum Tower, and the Omni Hotel to 
the east.   

The Conceptual Plan for Parcel Q calls for a high-rise hotel/residential tower, a mid-rise 
residential building, and retail uses.  The retail component of Parcel Q is anticipated to be 
developed as a collection of retail/specialty shops, market, food hall, bookstore, mini-anchor 
retail use, health club, events facility, and restaurants spanning several floors.  Retail uses would 
form an edge with Grand Avenue to enhance pedestrian activity along that street.  Outdoor 
public open space within Parcel Q would emphasize pedestrian connections to Grand Avenue 
and First Street.  The outdoor public space in Parcel Q would be integrated into the streetscape 
improvements program on these streets.  The developed edges on Grand Avenue and First Street 
would be urban in character, while the developed edge on the south would be residential in 
character.  The pedestrian-oriented open space, under the Conceptual Plan, would include a 
landscaped and highly finished plaza, numerous seating areas, integrated public art and/or 
fountains, and a collection of gathering places.  The central courtyard area would lead to a 
pedestrian bridge over Olive Street to connect with Parcel W-1/W-2 which would allow access to 
the transit portal located at the northeast corner of Parcel W-2.  Under the Conceptual Plan, 
Parcel W-1/W-2 would consist of a high-rise residential building, a mid-rise County office 
building or residential building, and low-rise neighborhood and regional retail uses.  Public open 
space on Parcels W-1/W-2 is anticipated to provide direct access to Hill Street, First Street and 
Second Street.  Land uses surrounding Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
to the west, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion to the northwest (diagonally across Grand Avenue), 
the Los Angeles County Courthouse and Civic Center Mall to the north, the proposed federal 
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courthouse site to the east, and the Angelus Plaza, Colburn School of the Performing Arts, 
MOCA, Museum Tower, and the Omni Hotel to the south.    

The residential component of the Project would contribute to street activity during 
evenings and weekends.  With an active resident presence, other businesses and restaurants in the 
area would be inclined to extend their hours to these time periods.  The availability of services 
and entertainment in the weekend and evening hours, including services and restaurants 
contained within the Project, would enhance the experience of Walt Disney Concert Hall, Music 
Center, and MOCA patrons who may wish to dine, stroll, or shop in the area before or after 
attending other cultural activities.  The Project’s restaurant, shops, and grocery market would 
also accommodate employees in the area and students at the Colburn School who may wish to 
shop or dine.  The developed edge on Grand Avenue along Parcels L and M-2, and Q would also 
create a continuous active and interesting street front between the commercial uses south of 
Third Street and the Civic Park.  The development of Parcels L and M-2 would improve access 
for residents of the Bunker Hill Towers to shops and retail uses along Grand Avenue.  The 
Project’s hotel would also provide accommodations for patrons or business visitors to 
downtown’s governmental institutions and burgeoning cultural and commercial uses.  Under the 
Project with County Office Building Option, the County office building in Parcels W-1/W-2 
would be consistent with the existing pattern of government buildings along the north side of 
First Street, between Grand Avenue and San Pedro Street, and just south of Parcels W-1/W-2, 
east of Hill Street.  On the other hand, if the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option is implemented, then the residential development within Parcel W-2 would be consistent 
with adjacent residential uses (e.g., Angelus Plaza) to the south of Second Street.  Under both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option, the Project would also provide housing, among others, for government 
employees and other downtown workers.  The Project’s residential and commercial uses would 
support the existing uses in the area by providing land uses that would be interactive with 
existing surrounding uses.  As such, the Project would be consistent in land use to surrounding 
uses, and complement and increase the enjoyment of surrounding uses.   

In relation to intensity and scale, the Project’s high-rise development would be 
transitional between the existing highest buildings (50 to 73 stories) in the Financial District to 
the south and the tall government buildings to the east.  The Project would be consistent with the 
scale of surrounding development, and would meet the standards of density common to modern 
development in the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area and other areas in downtown Los 
Angeles.  In addition, the Project would be consistent with the overall average 5:1 FAR, subject 
to the exceptions noted earlier in this section, for the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project.  
Therefore, land use impacts associated with the Project’s size, intensity, density, and scale would 
be less than significant.  Since the Project with County Office Building Option would be 
consistent with or complementary to existing uses and consistent with the existing and projected 
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density and scale of the area, no significant impacts relative to land use compatibility between 
the Project and surrounding uses would occur.    

(b)  Consistency of the Project with Zoning and Land Use Plans and Policies   

As discussed above, the development of the Project would be subject to numerous plans 
as well as the development regulations in the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC).  
The Project would be substantially consistent with the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan and with 
the objectives of the Los Angeles General Plan Framework, the Central City Community Plan, 
the Downtown Strategic Plan, the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement 
Plan, and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG).  The Project’s consistency with the General Plan 
Housing Element is addressed in Draft EIR Section IV.E, Population and Housing; the Project 
consistency with the AQMP is addressed in Draft EIR Section IV.F, Air Quality, and the 
Project’s consistency with the CMP is addressed in Draft EIR Section IV.B, Transportation, 
Circulation and Parking of this EIR. 

(c)  General Plan Framework 

The Project with County Office Building Option and with the Project with the Additional 
Residential Development Option would support the needs of the City’s existing and future 
residents, businesses, and visitors by providing residential uses available to a range of incomes; 
retail, entertainment, and hotel uses; commercial offices; expanded recreational uses in the Civic 
Park; and expanded and upgraded public open space,.  The Project would create new multi-
family housing, hotel, restaurant, entertainment, retail, and other commercial uses in the City’s 
downtown center, in proximity to the City’s primary transportation hubs and corridors, thereby 
resulting in an improved quality of life by facilitating a reduction of vehicle trips and vehicle 
miles traveled.  The Project would also be consistent with the Framework’s Land Use goals by 
addressing the concern that housing has not kept pace with demand and that vacant properties to 
accommodate the projected population growth are the most constrained in the City.   

The Project would be consistent with the housing goals of the General Plan Framework in 
that it would provide up to 2,060 dwelling units under the Project with County Office Building 
Option (or up to 2,660 dwelling units under the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option) in support of the City’s 20-year projection.  Also in support of the Framework’s policies, 
the Project would locate housing within an underutilized site in a high activity area.  The location 
of the residential uses in the Central City would preserve existing lower density neighborhoods 
in surrounding areas.  The General Plan Framework’s Urban Form and Neighborhood Design 
goals are met in that the Project would provide for high quality architectural design on existing 
underutilized sites.  The Project would also be consistent with the Downtown Center designation, 
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in that it would enhance the activity and variety of the area.  The Framework’s Open Space and 
Conservation goals are met with the expansion and upgrading of the Civic Center Mall to attract 
the public, to be more functional, and to provide for on-going and daily cultural activities.  
Public spaces would be integral to the organization of the developed parcels and would 
contribute to the Framework’s open space goals.   

The Project would comply with the transportation goals of the General Plan Framework 
in that it would provide development within a major economic activity area, while preserving the 
character of lower density neighborhoods surrounding the downtown area.  Since the Project 
would be consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the General Plan Framework, land 
use impacts relative to this plan would be less than significant.  The consistency analysis of the 
Project with the Land Use, Housing, Urban Form and Neighborhood Design, and Open Space 
and Conservation chapters of the General Plan Framework is provided in Table 5, which starts 
on page 175. 

(d)  Central City Community Plan 

The Project would be consistent with Central City Community Plan’s Regional 
Commercial Center Designation and with Community Plan policies to increase the range of 
housing choices available to downtown employees and to provide dwelling units available to 
different income levels.  The Project with County Office Building Option would add up to 2,060 
dwelling units (or up to 2,660 dwelling units under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option) to the existing supply of housing in the Central City.  Twenty percent of 
the Project with County Office Building Option’s residential units, including up to 412 dwelling 
units (or up to 532 dwelling units under the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option) would be affordable.  In addition, the Project would provide both apartments and 
condominiums ranging from one to three bedrooms, which would add a variety of selections to 
the existing housing stock.  

The Project would also be consistent with the Community Plan objectives to promote 
land uses that serve downtown businesses and create a 24-hour downtown environment for 
residents and which would foster increased tourism.  The Project’s entertainment, restaurant, and 
hotel uses would provide accommodation and destination activities for visitors.  The proposed 
improvements within Civic Park, including formal gardens and areas dedicated to cultural 
activities, would attract visitors to the area.  Improvements in the pedestrian character of Grand 
Avenue would enhance existing tourist destinations, such as the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the 
Music Center an MOCA.  In addition, the Project’s residential development would increase 
activity in the area during evenings and weekends since residences would be occupied during 
non-working hours, which would create a safer 24-hour environment and, in turn, foster even 
greater street activity. 
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Table 5 
 

Consistency of Proposed Project with Applicable Objectives 
and Policies of the General Plan Framework 

 
Objective Analysis of Project Consistency 

Land Use Chapter 
Objective 3.1: Accommodate a 
diversity of uses that support the 
needs of the City’s existing and 
future residents, businesses, and 
visitors. 

Consistent. The Project would accommodate a diversity of uses by 
providing residential uses available to a range of incomes, a variety of 
retail, entertainment, and hotel uses; commercial offices; expanded 
recreational uses in Civic Park; improved public facilities in Civic Park; 
and improved pedestrian access that would support the needs of existing 
and future residents and visitors to downtown Los Angeles.   

Objective 3.2:  To provide for the 
spatial distribution of development 
that promotes an improved quality of 
life by facilitating a reduction of 
vehicle trips, vehicle miles traveled, 
and air pollution. 

Consistent.  The Project’s distribution of diverse land uses and proximity 
of residential uses to places of employment, services, public transit and 
other facilities would provide an opportunity for the use of alternative 
modes of transportation, including walking.  The convenient location of 
residences to employment, services, and public transit would promote an 
improved quality of life by facilitating a reduction in vehicle trips and 
miles traveled.   

Objective 3.4: Encourage new multi-
family residential, retail commercial, 
and office development in the City’s 
neighborhood districts, community, 
regional, and downtown centers as 
well as along primary transit 
corridors/boulevards, while at the 
same time conserving existing 
neighborhoods and related districts. 

Consistent.  The Project would create new multi-family housing, hotel, 
restaurant, entertainment, retail, and other commercial uses in the City’s 
downtown center and in proximity to the City’s primary transportation 
corridors and/or hubs, including the Harbor, Santa Ana, and Santa 
Monica Freeways; existing bus lines, including the Downtown Los 
Angeles DASH shuttle buses and commuter express buses; and MTA 
transit lines including the Red Line subway, the Blue Line light rail, and 
Union Station.  Since the Project would be developed on underutilized 
parcels currently used as surface parking lots, such development would 
not cause the loss of any existing neighborhoods or related districts.    

Objective 3.7:  Provide for the 
stability and enhancement of multi-
family residential neighborhoods and 
allow for growth in areas where 
there is sufficient public 
infrastructure and services and the 
residents’ quality of life can be 
maintained or improved. 

Consistent.  The Project would improve the quality of life of existing 
multi-family residential neighborhoods in close proximity to the Project 
site, by providing a greater variety of retail, restaurant, and entertainment 
services than under existing conditions and to which existing residents 
would have access.  The increase in residential population generated by 
the Project; the Project’s interactive commercial and residential uses; and 
the improvements in sidewalks and crosswalks along Grand Avenue, 
would create a more active and safer pedestrian environment that would 
also stabilize and enhance existing multi-family residential 
neighborhoods.  The Project would also be consistent with this objective 
in that it would be located in an area of sufficient public infrastructure 
and services.     

Objective 3.11.  Provide for the 
continuation and expansion of 
government, business, cultural, 
entertainment, visitor-serving, 
housing, industries, transportation, 
supporting uses, and similar 
functions at a scale and intensity that 
distinguishes and uniquely identifies 
the Downtown Center. 

Consistent:  The Project would continue and expand existing land uses in 
the Downtown Center, a targeted growth area.  The Project would provide 
a diversity of residential uses and visitor-serving hotel, retail, 
entertainment, restaurant uses, and possibly County offices, at a scale and 
intensity that would contribute to the image of the Downtown Center as 
the focal point of the City.  The Project’s high-rise elements, plazas, 
anticipated unique architectural design, enhancement of Grand Avenue’s 
sidewalks and crosswalks, and the redevelopment of the Civic Center 
Mall would enliven and uniquely identify and distinguish the area.   
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Objective Analysis of Project Consistency 
Objective 3.15.  Focus mixed 
commercial/residential uses, 
neighborhood-oriented retail, 
employment opportunities, and civic 
and quasi-public uses around urban 
transit stations. 

Consistent.  The proposed Project, which would incorporate a mix of 
residential, regional and neighborhood-oriented retail uses, and possible 
County offices, is located in the proximity of a Metro Red Line transit 
station.  Commercial uses associated with the Project, including retail, 
restaurants, and hotel uses and, possibly, County offices under the Project 
with County Office Building Option, would provide employment 
opportunities in close proximity to this urban transit station.   

Objective 3.16.  Accommodate land 
uses, locate and design buildings, 
and implement streetscape amenities 
that enhance pedestrian activity. 

Consistent.  The Project would include residential, restaurant, and 
entertainment uses that would increase the general activity of the area, 
including evening and weekend activity.  The proximity of a mixture of 
uses would allow interactivity between uses and enhance pedestrian 
movement among the variety of land uses.  The Project’s Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements, storefronts, and plazas; public programs and 
activities associated with Civic Park, and street-level crossings at the 
Music Center would further increase activity and enhance the pedestrian 
environment.     

Housing Chapter 
Objective 4.1.  Plan the capacity for 
and develop incentives to encourage 
production of an adequate supply of 
housing units of various types within 
each City Subregion (Community 
Plan area) to meet the projected 
housing needs by income level of the 
future population by 2010. 

Consistent.  The projected population increase in the Central City 
Community Plan area is approximately 34,765 new residents by 2010, 
with the development of dwelling units in existing residential and 
commercial areas.  With an average of 1.89 residents per dwelling unit, 
this projected growth would require approximately 18,394 dwelling units.  
The Project with County Office Building Option would provide up to 
2,060 units (or up to 2,660 units under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option), 20 percent of which would be 
affordable.  The development of residential units would contribute to the 
housing goals of the subregion through the development of more than 
2,000 dwelling units and the provision of a variety of housing types for a 
range of income levels.   

Objective 4.2 Encourage the location 
of new multi-family housing 
development to occur in proximity to 
transit stations, along some transit 
corridors, and within some high 
activity areas with adequate 
transitions and buffers between 
higher density development and 
surrounding lower density residential 
neighborhoods.   

Consistent. The Project would locate multi-family housing in the high-
density Central City area and in the vicinity of transit stations and 
corridors, including the MTA Red Line corridor and Civic Center station, 
and in an area served by a variety of transportation modes, including 
regional and local buses, Metrorail, shuttle buses, and a surrounding 
freeway system, including the Harbor and Hollywood Freeways.  The 
Harbor and Hollywood Freeways and lower-density transitional 
commercial and multiple family uses buffer the Project area from lower 
density residential neighborhoods surrounding the Downtown Center. 

Urban Form and Neighborhood Design Chapter 
Objective 5.1.  Translate the 
Framework’s intent with respect to 
citywide urban form and 
neighborhood design to the 
community and neighborhood levels 
through locally prepared plans that 
build on each neighborhood’s 

Consistent.  The Project would reflect the intent of local and regional 
plans that build on the activity, diversity, and density of Downtown Los 
Angeles.  The Project would proactively implement specific planning 
goals, including the provision of better design and utilization of Civic 
Park, including ongoing cultural programs, formal gardens, and the Grand 
Lawn and Grand terrace; improved streetscape, including pedestrian 
accessible storefront retail uses and plazas along Grand Avenue; 
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Objective Analysis of Project Consistency 
attributes, emphasize quality of 
development, and provide or 
advocate “proactive” implementation 
programs. 

improved pedestrian pathways through the Civic Park, including broader 
crosswalks and reconfigured entrances to parking structure ramps; 
enhancements to the character of all surrounding streets which, when 
connected to Civic Park, would create a connected and active pedestrian 
district to enhance the activity and livability of Downtown Los Angeles.   

Objective 5.2 Encourage future 
development in centers and in nodes 
along corridors that are served by 
transit and are already functioning as 
centers for the surrounding 
neighborhoods, the community, or 
the region. 

Consistent.  The Project would be located within the Downtown Center, 
an area that functions as a center for the surrounding region and as a hub 
for transit and other transportation modes.  The Project would be 
consistent in scale and density to other uses within the existing 
Downtown Center and would be consistent with the objective of 
concentrating future development within existing centers.  

Policy 5.2.2:  Encourage the 
development of centers, districts, and 
selected corridor/boulevard nodes 
such that the land uses, scale, and 
built form allowed and/or 
encouraged within these areas allow 
them to function as centers and 
support transit use, both in daytime 
and nighttime. 

Consistent.  The Project would be consistent with the existing scale and 
built form, including high-rise towers, of the Downtown Center and 
would support the function of this area as a regional center.  The Project 
would provide a greater residential base to support a balance of office and 
residential uses within the area.  In addition, the interaction between the 
Project’s residential, retail, entertainment, and restaurant uses would 
enhance the daytime and nighttime activity of the area.   

Policy 5.2.2.c:  Regional Centers 
should contain pedestrian oriented 
areas.  

Consistent.   The Project, which is located in a Regional Center, would 
be pedestrian oriented in that it would introduce mixed residential and 
retail uses within the Central City urban core.  In addition, the provision 
of public open space through Parcels Q and W-1/W-2; the pedestrian 
bridge over Olive Street; improvements to the Grand Avenue streetscape, 
including wider sidewalks, if feasible, street furniture, shade trees, flower 
gardens, and pedestrian lighting; improved pedestrian access to Civic 
Park from Grand Avenue; widened crosswalks between the segments of 
Civic Park; and reduced interface between pedestrians and parking 
structure entrances would promote pedestrian activity as would the 
anticipated improvements to the Civic Park itself.   

Objective 5.3 Permit and encourage 
the development of housing 
surrounding or adjacent to centers 
and along designated corridors, at 
sufficient densities to support the 
centers, corridors, and the transit 
system.   

Consistent.  The Project would develop housing in an existing Regional 
Center at a density to support the centers and public transit system. 

Policy 5.3.1 Establish a highway 
segment hierarchy based on function 
and user priority:  a. Pedestrian-
priority segments shall have the 
following characteristics:  (1) 
Buildings should have ground floor 
retail and service uses that are 
oriented to pedestrians along the 

Consistent.  Grand Avenue is designated as a pedestrian-priority 
roadway.  The Project would be consistent with this designation through 
the incorporation of ground-level retail uses and services that are oriented 
to pedestrians along the sidewalk and would improve existing Grand 
Avenue streetscape through the provision of wider sidewalks, if feasible, 
canopy trees, pedestrian lights, street furniture, improved pedestrian 
crosswalks, and other pedestrian amenities. 
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Objective Analysis of Project Consistency 
sidewalk; (2) Sidewalks should be 
wide and lined with open canopied 
street trees, pedestrian scale street 
lights provided to recognized 
standards commensurate with 
planned nighttime use, and other 
pedestrian amenities. 
Objective 5.5:  Enhance the livability 
of all neighborhoods by upgrading 
the quality of development and 
improving the quality of the public 
realm.  

Consistent.  The Project would provide greater street-level amenities than 
under existing conditions through the improvement of the Grand Avenue 
streetscape; the provision of public access in the development parcels; 
integration of onsite plazas and public art into the Grand Avenue 
streetscape; and improvement in the quality of public open space within 
the Civic Center Mall.  Varied building heights would enhance the 
existing Downtown Los Angeles skyline.   

Open Space and Conservation Chapter 
Policy 6.2.  Maximize the use of the 
City’s existing open space network 
and recreational facilities by 
enhancing those facilities and 
providing connections, particularly 
from targeted growth areas, to the 
existing regional and community 
open space system.  

Consistent.  The Project would support the City’s open space goals 
through the renovation and expansion of the Civic Center Mall to provide 
for greater public use and improved linkage between the park and the Los 
Angeles Sports and Entertainment District and other points of interest in 
downtown Los Angeles.    

Policy 6.4.  Ensure that the City’s 
open spaces contribute positively to 
the stability and identity of the 
communities and neighborhoods in 
which they are located or through 
which they pass.  

Consistent.  The Project would upgrade the Civic Center Mall to 
accommodate programs and activities reflective of the diverse cultures of 
the surrounding community.  As such, upgrades would contribute to the 
stability and identity of surrounding neighborhoods and communities and 
would be consistent with this objective.  

Transportation 
Objective 3:  Support development 
in regional centers, community 
centers, major economic activity 
areas and along mixed-use 
boulevards as designated in the 
Community Plans. 

Consistent.  The Project site is located within the Downtown Center, a 
major economic activity area targeted for higher-density growth.  Since 
the Project is located entirely within the Downtown Center, it would be 
consistent with this objective. 

  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

 

The Project would also support the Community Plan policy to expand and add to open space 
through the improved and expanded Civic Park and with the provision of plazas within the 
development parcels that would be accessible to the public.  Proposed streetscape improvements 
and pedestrian activity would promote Grand Avenue as a “cultural corridor” that would enhance 
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public focus on the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, Ahmanson 
Theater, MOCA, and other notable cultural facilities in the downtown and, in so doing, would 
support the Community Plan objective to ensure that that downtown’s arts, culture, and 
architecturally noteworthy buildings remain central and accessible to citizens and visitors to Los 
Angeles.  Since the Project would be consistent with the applicable goals and objectives of the 
Community Plan, land use impacts relative to this plan would be less than significant.  The 
relationship of the Project to the Central City Community Plan Urban Design policies 
(Community Plan Chapter V) is discussed in Section IV.C, Visual Resources, of this Draft EIR.  
Table 6 which starts on page 180 provides an analysis of the Project with County Office Building 
Option relative to applicable land use objectives of the Central City Community Plan. 

(e)  Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan (1970)  

The Project is substantially consistent with the overall intent of the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan (1970) to benefit the people of the City of Los Angeles through the 
provision of convenient and efficient living accommodations for downtown employees, and to 
revitalize existing underutilized land adjacent to the Civic Center.33  The Project is substantially 
consistent with the Redevelopment Plan’s policies for the residential development of Parcels L 
and M-2 and with the development of a mix of uses including, neighborhood and regional retail, 
dining, entertainment, cultural, recreational, hotel, and possible County offices (under the Project 
with County Office Building Option).  The Project is also consistent with the 1970 
Redevelopment Plan in that it incorporates pedestrian linkages and enhances pedestrian activity.  
Although the Redevelopment Plan states that residential uses may be permitted in commercial 
buildings in commercial areas with the approval of the CRA/LA and, if necessary, the City of 
Los Angeles Planning Commission,34 the Redevelopment Plan designates Parcels Q and W-1/W-
2 as primarily commercial offices.  Since residential uses would comprise the majority of 
development in Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, the Project would not be strictly consistent with this 
designation.  The residential components of the Project, which would have an estimated 
residential density of greater than 344 persons per acre,35 over the Project’s residentially (L and 
M-2) and commercially (Q, W-1, and W-2) designated parcels.  The Redevelopment Plan’s 
described residential population density should average 250 persons per acre throughout the 
residentially designated areas.  The Redevelopment Plan, however, allows for additional 
residential development in commercially designated areas with the approval of the CRA/LA 
Board and the City Planning Commission, as determined by the City.  Since the time period in 
which the Redevelopment Plan was adopted, demand for high density residential uses in the 

                                                 
33  Amended Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan (1970), Section 1000, page 23. 
34  Op. Cit. Section 803, page 15. 
35  2060 units x 1.42 (Draft EIR, Section IV.E. Population/Housing) =2,925/8.5 acres = 344 persons/acre  
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Table 6 
 

Project Consistency with Applicable Policies 
of the Central City Community Plan 

 
Objective Analysis of Consistency 

Residential 
Objective 1-2.  To increase the range 
of housing choices available to 
Downtown employees and residents.  

Consistent.  The Project would provide housing that would increase the 
range of housing choices in Downtown Los Angeles by adding up to 2,060 
dwelling units under the Project with County Office Building Option (or 
up to 2,660 dwelling units under the Additional Residential Development 
Option) to the existing supply of residential development.  The Project 
would also provide a variety of housing unit sizes and price levels that 
would increase the range of choices available to employees and residents.  

Objective 1-3. To foster residential 
development which can 
accommodate a full range of 
incomes.   

Consistent.  Twenty percent of the Project’s residential units, including up 
to 412 dwelling units under the Project with County Office Building 
Option (or up to 532 dwelling units under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option) would be affordable.  With the value of 
units ranging from affordable to market rate housing, the Project would 
accommodate a range of income levels.   

Commercial 
Objective 2-3. To promote land uses 
in Central City that will address the 
needs of all the visitors to 
Downtown for business, 
conventions, trade shows, and 
tourism.   

Consistent.  The development of the Project, including entertainment, 
restaurants, and hotel uses, would provide accommodation and destination 
activities for visitors.  Improvements in Civic Park, including formal 
gardens and areas dedicated to cultural activities would attract visitors to 
the area.  Improvements in the pedestrian character of Grand Avenue, 
including retail activity and an improved streetscape would enhance 
existing tourist destinations, including the Music Center, Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, and MOCA.     

Objective 2-4.  To encourage a mix 
of uses which create a 24-hour 
downtown environment for current 
residents and which would foster 
increased tourism.    

Consistent.  The Project’s retail, restaurant, entertainment, and hotel uses 
would be accessible to existing residential neighborhoods in the Central 
City area and would attract visitors to the area.  In addition, the Project’s 
residential development would increase general activity during evenings 
and weekends since residences would be occupied during non-working 
hours.  Increased pedestrian activity between existing and proposed 
residential uses and retail and entertainment uses would create a safer 24-
hour environment and, in turn, foster even greater activity.   

Government and Public Facilities 
Objective 4-1.  To encourage the 
expansion and additions of open 
spaces as opportunities arise. 

Consistent.  The Project would expand usable park space in Civic Park by 
converting existing surface parking to public use and renovating the park 
to be more accessible to the public and more functional by providing daily 
and permanent events and activities.  Expansions and additions in the 
Civic Park would include activity kiosks, food and drink concessions, 
plazas and formal gardens.  Improved pedestrian linkages would be 
provided through crosswalk improvements, including reduced interaction 
between parking structure driveways and pedestrian walkways and slow-
down zones at pedestrian crossings.    
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Objective Analysis of Consistency 
Objective 4-2.  To maximize the use 
of the City’s existing and envisioned 
open space network and recreation 
facilities by providing connections to 
the open space system.  

Consistent.  Proposed improvements in Civic Park would enhance the 
visual and physical linkage between the City’s public and private open 
spaces.  Improved pedestrian access through Civic Park and other visual 
linkages would contribute to the City’s open space network.   

Objective 4-3.  To encourage 
increased use of existing park and 
recreational spaces. 

Consistent.  The Project would increase the use of Civic Park through the 
expansion of activities, including park wide events and areas specified for 
particular programmed uses.  Specified programmed uses include cultural 
and entertainment uses and formal gardens and plazas that would also 
attract visitors and increase use of the park.   

Objective 4-4.  To encourage 
traditional and non-traditional 
sources of open space by recognizing 
and capitalizing on linkages with 
transit, parking, historic resources, 
cultural facilities, and social services 
programs.    

Consistent.  In addition to improvements in Civic Park, the Project would 
improve existing open space on Grand Avenue through improved 
landscaping, street furniture, and the creation of plazas and sidewalk 
restaurants along the edges of parcels proposed for development.  
Improvements within the Civic Park would incorporate the Red Line 
transit station portal into public open space and would provide pavilions 
and enclosed entrances to escalators to underground parking structures.  
Proposed Civic Park improvements would also enhance open space and 
the linkage between the Civic Park parking structures and the Music 
Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall leading from the underground 
garage to the park surface.  The incorporation of proposed public-access 
private space, such as retail and restaurant uses that are accessible from the 
sidewalks, if feasible, would also capitalize on and enhance the open space 
experience in Central City.  

Arts, Culture, and Architectural History 
Objective 10-1.  To ensure that the 
arts, culture, and architecturally 
significant buildings remain central 
to the further development of 
downtown and that it remains clearly 
discernable and accessible to all 
citizens in and visitors to Los 
Angeles 

Consistent.  Through proposed streetscape improvements, the Project 
would promote a Grand Avenue “cultural corridor” that would enable 
public focus on the culturally noteworthy buildings along the street, 
including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, Dorothy Chandler Theater, 
Ahmanson Theater, MOCA, and other notable pieces of architecture, that 
would be available to all visitors and citizens of Los Angeles.   

URBAN DESIGN POLICIES 
Bunker Hill  

Maintain the highest standards of 
design and quality of material. 

Consistent.  All components of the Project would be reviewed by the 
appropriate jurisdictional government agencies to assure the use of high 
quality materials, as required by the Redevelopment Plan for the Bunker 
Hill Urban Renewal Project (Section 820) and recommended by the 
Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan.   

Maintain existing open, lushly 
landscaped development and 
encourage new development to 
continue the landscape treatment. 

Consistent.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue calls for 
shrubs, flower gardens, and an elegant canopy of street trees.  Landscaping 
would also be required within the public open space areas within Parcels 
Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2.  
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Objective Analysis of Consistency 
Increase pedestrian friendly 
streetscapes 

Consistent.  The Project would integrate street-front retail uses and plazas 
into the Grand Avenue streetscape.  In addition, the raising of Parcels L 
and M-2 to the street level of Grand Avenue would provide continuous 
activity and pedestrian-friendly uses along the west side of Grand Avenue, 
where none currently exist, between the Walt Disney Concert Hall and 
Third Street.   

Civic Open Space  
Create a framework of civic open 
spaces and streets that provide 
necessary and suitable settings for 
the public life of the community 

Consistent.  The renovation of the Civic Center Mall into an accessible 
and versatile public space (Civic Park) that would accommodate public 
entertainment, cultural activities, gathering areas, and gardens for public 
viewing; and the improvement of the streetscape on Grand Avenue with 
the provision of benches, wider sidewalks, if feasible, canopy trees, flower 
gardens, and pedestrian lights to create a setting suitable for public life 
associated with the diverse communities of the City and the City’s cultural 
core centered in the area of the Los Angeles Music Center, the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall, and MOCA.  

Spaces should be the size of a full 
city block, accessible, and bounded 
by public streets on all sides, 
although hours of operation may be 
controlled. 

Consistent.  The renovated Civic Park would comprise an approximate 
four block area, with direct street access to Grand Avenue, Hill Street, 
Broadway, and Spring Street, along the east and west sides of the park’s 
three segments.   The park would be accessible to the entire population of 
the City and to visitors; however, hours of operation may be controlled. 

Spaces should be designed for 
flexible use of space, 
accommodating sizable numbers of 
people, providing a forum for 
organized public events as well as 
for the everyday casual use. 

Consistent.  Civic Park would be designed for flexible use of space that 
would accommodate sizable numbers of people.  The large public area 
correctly planned for the westerly segment would contain eight acres for 
cultural and entertainment uses, and would contain public activity kiosks, 
movable seating and tables, and food and drink concessions.  Civic and 
community activities are currently planned to be accommodated in the 
four-acre easterly section of the park.  Park-wide events and activities 
would be held throughout the 16-acre park. 

Spaces should boast fine, durable 
materials, contain public art, and 
symbolic information conveying the 
sense of place, in that they help 
people know where they are 
Downtown and to feel comfortable 
being there. 

Consistent.  The Grand Avenue streetscape improvements and 
development within the Civic Park would be reviewed by the Grand 
Avenue Authority to assure a use of high-quality materials and standard of 
public art that would most convey a sense of place.  Banners, graphics, and 
way-finding signage along Grand Avenue would also convey a sense that 
the area is the core and cultural center of the City of Los Angeles.  Civic 
Park development plans would address security and the increase in 
pedestrian activity throughout the park and surrounding area would 
enhance nighttime and weekend security and general comfort among 
downtown residents, employees, and visitors.    



IV.A.  Land Use 

Table 6 (Continued) 
 

Project Consistency with Applicable Policies 
of the Central City Community Plan 

 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 183 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Objective Analysis of Consistency 
Streets should be improved with 
planting, paving, lighting, signage, 
and street furnishings should form 
pedestrian corridors connecting these 
civic open spaces and they should be 
distinguished as the most prominent 
civic streets of Downtown. 

Consistent.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue proposes 
banners, graphics, and way-finding systems, as well as other streetscape 
improvements, including trees, gardens, street furniture, pedestrian 
lighting, and wider sidewalks, if feasible.  Pedestrian improvements on 
Grand Avenue and improved access to Civic Park, including crosswalk 
improvements, would distinguishes Grand Avenue as one of the most 
prominent civic streets of downtown Los Angeles. 

Pedestrian Linkages  
Streets should provide adequate 
sidewalk space for pedestrian 
circulation and for use by adjacent 
retail businesses.    

Consistent.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue proposes 
wider sidewalks, if feasible and integrated access to street-front retail uses 
and plazas in Parcels Q, L, and M-2. 

Extensive pedestrian network should 
help merge the transportation (major 
streets and transit) and open space 
elements of the city.    

Consistent.  The Project’s pedestrian network, including the pedestrian 
bridge that connects the public open space within Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, 
provides direct access between Grand Avenue and the Red Line transit 
portal on Hill Street.  The Civic Park would also retain the Metro Red Line 
plaza and entrances and improve street crossings and access to the transit 
center within the park. 

Avenidas, or pedestrian-oriented 
streets, that connect the Civic Center 
Mall, squares, and open spaces 
should be provided.  The Avenida 
project should create bus lanes, 
reduce auto lanes, widen sidewalks 
along one side of each street, and 
add streetscape, trees, furniture, and 
other pedestrian amenities. 

Consistent.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue would 
provide improved access to the Civic Center Mall through streetscape 
improvements, including widened sidewalks, if feasible, canopy trees and 
other landscaping, street furniture, trash receptacles, and pedestrian 
lighting.  The development of Parcels W-1/W-2 would improve the 
streetscape along Hill Street and enhance access between Civic Park and 
Pershing Square at Hill and Fifth Streets.  

  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

 

City’s dense urban areas, in proximity to transit and employment opportunities has increased, 
and demand for office space in the downtown area has declined.  In addition to providing a 
catalytic effect in stimulating continued growth in Bunker Hill, higher density housing would 
implement the housing polices of the General Plan Framework, the Central City Community 
Plan, and the regional policies of SCAG as set forth in their RCPG.  The demand for greater 
density is further reflected in the proposed Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan.  Since the Project with would support the policies of the Redevelopment 
Plan for the revitalization of the downtown area, it would be considered consistent with the 1970 
Redevelopment Plan.  No significant land use impacts associated with the 1970 Redevelopment 
Plan would occur.  
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(f)  Bunker Hill Design for Development (1971) 

The Project would be substantially consistent with the land use and vehicular circulation 
policies of the existing Bunker Hill Design for Development that are applicable to the “Upper 
Hill Commercial Zone” and the “Residential Zone.”  The Bunker Hill Design for Development 
was adopted by the City in 1968 and revised in 1971.  Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are located in the 
Upper Hill Commercial Zone.  The Project would provide substantial quantities (348,000 sq. ft.) 
of retail, restaurant, and entertainment facilities, as required under the existing Design for 
Development.  The conceptual design for Parcel Q, which calls for a high-rise tower, would also 
be consistent with the existing Design for Development requirement for major high-rise 
development in this area.  The Project would be consistent with the Design for Development in 
providing a multi-level street network, including the tunneling of GTK Way below Parcels L and 
M-2.  Access to parking would be taken from lower street levels.  The Project would be 
consistent with the objective of creating a promenade along Grand Avenue, through streetscape, 
landscape, storefront retail, plazas and other pedestrian and visual enhancements along this 
roadway.  The Project would be consistent with the requirements of the existing Design for 
Development for grade-separated pedestrian movement through the provision of a pedestrian 
bridge to create a grade separated walkway over Olive Street.   

The Project would be consistent with the policy that residential uses must be dominant in 
the Bunker Hill residential zone, since residential uses would be the dominant use in Parcels L 
and M-2.  The Project, which would encourage at-grade pedestrian activity through at-grade 
plazas, streetscape, and storefronts, would be consistent with the existing Design for 
Development policy to provide an environment conducive to walking in the Residential Zone.  
Under the existing Design for Development, the overall average FAR for the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan is limited to 5:1 FAR, subject to certain limitations.  Based on information 
provided by CRA/LA staff, under the 5:1 FAR, 3.1 million square feet are allocated to the five 
development parcels.  According to existing City of Los Angeles Affordable Housing 
Incentives/Density Bonuses (Ordinance No. 170,764, effective 12/30/1995), floor area dedicated 
to affordable housing would not be counted toward this allocation. Based on the number of 
affordable units in the Project with County Office Building Option, it is concluded that the 
Project would be consistent with the 5:1 FAR and, thus, would be consistent with the Bunker 
Hill Design for Development.  Therefore, no significant land use impacts associated with the 
existing Design for Development would occur.  The Project is compared to the land use and 
circulation policies of the Bunker Hill Design for Development in Table 7 which starts on page 
186.   
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(g)  Owner Participation Agreement (OPA) for the Development of Parcels K, Q, 
and W-2 (1991) 

Development within Parcel Q would have less total floor area and a different use than 
under the 1991 approved Owner Participation Agreement (OPA).  Although the OPA will be 
revised for future development of Parcels Q and W-2, the following compares the development 
under the OPA, compared to the Project to provide a perspective on the transition of intended 
land use in Parcels Q and W-2.  As shown in Table 7 on page 186, the development of Parcels K, 
Q, and W-2 under the 1991 OPA would provide approximately 19 percent more development (a 
total of 1,467,755 square feet, compared to the Project’s 1,231,937 square feet) in Parcel Q and 
no development, except existing parking, in Parcel W-2.  Parcel K is not shown in Table 7, since 
it is not part of the proposed Project and is currently developed with the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall.  Since the Project would provide 713,000 square feet of floor area in Parcel W-2 under the 
Project with County Office Building Option and 617,600 square feet of total floor area under the 
Additional Residential Development Option, the Project’s total floor area would be greater in 
that parcel.  In Parcels Q and W-2, the Project with the County Office Building Option would 
have a total of 1,926,937 square feet and the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would have a total of 1,831,537 square feet.  Another difference between the Parcels K, 
Q, and W-2 OPA and the Project is that the 1991 OPA provides 1,417,755 square feet of 
commercial office floor area and 50,000 square feet of retail floor area in Parcel Q; whereas, the 
Project would provide 632,937 sq. ft. of residential floor area, 315,000 sq. ft. of hotel floor area 
(including 15,000 square feet of meeting space), and 284,000 sq. ft. of retail, services, 
restaurants, and events facility floor area in Parcel Q.  Other differences between the existing 
1991 OPA and the Project are the taller building under the former and the absence of 
development in Parcel W-2.  Although the land uses between the Owner Participation Agreement 
are contrasting, the Project, as with the Parcels K, Q, and W-2 OPA, would meet the basic 
objectives of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan and Design for Development.  In addition, the 
Project would have greater consistency with the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan than the 
1991OPA since, in the development of Parcel W-2, the Project would revitalize existing 
underutilized land adjacent to the Civic Center.  Therefore, no significant impacts associated 
with the differences between the approved 1991OPA and the Project would occur.   

(h)  The Downtown Strategic Plan 

The Project would support the applicable land use, tourism, open space, environmental, 
safety, and other policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan.  As shown in Table 8 which starts on 
page 189, the Project would be consistent with the Strategic Plan’s mixed use polices designed to 
bring activity generators to the Central City through a public/private partnership.  The Project 
would support the Plan’s open space policies through the development of Civic Park and 
streetscape improvements.  The Project would support cultural diversity through the use of Civic 
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Table 7 
 

Comparison of the Project to the 
Applicable Policies of the  

Design for Development Bunker Hill (1971) 
 

Policy Analysis of Consistency 

UPPER HILL COMMERCIAL ZONE (PARCELS Q and W-1/W-2) 

Land Use:  Major high-rise office development is 
proposed, complemented with substantial quantities of 
retail, restaurant and entertainment facilities.  
Apartment and hotels are major uses and accessory 
retail space along Hill Street with terraced parking and 
other uses reflecting the natural topography, are 
included in the overall design.  A prestige high-rise 
office location amid facilities designed for a variety of 
human activities will keynote the development of this 
zone. 

Substantially Consistent. Development of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 
are anticipated to be constructed with high rise towers. Although 
Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 would contain a majority of residential 
floor area instead of office space, they would contain substantial 
quantities (348,000 sq. ft.) of retail, restaurant, and entertainment 
facilities.  Parcel Q would be developed with a prestige hotel at the 
crest of Bunker Hill.  Building heights would be reduced in relation 
to the street level, as well as height above mean sea level, thereby 
emphasizing the topography of the hillside.  Parking would be 
entirely enclosed. 

  
Vehicular Circulation: A multi-level street network, 
with parking accessed as a lower level.  Upper Grand 
will carry a large volume of through traffic and serve 
as a “grand” vehicle promenade.  Parking will 
primarily cater to executive, resident, and visitor 
needs.   

Consistent. The Project would provide a multi-level street network, 
with GTK Way tunneling below Parcels L and M-2.  Access to 
parking would be taken from the lower street levels.  In addition, the 
streetscape on Grand Avenue would be improved to create a 
“grand” promenade for vehicles and pedestrians.   

Pedestrian Circulation: Grade separated pedestrian 
movement into the Upper Hill from the downtown is 
important.   

Consistent. The Project would provide a pedestrian bridge to create 
a grade separated pedestrian walkway over Olive Street.  

Open Space:  The focus of the open space system on 
the Hilltop is a central park, an oasis of greenery and 
moving water, esplanades, and outdoor restaurants.  
Additional open spaces will be organized in plazas 
and squares related to building masses and reflecting 
human scale.  Creative use of air rights over public 
property is encouraged to enhance the 
interrelationship of open spaces and building forms. 

Consistent.  The upgrading of the Civic Center Mall to create the 
Civic Park would create an open space system to serve the Upper 
Hill Commercial Zone and would enhance accessibility into and 
through Civic Park through a system of plazas, staircases, and 
improved street crossings.   Although the Civic Park may not 
contain restaurants, it would allow vendors to serve visitors during 
public events. The Project would create street-side plazas, 
restaurants, and street-front retail spaces to be integrated with the 
Grand Avenue streetscape to meet the intent of the Design for 
Development which is to create an open space system reflecting 
human scale.  The implementation of a pedestrian bridge over Olive 
Street would constitute a creative use of open space and building 
forms. 

Building Form:  The top of Bunker Hill will be 
dominated by a group of tall buildings symbolic of a 
burgeoning Downtown Los Angeles.  The buildings 
shall be varied in height and balanced and related so 
that each achieves a specific identity while 
contributing to the whole.  Predominant in this urban 
design pattern will be a single building, noticeably 
taller, overlooking the central park from the west.  
This structure surrounded by the other high-rise 
buildings will form an impressive regional landmark, 
visible from afar. 

Consistent.  The Project’s proposed high-rise tower (up to 750 feet 
above Grand Avenue) in Parcel Q would be located at the crest of 
Bunker Hill and would be the Project’s highest building.  The 
proposed building height overlay, which would create a variety of 
building heights for Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, and the topographic 
location of the high-rise tower, would emphasize this single 
structure, so that the building would serve as a regional landmark 
and would be visible from afar.  
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Policy Analysis of Consistency 
Building Form:  The hilltop complex will be further 
organized and unified by the north-south spine of the 
Concourse, culminating in the central park.  All of the 
major buildings will relate directly to these elements, 
visually emphasizing their existence, and gain a high 
level of functional convenience from that relationship. 

Consistent.  Proposed development would include the integration of 
public open space and public art into the conceptual plan for the 
proposed Grand Avenue streetscape improvements.  Although the 
hilltop complex would not culminate directly at Civic Park, the 
Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue would facilitate the 
visual and physical connection between the hilltop development and 
the renovated entrance into Civic Park.  The Project’s development 
would enhance the functional convenience created by the Grand 
Avenue streetscape through the provision of interfacing plazas, 
storefronts and restaurants.  

Concourse:  The Concourse is also designed to serve 
as a powerful visual and functional connection 
between the Cultural-Civic Center area on the north 
and the business district to the south. 

Consistent. The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue 
would create a primary pedestrian concourse and identification of 
the street as a “Cultural Corridor,” that would facilitate the visual 
and functional connection between the business area south of Third 
Street and the Cultural Center comprising MOCA, the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and Civic Park, all 
located between Third and Temple Streets. 

Integration into Downtown Fabric:  Low-rise 
structures, open spaces, and pedestrian connections 
around the perimeter of the Upper Hill Commercial 
Zone will be designed to provide a natural integration 
into the surrounding downtown fabric. 

Consistent.  Proposed development within Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 
include a variety of building heights, including low-rise structures, 
open spaces, and pedestrian linkages that would be integrated into 
the surrounding downtown.  Integration includes the provision of 
public open space and plazas within the interiors of Parcels Q and 
W-1/W-2, linked by a pedestrian bridge over Olive Street that 
would facilitate pedestrian access between Hill Street/Civic Center 
and Grand Avenue.  The Project would also provide pedestrian 
access from all adjoining sidewalks, if feasible, and open space and 
plazas would be integrated into the Grand Avenue sidewalk.  

RESIDENTIAL ZONE (PARCELS L and M-2) 

Land Use: Residential uses will consume the majority 
of the land with the remaining devoted to cultural or 
educational use.   

Consistent. Residential uses would be dominant in Parcels L and 
M-2.   

Pedestrian Circulation: This zone will have an 
environment conducive to walking and a variety of 
amenities to make it appealing.  The number of 
footbridges will be reduced by connecting many 
landscaped plazas raised above the street. 

Consistent.  The Project would help create a pedestrian-friendly 
environment conducive to walking.  Pedestrian amenities would 
include widened crosswalks, if feasible,  street trees, flower gardens, 
pedestrian lighting, street furniture and the integration of street 
frontages, including plazas and street-front shops and restaurants 
into the streetscape.  The raising of Parcels L and M-2 to the Grand 
Avenue street level would enhance pedestrian access along Grand 
Avenue between the business center to the south and the cultural 
center to the north and between existing Bunker Hill uses to the 
west and Grand Avenue.  Due to the change in grade between Hope 
Street and Grand Avenue, the plaza area would be above the level of 
Hope Street.    
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Policy Analysis of Consistency 
Topography and Open Space:  Sloping topographic 
variation augmented by low building coverage, raised 
plazas, and large landscaped areas will keynote the 
urban form in the residential area.   

Consistent.  Although two high-rises would be constructed in 
Parcels L and M-2, approximately 70 percent of the site would be 
committed to low-rise buildings and open space.   

Building Form:  The three recommended building 
types (towers, medium-rise, and low-rise structures) 
derive directly from their varying roles in the overall 
scheme.  These buildings will be designed and 
located, generally to (1) shape a skyline that parallels 
and accentuates the topography by placing tall 
buildings on the higher elevations and lower buildings 
below; (2) focus on the landscaped area in the Flower-
Hope Street interchange; (3) provide raised 
landscaped plazas, low land coverage and maximum 
views from relatively high elevations; and (4) blend 
the low profile cultural facility proposed for First 
Street into Bunker Hill in a manner highly compatible 
with residential use.    

Consistent.  The two proposed high-rises in Parcels L and M-2, to 
be constructed between Grand Avenue and Hope Street, would 
accentuate the higher topography of Grand Avenue. A low-rise 
residential building would also be constructed along the lower 
elevation on Hope Street.  One tower building would be directly 
located on Grand Avenue, and the other would be setback from 
Grand Avenue behind a low-rise-story retail and parking podium 
fronting on Grand Avenue.  The south frontage of the adjacent 
cultural facility (Walt Disney Concert Hall) interfacing Parcel L is 
designed primarily as a service entrance, with no pedestrian access 
or orientation.  The development in Parcel L would not be oriented 
toward the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and buildings nearest the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall along Grand Avenue would low-rise.  As 
such, the Project would be compatible in scale with the adjoining 
low-rise cultural use.   

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

 

Park for ethnic and cultural activities, and tourism would be supported through the identification 
of Grand Avenue as a “Cultural Corridor.”  The Project would support the social diversity 
policies of the plan by providing land uses such as housing geared to a range of income levels, 
neighborhood retail uses, entertainment, restaurants, and upgraded streetscape that would be 
accessible to all of the area’s residents.  The Project would support the policy of the Strategic 
Plan to increase the range of housing choices available to Downtown employees and to increase 
the Downtown’s full-time residential population to give vitality to the area on a 24-hour basis.   

The Project would contribute to the safety of the Downtown through the development of 
residential uses in close proximity to retail, restaurant, and entertainment uses that would 
increase evening and weekend pedestrian activity.  Development within the currently 
underutilized parcels and the Civic Center Mall would improve the level of maintenance of the 
parcels, the adjoining public sidewalks, and the public park.  The Project would also support the 
open space policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan through the expansion of Civic Park, the 
inclusion of public open space within the Project’s proposed residential and commercial areas, 
and the upgrading of the streetscape within the Grand Avenue public right-of-way.   
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Table 8 
 

Project Consistency with Applicable Objectives  
of the Downtown Strategic Plan 

 
Goals Analysis of Consistency 

Mixing Uses:  Facilitate public/private 
partnerships which brings activity 
generators (retail, entertainment, 
housing, support services, parks, and 
public plazas) into the Civic Center 
District and adjacent areas. 

Consistent:  Through a public/private partnership, the Project would 
bring activity generators, such as the expanded Civic Park with ongoing 
and daily cultural activities, food kiosks, entertainment, and upgraded 
gardens; restaurants; landmark hotel; and events facility into the Civic 
Center District and adjacent areas.   

Open Space: Develop open space 
(including streets) as a major visual 
and organizing feature and activity 
element in the Civic Center Area.   

Consistent:  Conceptual streetscape improvements within the Grand 
Avenue right-of-way (a public open space),would visually identify 
Grand Avenue as a significant boulevard and would be organizing 
elements in the identification of Grand Avenue as a Cultural Corridor.  
The renovated Civic Park would provide greater physical and visual 
public access to the park from Grand Avenue, so that the Civic Park 
would serve as a greater organizing feature and activity element in the 
Civic Center area.  In addition, the upgrading of public use of the park to 
provide such anticipated features as formal gardens, a cultural and 
entertainment area, use of the park for such activities as start/finish of 
bike races and running marathons, and other features would create a 
focus of activity in the Civic Center area.   

Cultural Diversity: Promote the 
integration of cultural and multi-
cultural elements into the Civic Center 
to help attract regional visitors, link 
diverse cultures and ethnic groups and 
foster civic pride. 

Consistent:  Development of Civic Park anticipates the use of areas 
within the park for ethnic festivals, such as fiestas, Chinese New Year, 
Mardi Gras, Martin Luther King Festival; outdoor film festivals; 
concerts; book fairs; rallies and celebrations; and other activities that 
would promote the integration of multi-cultural elements to attract 
regional visitors, link diverse cultures and foster civic pride.   

Tourism:  To restore Los Angeles its 
traditional image as a world magnet 
for tourist activity.  To address the 
needs of all visitors who visit 
Downtown for business, conventions, 
trade shows, and tourism. 

Consistent.  Components of the Project such as the improvement of 
Grand Avenue’s streetscape; development of high-quality high-rise 
towers and a landmark hotel; upgrading of Civic Park into a focal point 
of activity; improved pedestrian linkage between Bunker Hill and the 
Civic Center, and other features would support the image of the 
Downtown as a tourist and trade show destination.   

Social Responsibility: To establish 
Downtown as a model for a socially 
diverse, integrated, and supportive 
community, where the benefits of 
economic growth are shared by all of 
its residents as well as those of the 
surrounding community. 

Consistent.  The Project would support the model of Downtown Los 
Angeles as an area of social diversity, integration, and support in that the 
programs and components of the Project, including the enhanced 
function of Civic Park to provide civic activities reflective of the cultures 
of the area’s regional and surrounding residential communities.  The 
Project’s land uses such as neighborhood retail uses, entertainment, 
restaurants, upgraded streetscape, and housing would be accessible to all 
of the area’s residents.   
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Goals Analysis of Consistency 
Safety:  To attain for the whole of 
Downtown a level of safety which is 
expected of the center of a world class 
city and desired by those who live, 
work, and visit there.  To encourage 
the clear and accurate perception that 
Downtown is as safe as other regional 
centers.   

Consistent.  The Project would contribute to the safety of the Downtown 
through the development of residential uses in close proximity to retail, 
restaurant, and entertainment uses that would increase evening and 
weekend pedestrian activity.  The introduction of on-going programs in 
Civic Park and the development of Grand Avenue and Civic Park as 
destination venues would also increase pedestrian activity in the area.  In 
addition to improving street safety through an increase in the number of 
pedestrians, the higher activity level and proposed development would 
also support greater police and security services in the area.   

Cleanliness:  To attain for the whole 
of Downtown a level of cleanliness 
which might be expected of the center 
of a world city and desired by those 
who live, work, and visit there.  To 
encourage the clear and accurate 
perception that Downtown is as clean 
as other regional centers.   

Consistent.  The introduction of the Project’s high-quality, street-
oriented development at the five parcels which currently serve as 
unoccupied surface parking facilities, and upgrades within Civic Park, 
would improve the level of maintenance of the five parcels, adjoining 
public sidewalks, if feasible, and public park. 

Open Space:  To establish a public 
park space network Downtown that is 
commensurate with its position as the 
center of a great word class city.  To 
achieve a high quality of open space at 
all scales which enhances the quality 
of life, the economic well-being and 
the health of Downtown residents, 
workers and visitors.   

Consistent.  The expansion of Civic Park, including the replacement of 
existing surface parking in front of City Hall with a public plaza; 
enhanced pedestrian access through Civic Park between Bunker Hill and 
City Hall; the inclusion of public plazas within the interiors of Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2, including pedestrian linkage between Grand Avenue and 
Hill Street by a pedestrian bridge over Olive Street; the implementation 
of the Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue; and the 
integration of plazas, street-front retail and restaurants, and public art 
into the Grand Avenue public right-of-way, would support the policy of 
the Strategic Plan to achieve a high quality of public open space 
commensurate with the City’s position as a world class city and would 
enhance the well-being  of the City’s Downtown residents. 

Residential Neighborhoods: To 
establish mixed-income 
neighborhoods with a significant 
middle income base that can become a 
vehicle to achieve a jobs/housing 
balance and to help give vitality to 
Downtown on a 24-hour basis.  To 
increase housing opportunities for all 
Downtown employees within these 
neighborhoods.  To maintain the 
commitment to the existing low-
income stock. 

Consistent.  Under the Project, a variety of dwelling unit sizes in a range 
of price levels, including 20 percent affordable units, would be 
developed.  The Project would support the policy of the Strategic Plan to 
increase the range of choices available to Downtown employees and 
residents of varying income levels.  The Project’s provision of housing in 
a jobs-rich area would support the policy of the Strategic Plan to achieve 
a jobs/housing balance.  The increase in full-time residential population 
generated by the Project would give vitality to the Downtown on a 24-
hour basis.   
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Goals Analysis of Consistency 
Environment:  To establish 
Downtown as the region’s leader in 
demonstrating the advantages and 
benefits of environmentally 
sustainable development.  To reduce 
the overall environmental impact of 
additional Downtown residents and 
workers. 

Consistent.  The location of residential uses within the Central City in 
close proximity to jobs and services would reduce commuting distances 
and vehicles miles traveled; thus, benefiting regional air quality.  The 
proximity of jobs, housing, and services would also enable alternative 
transportation, such as shuttle services, cycling, and walking.  The 
overall impact of additional residents would be reduced due to the 
availability of alternative transportation and an economy of scale in the 
consumption of natural resources.  Such infill development would also 
reduce urban sprawl and impacts relative to open space and clean water.   

Arts, Culture, and Religion:  To 
ensure that the arts, culture, and 
religious congregations remain central 
to the further development of 
Downtown.  To elevate the arts and 
cultural activity Downtown to a level 
which promotes accessibility to all 
citizens of Los Angeles.   

Consistent.  The Project would support the policy of the Strategic Plan 
to ensure that arts and culture remain central to Downtown and would be 
accessible to all the City’s citizens through such programs as daily and 
permanent cultural events in Civic Park and through enhancing the 
identity of Grand Avenue as a “Cultural Corridor.”  Greater pedestrian 
activity generated by destination venues in Civic Park and an increase in 
full-time residents would improve the perception of pedestrian safety and 
increase the sense that Downtown’s culturally significant venues, such as 
the Los Angeles Music Center, Walt Disney Concert Hall, and MOCA 
would be accessible to all citizens of Los Angeles.   

Civic Center:  To complete the Civic 
Center as an architecturally distinctive 
complex and make the civic mall a 
more pedestrian-accessible and 
amenable place befitting its unique 
symbolic role. 

Consistent.  Through the removal of surface parking in the east of the 
existing Civic Center Mall and extending Civic Park to City Hall, the 
Project would physically and visually unify City and County government 
offices and support the Civic Center as an architecturally distinctive 
complex.  The anticipated inclusion of landmark features and the 
facilitating of on-going activities in the park that reflect the cultural 
values of the citizens of the City would also re-establish the role of the 
park as the symbolic heart of the City’s governing center.  Accessibility 
to the park would be improved through sidewalk and crosswalk 
improvements on adjacent streets and the reconfiguration of driveway 
ramps.   

Policies for Bunker Hill  
To reinforce the Bunker Hill District 
as the dominant center for legal, 
financial and other corporate services 
for Southern California and the Pacific 
Rim.  To uphold its position as a 
major employment node in Los 
Angeles County.  To maintain its 
cultural institutions at a world-class 
level in order to continue attracting 
citizens from all over Southern 
California. 

Consistent.  The Project would support the policy to reinforce Bunker 
Hill as a dominant center through the development of a landmark world-
class hotel and distinctive tower buildings on existing underutilized sites 
and the upgrading of Grand Avenue to reinforce Grand Avenue’s status 
as a Cultural Corridor and further enhance the City’s and Bunker Hill’s 
cultural institutions, including the Los Angeles Music Center, Walt 
Disney Concert Hall, and MOCA.   
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Goals Analysis of Consistency 
To establish in the district vibrant 
neighborhoods containing a variety of 
housing types and community 
facilities and to continue the 
development of commercial/office 
space. 

Consistent.  The Project would contribute to the variety of housing types 
and to the overall housing supply in Bunker Hill, and would provide 
community facilities in the form of neighborhood retail uses, market, 
events center, plazas, restaurants, and health club.  The Project would 
also develop a 681,000 square-foot County Office Building in lieu of 
housing in Parcel W-1, if the need for such a facility exists.   

To promote a pedestrian network 
within a framework that 
accommodates large buildings and a 
variety of open space. 

Consistent.  The Project would be consistent with this goal since it 
would support a pedestrian network in the improvement of existing 
streetscape and in the provision of the Olive Street pedestrian bridge.  
The Project would support the policy of a pedestrian network within the 
context of large buildings by featuring a variety of open spaces among 
the proposed high-rise towers, including public access and plazas within 
the interiors of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, and street-front plazas along the 
public sidewalk.   

To link Bunker Hill and surrounding 
neighborhoods and districts though a 
coherent pedestrian network, and to 
link Bunker Hill to the region through 
the rail transit network. 

Consistent.  The Project would improve the linkage of Bunker Hill to 
surrounding neighborhoods through sidewalk and crosswalk 
improvements.  Improved access through the Civic Park would connect 
Bunker Hill to City Hall and to neighborhoods to the east of City Hall.  
The Project would also support the policy to link Bunker Hill to the 
region by facilitating access to the Red Line transit portal on Hill Street.   

  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

 

The Project would create an environmental benefit by locating residential uses within 
close proximity to jobs and services and would reduce the overall impact of additional residents 
through an economy of scale in the consumption of natural resources.  The Project would support 
the policy of the Strategic Plan to ensure that arts and culture remain central to Downtown 
through such anticipated programs as daily and permanent cultural events in the Civic Park and, 
through the extension of Civic Park to City Hall, the Project would physically and visually unify 
City and County government offices and support the Civic Center as a distinctive complex.  The 
Project would also be consistent with the Bunker Hill policies of the Strategic Plan to reinforce 
the Bunker Hill District as a dominant center through the construction of distinctive high-rise 
buildings, to provide a variety of housing types, and to promote a pedestrian network that 
accommodates large buildings and open space. 

The Project would support the goal of the Downtown Strategic Plan to introduce 
community-making elements, such as neighborhood retail stores, streetscape, and community 
facilities to Bunker Hill that are currently missing, and to introduce housing with commercial 
uses that would allow for a greater mix of multiple uses.  The Project would reinforce Second 
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Street and become a pedestrian link between Bunker Hill and Hill Street and the status of Grand 
Avenue as the principal activity center of the area.  The Project would also support the policy of 
the Downtown Strategic Plan to strengthen the Civic Center as a regional center for 
governmental employees through such measures as extending the Civic Center Mall to City Hall 
and to improve its accessibility to favor pedestrians.  The Project would not interfere with the 
implementation of additional Strategic Plan programs, including proposed improvements on Hill 
and Olive Streets.  Since the Project would support all the applicable policies of the Downtown 
Strategic Plan, the impact of the Project relative to this plan would be less than significant.   

(i)  Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan 

The Project, which would develop parcels within the “10-Minute Diamond” with high-
quality mixed use, including County office building, residences, hotel, restaurants, retail uses, 
and services would be consistent with the goals of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared 
Facilities and Enhancement Plan to improve the economic vitality of the civic center and to 
increase pedestrian activity in the Civic Center area.  The Project would generate pedestrian 
activity through a mix of residential/commercial uses, including street-front retail and restaurant 
uses.  The Project would also encourage greater pedestrian activity through sidewalk and 
streetscape improvements and improved pedestrian routes through Civic Park, between Bunker 
Hill and City Hall.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would be additionally consistent with 
the intent of the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan for Parcels Q and W-1/W-2  to provide 
a mix of office and residential uses.  Parcel Q would contain 43 percent non-residential uses36 
and Parcels W-1/W-2 would contain 48 percent nonresidential uses.37  The Project would be 
consistent with the intent of the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan to transform the Civic 
Center Mall into a more park-like setting, which would be attractive to workers, visitors, tourists, 
and residents.  Components of the Project would also be consistent with applicable 
recommendations of the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan, including the reconfiguration 
of the Civic Park garage ramps; improved pedestrian connection to Civic Park; the use of 
thoughtfully designed paving to provide a garden-style, yet well-articulated design; the 
development of formal gardens and terracing; the extension of Civic Park to Spring Street, with 
the block between Broadway and Spring Street developed as a multi-use area; improved 
pedestrian and security lighting; and pedestrian-friendly crossing zones.  The Project is 
compared with the applicable recommendations of the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan 

                                                 
36  284,000 sq. ft. of retail, restaurants, and services and 190,913 sq. ft. of hotel uses = 474,913 sq. ft. / 1,107,850 

sq. ft. total Parcel Q development = 42.8 percent. 
37  681,000 sq. ft. of commercial office uses, 64,000 sq. ft. of retail uses = 714,000 sq. ft. / 1,477,074 sq. ft total 

Parcels W-1/W-2 development = 48.3 percent.  
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relative to Civic Center Mall, the Hillside Quarter, and pedestrian crossings in Table 9 which 
starts on page 195.  As shown in Table 9, the Project would be consistent with the primary 
objectives of the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan and no significant land use impacts 
would occur relative to this Plan.  

(j)  Proposed Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan  

The proposed Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan 
would allow an average 6:1 FAR in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project.  Since the Project’s 
floor area would not exceed the average total 5:1 FAR in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project, it would not exceed the higher level that would be established under the proposed 
amendment of the Design for Development.  

(k)  City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code 

Parcels L and M-2 are zoned R5-4D, which allows high-density residential uses at a ratio 
of one dwelling unit per 200 square feet of lot area.  Under this criterion, approximately 488 
dwelling units38 would be permitted in the combined Parcels L and M-2.  Since the Project 
anticipates 710 dwelling units and 64,000 square feet of neighborhood and regional retail 
floorarea in Parcels L and M-2, zone changes and/or zoning variances would be required to allow 
additional dwelling units and retail uses.  The Planning and Zoning Code contains mechanisms 
in which zone changes, variances, and/or CUPs may be granted to extend the “by right” zoning 
conditions, at the discretion of the City’s decision makers, as long as the proposed changes 
would be consistent with the controlling land use plans and would result in public benefit.  Any 
changes in existing zoning requirements at the Project site must be consistent with the Central 
City Community Plan and the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan.   

Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are zoned both R5-4D and C2-4D.  In Parcel Q, approximately 
75 percent of the land area is zoned R5-4D and 25 percent is zoned C2-4D.  Approximately 524 
dwelling units39 would be allowed in the R5-zoned portion of the parcel and approximately 175 
dwelling units40 would be allowed in the C2-zoned portion of the parcel.  Since the Project 

                                                 
38  97,574.4 sq. ft. of R5 zoned area divided by 200 = 487.8  dwelling units. 
39  104,870.7 sq. ft. of R5-zoned land area divided by 200 = 524 dwelling units. 
40  34,956.9 sq. ft. of C2-zoned land area divided by 200 = 175 dwelling units. 
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Table 9 
 

Consistency of Proposed Project with the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan  
 

Policies Analysis of Project Consistency 
Civic Center Mall 
Break down or reconfigure the 
walls at each auto ramp for 
improved visibility and 
pedestrian access into the Civic 
Gardens [Civic Park]. 

Consistent.  Existing automobile ramps would be reconfigured and 
relocated in order to enhance pedestrian access. 

Develop strong pedestrian 
linkages from First Street and 
Temple Street through the 
County buildings to the Civic 
Gardens [Civic Park].   

Consistent.  Access from the north and south would be improved 
through upgraded crosswalk connections and relocation of the existing 
driveway ramps along the north-south streets dividing the three Civic 
Park sections.  Under the Project, there are no specific plans for access 
through County buildings.   

In the Hillside Quarter (Civic 
Park), sidewalk areas should 
have an 18” x 18” scoreline grid.  
Warm, friendly garden-style 
paving, such as decomposed 
granite, should be added in some 
locations and the concept of the 
Gardens reinforced through the 
use of a green or gray-green 
concrete detail. 

Consistent.  Under the Implementation Plan, paving would be 
thoughtfully designed and the Civic Park may also feature a paved 
plaza and an overlook at the western edge of the park for events with 
milling crowds. 

Hillside Quarter 
The uses along the Civic Gardens 
[Civic Park] should remain 
largely government-oriented, but 
their relationship to the open 
space should be improved.  The 
Gardens [park] should be re-
conceptualized as a necklace of 
terraced gardens with improved 
access both from the bordering 
streets and through the 
surrounding buildings.  The 
gardens [park] should be 
extended to the east, with the 
block between Broadway and 
Spring Street developed as a 
multi-use area containing shared 
uses for all the government 
branches. 

Consistent.  The Implementation Plan for the Civic Park includes re-
grading of existing topography to create terraces, including the Grand 
Staircase at Grand Avenue, and dividing the park into three functional 
sections.  Gardens would include the Great Lawn in the westerly 
section and formal gardens in the center section.  The easternmost 
section between Broadway and Spring Street would be converted from 
existing surface parking and would be deigned to accommodate 
specific programmed uses, particularly civic and community functions.  
Access from the surrounding area would be improved through 
upgraded crosswalk connections and reconfiguration of the existing 
driveway ramps along the north-south streets dividing the three Civic 
Park sections.  The Conceptual Plan for this section also incorporates 
small, multi-use pavilions into the proposed facilities to provide a 
setting for civic event programming and festivals, along with small 
pavilions that could host food and drink concessions. 

Park and garden-type lighting 
with pole lights, lights in trees, 
and uplighting of trees should be 
the main light source in the Civic 
Gardens. 

Consistent.  Under the Implementation Plan, lighting would be 
designed to enhance the detail and interest of the park.  Lampposts 
would be architecturally interesting.   

Crosswalks and Mid-Bock Crossings 
Pedestrian paving in roadways Consistent.  Under the Implementation Plan, crosswalks on Hill Street 
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should identify crossing zones as 
pedestrian-friendly to both 
vehicles and pedestrians and 
should be used to link pedestrian 
pathways and the open space 
system.   

and Broadway may be enhanced to encourage easy passage among the 
park’s three sections.   

  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2005. 

 

anticipates approximately 500 dwelling units in Parcel Q, no zone variance would be required for 
density in the R5 zone.  However, a zone change, or CUPs and zoning variances would be 
required to allow a hotel, public parking, signage, restaurants and alcohol service in the R5-
zoned portion of Parcel Q.  Of the land area in Parcels W-1/W-2, approximately 40 percent is 
zoned R5-4D and 60 percent is zoned C2-4D.  Approximately 296 dwelling units41 would be 
allowed in the R5-zoned portion of the parcel and 336 dwelling units42 would be allowed in the 
C2-zoned portion of the parcel, for a total 444 dwelling units.  Since the Project with County 
Office Building Option anticipates the development of 710 dwelling units, 64,000 sq. ft. of 
neighborhood and regional retail, and 681,000 sq. ft. of County office uses in Parcels W-1/W-2; 
and the Additional Residential Development Option anticipates 1,310 dwelling units, 64,000 sq. 
ft. of neighborhood and regional retail uses, a zoning variance would be required to allow the 
residential density under either Option.   

Under further applicable City zoning, the subject parcels are zoned as follows:  Parcels Q, 
W-1, and W-2 are partially zoned as C2-4D (Commercial Zone; Height District 4; D Limitation) 
and partially zoned R5-4D (Multiple Dwelling Zone; Height District 4; D Limitation); Parcel L 
is zoned as R5-4D; and Parcel M-2 is entirely zoned as R5-4D.  The C2 zone allows for 
numerous residential, retail, and commercial uses including apartments, hotels, and office uses.43  
The R5 zone allows for residential dwellings and some commercial uses including hotels.44   

                                                 
41  59,241.6 sq. ft. of R5-zoned land area divided by 200 = 296 dwelling units. 
42  88,862.4 sq. ft. of C2-zoned land area divided by 200 = 444 dwelling units. 
43  LAMC Zoning Code Section 12.14. 
44  LAMC Zoning Code Section 12.12. 
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In addition to the allowable uses, the zoning classifications also limit the permissible 
density, height of buildings, and development footprint, or floor area ratio (“FAR”).  The R5 
zone provides for a maximum density of 1 dwelling unit per 200 square feet, and the density 
permitted under the R5 regulation would apply to the Project even after the zoning is changed to 
C2.45  With respect to height, although all five parcels are located within Height District 4, there 
is no height limit but FAR is limited to 13:1.46  However, these parcels are subject to a zoning 
“D” limitation, which would limit FAR to 6:1.  This “D” limitation is set forth in Ordinance 
164,307, which provides that the FAR of 6:1 may be exceeded if the City approves a Conditional 
Use Permit.  The Project with County Office Building Option would require zone changes and 
variances for development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2.  With the granting of such 
changes and variances, which would be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead 
Agency, there would be no significant zoning impact.  However, since the Project with County 
Office Building Option is not in compliance with the current designations, this conservatively 
concluded for the purposes of CEQA that there would be a significant impact relative to zoning.    

(l)  Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide 

The proposed Project would be located in a highly urbanized area served by existing 
public services and infrastructure.  The Project would be located within an existing developed 
area near transit, and consistent with the projected housing growth of the Central City 
Community Plan.  As such, it would cause less adverse impact to the natural environment than 
construction in an undeveloped area not served by existing infrastructure and, as such, would be 
consistent with the applicable growth management guidelines of the Regional Comprehensive 
Plan and Guide (RCPG).  The Project would be consistent with the RCPG transportation policies 
in that it would be located in a developed center served by a network of existing streets and 
freeways.  Implementation of the Civic Park Conceptual Plan would impact culturally 
significant, character-defining features of the Civic Center Mall.  Mitigation Measures D-1 
through D-5, presented in Section IV.D of this Draft EIR, have been developed to reduce the 
impact on historical resources to the extent feasible and, as such, would be consistent with 
SCAG policy 3.21 that encourages the preservation of cultural resources.  The Project would be 
consistent with SCAG growth parameters and the air quality policies of the RCPG.  Also, since 
the Project would receive water service from the LADWP, which is working to increase the 
portion of its supply provided by recycled water, the Project would be consistent with the water 
quality policies of the RCPG.  Since the Project would be substantially consistent with the 
policies and goals of the RCPG, the Project’s land use impacts relative to consistency with this 
land use plan and guide would be less than significant.  The discussion of the Project with 

                                                 
45  Refer to LAMC Zoning Code Section 12.22AXVIII(a). 
46  LAMC Zoning Code Section 12.21.1. 
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County Office Building Option’s consistency with RCPG policies is presented in Table 10 which 
starts on page 199. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would develop 600 
residential units in place of the proposed 681,000 square-foot County office building on Parcels 
W-1/W-2, proposed under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The Project with 
County Office Building Option and Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
would have comparable amount of floor area and building height.  All of the other components 
of the Project would remain the same.  The Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would have up to 600 additional residential units and up to 120 affordable units more 
than the Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, this Option would consist of a variety of low- mid- and high-rise buildings.  It 
would also be consistent land use with surrounding uses, due to several adjacent and nearby = 
mid- and high-rise multi-family uses.  However, residential density may exceed the existing C2 
requirements, which allow residential density consistent with the R5 zone and, as with the 
Project with County Office Building Option, would possibly require a zone variance or zone 
change.  The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be less consistent 
than the Project with County Office Building Option with older land use policies that 
recommend commercial offices in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area in close 
proximity to the Civic Center; however, the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would provide greater support to more recent applicable land use plans and policies that 
are intended to increase the availability and range of housing stock; that encourage the increase 
of housing in jobs rich areas and enhancement of the connectivity between housing and 
employment opportunities; that support pedestrian activity and access; and that encourage the 
placement of housing along transportation corridors with access to public transportation, and 
availability of goods and services.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be compatible with surrounding 
land uses in relation to scale, use, and intensity and would be substantially consistent with the 
policies of the applicable land use plans and regulations.  Since the Project with Residential 
Development Option would have greater floor area dedicated to affordable housing, it also would 
be consistent with the average 5:1 FAR limitation in Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  
Therefore, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would result in less than significant impacts with regard to land 
use compatibility and plan consistency with applicable land use plans.  However, as with the 
Project with County Office Building Option, the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would require zone changes and variances to allow the development 
proposed for Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2.  With the granting of such zone changes and 
variances, which may be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead Agency and 
concurrently with other entitlements requested from the City of Los Angeles, there would be 
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Table 10 
 

Project Consistency with Applicable SCAG Policies per the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, 
the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan and the Compass Growth Vision 

 
Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 

Growth Management Chapter 
Policy 3.01.  The population, housing, and jobs 
forecasts which are adopted by SCAG’s Regional 
Council and that reflect local plans and policies, 
shall be used by SCAG in all phases of 
implementation and review. 

Consistent.  The proposed Project would include 
up to 2,060 dwelling units or up to 2,660 dwelling 
units under the Additional Residential Development 
Option.  The proposed Project would also generate 
up to 4,010 employees, whereas the Additional 
Residential Development Option would generate 
1,410 employees.  SCAG forecasts for the City of 
Los Angeles Sub-region, and the City’s Central 
City Community Plan area are used as a basis of 
analysis and presented in Section IV.E, Population 
and Housing.  As indicated, in Section IV.E, the 
potential increase in population, housing and 
employment would be consistent with the Central 
Los Angeles Community Plan forecasted growth, as 
well as that within the SCAG City of Los Angeles 
Subregion.   

Policy 3.03.  The timing, financing, and location of 
public facilities, utility systems, and transportation 
systems shall be used by SCAG to implement the 
region’s growth policies 

Consistent.  Downtown Los Angeles is served by 
existing transportation, transit, public services, and 
utility systems that would be available to serve the 
Project.  Therefore, the Project would be consistent 
with this SCAG growth policy.   

Policy 3.04.  Encourage local jurisdictions’ efforts 
to achieve a balance between the types of jobs they 
seek to attract and housing prices. 

The Project’s housing units, up to 2,060 units in 
total, or up to 2,660 dwelling units under the 
Additional Residential Development Option, would 
contribute to the range of housing opportunities 
within the City and Subregion.  The Project 
includes a variety of units, sizes, and prices, 
inclusive of the affordable units that would be 
subject to criteria established in affordable housing 
regulations.  Further, the employment opportunities 
would cover a large range of salary levels.   

Policy 3.05.  Encourage patterns of urban 
development and land use, which reduce costs on 
infrastructure construction and make better use of 
existing facilities. 

Consistent.  Central Los Angeles is an urban City 
Center in which transportation, transit, public 
services, and utility infrastructure is in place.  The 
Project would implement a pattern of development 
in which new multiple-family residences would be 
located in close proximity to a large supply of jobs 
in and around the Central City.  Therefore, the 
Project would advance SCAG policies regarding 
jobs/housing balance by potentially reducing the 
length of commuting trips and also making use of 
the existing infrastructure without creating a need to 
develop substantial new infrastructure.   
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
Policy 3.09.  Support the local jurisdiction’s efforts 
to minimize the cost of infrastructure and public 
service delivery, and efforts to seek new sources of 
funding for development and the provision of 
services. 

Consistent.  The development of the Project in an 
established urban center served by existing 
infrastructure would minimize the need for the 
development of new infrastructure and make more 
efficient use of existing facilities. 

Policy 3.10.  Support local jurisdictions’ actions to 
minimize red tape and expedite the permitting 
process to maintain economic vitality and 
competitiveness. 

Consistent.  The Project is being implemented 
under the aegis of the Grand Avenue Authority, 
which is an independent public agency, established 
through a joint powers agreement between the 
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of 
Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles.  This 
Agency was established to guide the Project in the 
most comprehensive and efficient manner possible.  
Further, the Project also includes an Additional 
Residential Development Option and an 
Equivalency Program that would expedite 
implementation of a range of final development 
mixes, without exceeding the Project’s impacts as 
analyzed in the EIR.   

Policy 3.12:  Encourage existing or proposed local 
jurisdictions’ programs aimed at designing land 
uses which encourage the use of transit and thus 
reduce the need for roadway expansion, reduce the 
number of auto trips and vehicle miles traveled, and 
create opportunities for residents to walk or bike. 

Consistent.  The Project would be located adjacent 
to the Civic Center station for the Red Line, a 17-
mile-long subway system, which serves the Civic 
Center and provides connection to the Blue Line, 
Green Line, Union Station, and a network of rail 
and transit throughout the region.  Other existing 
transit modes in the proximity of the proposed 
development sites include buses and shuttles.  The 
location of the Project site in the Central City would 
enable the use of transit and, thereby, reduce 
vehicle miles traveled.  The location would also 
create opportunities for residents to walk to places 
of employment in the jobs-rich Central City.   

Policy 3.13:  Encourage local jurisdictions’ plan 
that maximize the use of existing urbanized areas 
accessible to transit through infill and development. 

Consistent.  The Project would develop 
underutilized parcels in the Central City and, as 
such, would be an infill development.  The Central 
City is an existing, highly urbanized area accessible 
to existing transit.  As such, the Project would be 
consistent with SCAG policies relative to 
redevelopment and infill in an urban area. 

Policy 3.14.  Support local plans to increase density 
off future development located at strategic points 
along the regional commuter rail, transit systems, 
and activity centers.   

Consistent.  The Project would provide high 
density residential units in the downtown area, the 
regional transportation center for Southern 
Californian, with the conjoining of freeway, rail, 
and light rail, subway, and bus services.  The 
Project’s population would support multiple 
transportation modes, and provide all residents non-
auto access to a substantial number of locations 
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
throughout the region.  The provision of the high 
density housing at this location is supportive of 
Local Plans that are responsive to Policy 3.14, as 
described in Tables 5 to 9, above.   

Policy 3.15.  Support local Jurisdictions’ strategies 
to establish mixed-use clusters and other transit-
oriented developments around transit stations and 
along transit corridors. 

Consistent.  The Project is itself a mixed-use 
development with residential, retail, hotel and 
possible office components.  Further, the Project’s 
housing units would contribute to the mixed-use 
fabric of the downtown area which is substantially 
jobs rich.  As described for the previous policy, 
Policy 3.14, the Project is located in proximity to 
transit stations and transit corridors.   

Policy 3.16: Encourage developments in and around 
activity centers, transportation corridors, 
underutilized infrastructure systems, and areas 
needing recycling and redevelopment. 

Consistent.  The Project would redevelop and 
revitalize primarily underdeveloped city blocks and 
a public park located in the Central City.  The Civic 
Center and Bunker Hill sites are in close proximity 
to transportation corridors, including the existing 
Harbor and Santa Ana Freeways, and other transit 
infrastructure.  The Project would have a positive 
contribution to the Central City’s redevelopment 
and address needs identified in the Central City 
Community Plan, including the adequacy of 
housing and a mix of retail uses, perceived safety 
and cleanliness of downtown, and aging 
infrastructure.   

Policy 3.18: Encourage planned development in 
locations least likely to cause adverse 
environmental impact 

Consistent.  The Project would be developed on 
primarily vacant city blocks, currently used for 
parking facilities, and the underutilized Civic 
Center Mall.  Development at this location would 
cause minimal environmental impacts relative to 
on-site natural conditions since no native habitat or 
other natural resources would be impacted.  In 
addition, the Project would be similar in scale and 
character to existing surrounding uses, which would 
reduce the possibility of significant impacts on 
adjacent uses.   

Policy 3.20:  Support the protection of vital 
resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge 
areas, woodlands, production lands, and land 
containing unique and endangered plants and 
animals. 

Consistent.  The proposed development sites do not 
contain, nor are adjacent to, vital environmental 
resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge 
areas, and lands containing biotic habitat.   

Policy 3.21: Encourage the implementation of 
measures aimed at the preservation and protection 
of recorded and unrecorded cultural resources and 
archaeological sites. 

Consistent.  Implementation of the Civic Park 
Conceptual Plan, depending on its final design, may 
impact culturally significant, character-defining 
features of the Civic Center Mall.  Mitigation 
measures have been developed to reduce the impact 



IV.A.  Land Use 

Table 10 (Continued) 
 

Project Consistency with Applicable SCAG Policies per the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, 
the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan and the Compass Growth Vision 

 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 202 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
on historical resources to the extent feasible and, as 
such, would be consistent with the policy to 
implement measures to preserve cultural resources.  
(see Section IV.D, Historic Resources, of this Draft 
EIR).  The potential impact of the Project on 
archaeological and paleontological resources has 
been evaluated in the Initial Study.  The Initial 
Study, contained in Appendix A of this Draft EIR, 
concludes that the impact of the Project on 
archaeological and paleontological resources would 
be less than significant.   

Policy 3.22:  Discourage development, or 
encourage the use of special design requirements, in 
areas with steep slope, high fire, flood, and seismic 
hazards. 

Consistent.  The proposed development sites are 
not subject to hazards associated with high fire or 
flood.  The geological implications of the 
development, including slope and seismic hazards 
are addressed in the Initial Study, which is 
contained in Appendix A of this Draft EIR.  The 
Initial Study concluded that geologic impacts would 
be less than significant. 

Policy 3.23:  Encourage mitigation measures that 
reduce noise in certain locations, measures aimed at 
preservation of biological and ecological resources, 
measures that would reduce exposure to seismic 
hazards, minimize earthquake damage and to 
develop emergency response and recovery plans. 

Consistent.  The Project site is located in a highly 
urbanized area and is not located in an area with 
significant biological and ecological resources.  
Therefore, the Project would not have any 
significant noise effects on biological or ecological 
resources.  Construction and operational noise is 
addressed in Section IV.G, Noise, of this Draft EIR.  
Exposure to seismic hazards and earthquake 
damage would be minimized through compliance 
with applicable requirements.  The Project would 
not create a blockage of major highways or interfere 
with existing emergency response plans.  
Emergency access would be provided to the site as 
required.  Therefore, the Project would be 
consistent with this SCAG policy.   

Policy 3.24:  Encourage efforts of local jurisdictions 
in the implementation of programs that increase the 
supply and quality of housing and provide 
affordable housing as evaluated in the Regional 
housing needs Assessment. 

Consistent.  The Project would provide up to 2,060 
housing units, of which 412, (i.e. 20 %), would be 
affordable, thus contributing to housing needs, as 
addressed in the Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment.  Under the Additional Residential 
Development Option, this policy is implemented to 
an even greater level as up to 2,660 housing units, 
of which 532 would be affordable, would be 
developed.  Refer to Section IV.E of the Draft EIR, 
Population and Housing, for further discussion.   
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
Policy 3.27:  Support local jurisdictions and other 
service providers in their efforts to develop 
sustainable communities and provide, equally to all 
members of society, accessible and effective 
services such as public education, housing, health 
care, social services, recreational facilities, law 
enforcement, and fire protection.   

Consistent.  The redevelopment of the 
underutilized Project site in an existing urban area 
supports the sustainability of the community.  The 
Project impacts on police, fire, schools, and parks 
are evaluated in respective sections of this Draft 
EIR.  According to these analyses, with 
implementation of regulations, project design 
features and recommended mitigation measures, the 
proposed Project would not result in significant 
impacts on these services.  The Project would 
provide additional housing in the region and would, 
therefore, have a beneficial impact on housing.   

2004 Regional Transportation Plan 
1st  Transportation investments shall be based 

on SCAG’s adopted Regional Performance 
Indicators: 

This policy is directed toward SCAG 
activities pertaining to the implementation 
of its own policies and to agencies with 
jurisdiction over the management of 
transportation systems (e.g., Caltrans, 
MTA, City transportation departments, 
etc.).  The performance standards set levels 
of service and/or improvements that can be 
used to monitor the quality of 
transportation systems (e.g., improve travel 
speeds by 10 percent, sustain system 
performance at a cost of $20 per capita, 
etc.). 

 

Consistent.   

As the proposed Project would not be responsible 
for monitoring or measuring the performance of 
regional transportation, this policy is not directly 
applicable to the Project.  However, the policy is 
intended to encourage land use and transportation 
planning in a manner that would cause favorable 
outcomes for the performance indicators.  The 
Project’s development characteristics are consistent 
with design principles that are considered to make 
positive contributions to the performance of the 
transportation system.  For example, the Project 
would provide a substantial number of housing 
units, inclusive of affordable housing, the Project 
would provide housing for the disproportionately 
jobs rich downtown area, providing workers the 
opportunity to live closer to their work place, and 
avoid long commutes that adversely affect the 
performance indicators.  

Further, the Project would be constructed in an area 
of existing transportation infrastructure in which the 
existing freeways, city streets, and transit would be 
maintained and operated.  The Project supports the 
use of alternative transportation modes, such as 
transit, shuttles, and walking.  To the extent that 
these modes are used by Project residents or 
visitors, due to their immediate availability, the 
measured levels of the performance indicators 
would be improved. 
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
2nd  Ensuring safety, adequate maintenance, 

and efficiency of operations on the existing 
multi-modal transportation system will be 
RTP priorities and will be balanced against 
the need for system expansion investments. 

Consistent.  The proposed Project supports 
transportation safety as its design does not create 
any situations wherein traffic hazards are created or 
exacerbated.  The Project would be located within 
the downtown area, the regional transportation 
center for Southern Californian, with the conjoining 
of freeway, rail, light rail, subway, and bus services.  
The Project’s population would support multiple 
transportation modes, and provide all residents non-
auto access to regional locations.   
 

3rd RTP land uses and growth strategies that 
differ from currently expected trends will 
require a collaborative implementation 
program that identifies required actions 
and policies by all affected agencies and 
sub-regions. 

Consistent.  The Project supports growth as 
anticipated in the SCAG forecasts for the SCAG 
City of Los Angeles Subregion and the Central City 
Community Plan Area.  No actions are required to 
address variations from the strategies.  (See the 
discussion of SCAG Growth Management Policies 
above, Policy 3.01 in particular, and Section IV.E, 
Population and Housing of the Draft EIR.) 

4th HOV gap closures that significantly 
increase transit and rideshare usage will be 
supported and encouraged. 

Consistent.  This policy is not applicable to the 
proposed Project. 

Open Space and Conservation Chapter 
Core Actions: 

• Increase the accessibility to open space 
lands for outdoor recreation. 

• Promote self-sustaining regional recreation 
resources and facilities. 

Consistent.  The Civic Park component of the 
Project would provide 16 acres of open space for a 
variety of uses including special civic events and 
activities, cultural and entertainment activities, 
garden space, etc. 

Growth Vision Report 
Principle 1: Improve mobility for all residents 

• Encourage transportation investments and 
land use decisions that are mutually 
supportive. 

• Locate new housing near existing jobs and 
new jobs near existing housing. 

• Encourage transit-oriented development. 
• Promote a variety of travel choices 
 

Consistent.  The proposed Project is an in-fill 
development within an existing urban area, located 
in the downtown area of Los Angeles.  The Project 
would provide a substantial number of housing 
units, inclusive of affordable housing, in the jobs-
rich downtown area.  The downtown area is the 
regional transportation center for Southern 
California, with the conjoining of freeway, rail, 
light rail, subway, and bus services.  The Project’s 
population would support multiple transportation 
modes. 
 

Principle 2: Foster livability in all communities 
• Promote infill development and 

redevelopment to revitalize existing 
communities. 

• Promote developments, which provide a mix 

Consistent:  The Project would provide an infill 
development within the downtown area, and 
contribute to the revitalization of the downtown 
area.  It would generate pedestrian activity, and 
enhance the downtown area as a place of pedestrian 
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
of uses. 

• Promote “people scaled,” walkable 
communities. 

•   Support the preservation of stable, 
single-family neighborhoods. 

and shuttle related activities.  Project development 
would not require alterations to existing stable 
residential neighborhoods, and would provide an 
alternative living choice outside of existing 
residential neighborhoods.   

Principle 3: Enable prosperity for all people 
• Provide, in each community, a variety of 

housing types to meet the housing needs of 
all income levels. 

• Support educational opportunities that 
promote balanced growth. 

• Ensure environmental justice regardless of 
race, ethnicity or income class. 

• Support local and state fiscal policies that 
encourage balanced growth. 

• Encourage civic engagement. 

Consistent.  Many of the Principle 3 items apply to 
civic responsibilities that are beyond the scope of an 
individual project.  However, it may be noted that 
the Project’s housing units would contribute to the 
range of housing opportunities within the City and 
Subregion.  The Project includes a variety unit 
sizes, and prices, inclusive of affordable units that 
would be subject to criteria established in affordable 
housing regulations.  There is nothing in the Project 
that would inhibit the furtherance of the stated 
principle. 

Principle 4: Promote sustainability for future 
generations 

• Preserve rural, agricultural, recreational and 
environmentally sensitive areas. 

• Focus development in urban centers and 
existing cities. 

• Develop strategies to accommodate growth 
that uses resources efficiently, eliminate 
pollution and significantly reduce waste. 

• Utilize “green” development techniques. 

Consistent.  The proposed Project is an in-fill 
development within an existing urban area, located 
in the downtown area of Los Angeles.  It is a high-
density Project that would provide for a large 
population within a small amount of land; and that 
would contribute to the vibrancy of the City’s urban 
core.  The Project would avoid development within 
rural, recreational and environmentally sensitive 
areas.  It would be located within the downtown 
area and would tie into existing infrastructure 
systems.  The Project proposes to meet the 
requirements of Title 24 of the California Energy 
Code.   

Air Quality Core Actions Chapter 
Policy 5.07:  Determine specific programs and 
associated actions needed (e.g., indirect source 
rules, enhanced use of telecommunications, 
provision of community based shuttle services, 
provision of demand management based programs, 
or vehicle-miles-traveled/emission fees) so that 
options to command and control regulations can be 
assessed. 

Consistent.  This policy is implemented by SCAG 
with regard to its regulatory programs.  The impact 
of the Project and proposed mitigation measures 
relative to air quality are evaluated in Section IV.F, 
Air Quality, of this Draft EIR.  As concluded in this 
analysis, the Project would be consistent with 
SCAG growth parameters and, therefore, would be 
consistent with the SCAQMD Air Quality 
Management Plan. 

Policy 5.11:  Through the environmental document 
review process, ensure that plans at all levels of 
government (regional, air basin, county, 
subregional, and local) consider air quality, land 
use, transportation and economic relationships to 
ensure consistency and minimize conflicts. 

Consistent.  The impacts of the Project relative to 
Land Use, Transportation, and Air Quality are 
evaluated in respective sections of this Draft EIR.  
As determined in the respective analyses, the 
Project would not result in conflicts with any 
regional plans relative to air quality, transportation, 
or land use. 
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Project Consistency with Applicable SCAG Policies per the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, 
the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan and the Compass Growth Vision 
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 

Water Quality Recommendations and Policies Chapter 
Policy 11.07  Encourage water reclamation 
throughout the region where it is cost-effective, 
feasible, and appropriate to reduce reliance on 
imported water and wastewater discharges.  Current 
administrative impediments to increased use of 
wastewater should be addressed. 

Consistent.  The Project would be served by the 
LADWP, which is working to increase the portion 
of its supply provided by recycled water.  LADWP 
water demand projections and major improvements 
to the water system are based on the growth in 
population anticipated by the General Plans of 
participating cities.  Since the Project is within the 
growth projection of the Central City Community 
Plan, the LADWP’s projected water supply would 
be adequate to serve the Project. 

 

no significant zoning impact.  However, since the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option is not in compliance with the current LAMC provisions, it is conservatively 
concluded for the purposes of CEQA that there would be a significant impact relative to zoning.   

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Section III, Environmental Setting, provides a list of 93 projects that are planned or are 
under construction in the Project area.  Development of the related projects is anticipated to 
occur in accordance with adopted plans and regulations.  Based on the information available 
regarding the related projects, it is reasonable to assume that the projects under consideration in 
the area surrounding the proposed Project would implement and support important local and 
regional planning goals and policies.  It is anticipated that any new projects would be subject to 
the project permit approval process and would incorporate any mitigation measures necessary to 
reduce potential land use impacts and that no significant impacts with regard to adopted land use 
plans would occur.  However, in as much as the Project would create a significant impact with 
respect to zoning, and related projects may require a variety of variances and zone changes, it is 
concluded that cumulative zoning impacts would be significant. 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The Project with County Office Building Option, as well as the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, would not result in significant impacts associated with land use 
compatibility, division of an existing community, or consistency with adopted land use plans and 
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guidelines.  Therefore, no mitigation measures in relation to land use compatibility and adopted 
plans would be required.  No mitigation exists to address non-compliance with existing zoning 
designations, an impact that would be considered less than significant with the granting of the 
requested zone changes and variances.   

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Either the Project with County Office Building Option or the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, would be compatible with the land use, scale, density, and 
intensity of adjacent and surrounding existing development.  In addition, these Options would 
not create a division or disruption of an established community.  Finally, the Project would be 
consistent with existing adopted land use plans, including the General Plan Framework, the 
Central City Community Plan, the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, and SCAG’s RCPG.  
However, both Project Options would require zone changes and variances for the development of 
Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2.  With the granting of such zone changes and variances, which 
may be granted after certification of the Lead Agency and concurrently with other entitlements 
requested from the Final EIR by the City of Los Angeles, there would be no significant zoning 
impact.  However, since neither Project Option would be in compliance with the current 
designations, it is conservatively concluded for the purposes of CEQA that there would be a 
significant impact relative to zoning.   
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
B.  TRAFFIC, CIRCULATION AND PARKING 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section is based on the technical report, Grand Avenue Project EIR Traffic Study, 
prepared by The Mobility Group, May 24, 2006.  The transportation and traffic technical report, 
contained in Appendix B of this Draft EIR, analyzes the potential impact of the Project on the 
surrounding street system, including the Project’s driveway access points.  This section is a 
summary of that report and includes an evaluation of the traffic conditions on the existing street 
and highway network serving the Project site and the impact of traffic generated by the Project 
on future roadway conditions.  The traffic impact analysis is based on occupancy of the proposed 
Project in 2015.   

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The Project site is located in downtown Los Angeles at the center of the metropolitan Los 
Angeles region.  Downtown Los Angeles is a regional transportation hub, served by the Harbor, 
Hollywood, Glendale, Pasadena, Golden State, San Bernardino, Pomona, Santa Ana, and Santa 
Monica Freeways; as well as commuter rail, subway, light rail, and bus transit services.  The 
following are descriptions of the regional freeway and local street systems serving the Project 
site. 

a.  Regional Freeway System 

The primary regional access to the Project area is provided by the Hollywood/Santa Ana 
(US-101) Freeway and the Harbor/Pasadena (SR-110) Freeway.  The Hollywood/Santa Ana 
Freeway runs in an east-west direction north of the Project site, while the Harbor/ Pasadena 
Freeway runs north-south to the west of the Project site.  The Hollywood/Santa Ana and the 
Harbor/Pasadena freeways also provide access to the Glendale (SR-2) and Golden State (I-5) 
Freeways to the north, to the San Bernardino (I-10) and Pomona (SR-60) Freeways to the east, to 
the Santa Ana (I-5) Freeway to the south, and to the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) to the west. 
Surface street access and principal access to the Project site is provided by key freeway 
interchanges, including ten freeway off-ramps and eight freeway on-ramps. 
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(1)  Hollywood Freeway Ramps 

On- and off-ramps serving the Project site from the Hollywood/Santa Ana Freeway 
include the following:   

• Eastbound off-ramp at Hope Street & Temple Street; 

• Eastbound on-ramp at Hope Street & Temple Street; 

• Westbound off-ramp at Grand Avenue; 

• Westbound on-ramp at Grand Avenue to US-101 (westbound); 

• Westbound on-ramp at Grand Avenue to SR-110 (northbound and southbound); 

• Eastbound off-ramp at Broadway; 

• Westbound on-ramp at Broadway; and 

• Westbound off-ramp at Spring Street. 

(2)  Harbor/Pasadena Freeway Ramps 

On- and off-ramps serving the Project site from the Harbor/Pasadena Freeway include the 
following:   

• Northbound off-ramp at Sixth Street; 

• Southbound off-ramp at Sixth Street; 

• Northbound on-ramp at Fifth Street; 

• Southbound on-ramp at Fifth Street; 

• Northbound off-ramp at Fourth Street; 

• Southbound off-ramp at Fourth Street; 

• Northbound on-ramp at Third Street; 

• Southbound on-ramp at Third Street; 

• Southbound on-ramp at Second Street; and 
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• Northbound off-ramp at Hope Street and Temple Street from the northbound SR-110 
to eastbound US-101 connector road. 

b.  Local Street System 

The Project area is well served by an extensive system of arterial and local streets.  
Because of the quite significant grade differences of the Bunker Hill area, the existing street 
system on Bunker Hill is quite complex.  Some of the streets are either discontinuous or do not 
connect directly into the street grid that occurs in the rest of downtown.  In other cases, some 
streets are grade separated, one street is a two-level street, and two of the streets in the downtown 
grid run in tunnels under Bunker Hill.  

The principal north/south streets in the immediate Project area are Hope Street, Grand 
Avenue, Olive Street and Hill Street.  Hope Street and Grand Avenue both connect to the 
Hollywood/Santa Ana freeway system to the north of the Project site.  Olive Street does not 
extend further north than First Street.  Hill Street extends north into Chinatown and, while it does 
not provide connections to the Hollywood Freeway, it does provide connections to the Pasadena 
Freeway north of Chinatown.  Between just north of Upper Second Street and Fourth Street, 
Grand Avenue has both an upper level (which is the principal street but with no driveway access 
to buildings) and a lower level (which serves parking garages and as a secondary distribution 
system).  Grand Avenue, Olive Street and Hill Street are the main streets that connect south into 
the central part of downtown.  Hope Street is a local street that runs only as far south as Fifth 
Street.  

The principal east/west streets are Temple Street, First Street, and Fourth Street.  Second 
Street and Third Street pass under Bunker Hill in tunnels between Hill Street and 
Flower/Figueroa Street and so do not provide direct access to Bunker Hill buildings.  Upper 
Second Street is a local east-west street on the surface and in the Project area is discontinuous.  A 
new connection of Upper Second Street between Grand Avenue and Olive Street is planned for 
construction in the next two years.  Upper Third Street is a local street on the surface, between 
Hope Street and Grand Avenue only.  Fourth Street is a one-way eastbound street that is largely 
grade separated through Bunker Hill but which does connect directly to Lower Grand Avenue, 
and by ramps to Hope Street.  General Thaddeus Kosciuszko (GTK) Way is a local street 
providing connections to Lower Grand Avenue.  Key east/west and north/south streets serving 
the Project site are described below.   

(1)  North/South Streets 

Key north/south streets serving the Project site are as follows:   
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Grand Avenue, a Modified Major Class II Highway running in the north-south direction, 
is a two-way street in the Project area (north of Fifth Street).  South of Fifth Street, Grand 
Avenue is one way southbound.  Grand Avenue between Temple Street and First Street has three 
lanes in each direction with a central left-turn lane.  Curb parking is not permitted at any time on 
either side of the street.  Grand Avenue south of First Street has two lanes in each direction with 
left-turn lanes at the intersections and a raised median south of Second Street.  Curb parking is 
generally permitted south of Second Street on both sides of the street. 

Grand Avenue (Lower), a local street located beneath Grand Avenue that runs from north 
of General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way south to Fourth Street, is 60 feet wide and has two lanes 
in each direction with a central left-turn median. 

Olive Street, a Secondary Highway running south from First Street, to the east of Grand 
Avenue, is 66 feet wide and has two lanes in each direction with a central left-turn lane.  Parking 
is generally not allowed north of General Thaddeus Koscuiszko Way except for a small stretch 
on the east side between General Thaddeus Koscuiszko Way and Upper Second Street. 

Hill Street, a Secondary Highway running north-south east of Parcels W-1/W-2, is a 66-
foot-wide, two-way street that generally provides three southbound lanes and two northbound 
lanes and a central left-turn lane.  Parking is generally not allowed on Hill Street in the study 
area, although a passenger loading zone and on-street parking exist on the west side in front of 
the County Court House and the County Administration Building.  Parking is also permitted on 
the east side between Second and First Street except in the P.M. peak period (4:00-7:00 P.M.). 

Hope Street, a Secondary Highway running north-south through the Project area, 
terminates at Temple Street and the US-101 Freeway ramps to the north.  To the south, Hope 
Street runs though Bunker Hill to Fourth Street and also connects back to Grand Avenue before 
Fifth Street.  North of First Street, Hope Street is 60 feet wide and has two lanes in each direction 
with a central left turn lane.  Parking is generally allowed except on the east side of the street at 
the south end of the block.  Passenger loading zones are located mid-block on each side of the 
street.  South of First Street, Hope Street is a one-way northbound street between Second Street 
and First Street, which merges with Flower Street (one-way southbound) at First Street.  South of 
Second Street, Hope Street is a two-way street. 

(2)  East/West Streets 

Key east/west streets serving the Project site are as follows:   
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Temple Street, a Major Class II Highway in the Project area, is generally 56-63 feet wide 
with two lanes in each direction, and left-turn lanes at intersections.  Parking is not allowed on 
either side of the street. 

First Street, a Major Class II Highway is 80 feet wide and has three lanes in each 
direction, with left-turn lanes at intersections.  Parking is generally allowed on both sides of the 
street between Grand Avenue and Olive Street with peak hour restrictions. 

Upper Second Street, a local street that is discontinuous in the Project area and connects 
to Hope Street and Grand Avenue to the west, is 54 feet wide and has two lanes in each 
direction, with left-turn lanes at intersections.  To the east Second Street also extends as a one-
way street west from Hill Street to Olive Street.  A new connection of Second Street between 
Grand Avenue and Olive Street is planned for construction within the next two years. 

Second Place/General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way, a local street running east-west from 
Flower Street to Olive Street, provides access to Lower Grand Avenue.  It is 60 feet wide 
between Hope Street and Lower Grand Avenue and has two lanes in each direction with left-turn 
lanes at intersections.  Parking is allowed on both sides of the street on this stretch. Between 
Lower Grand Avenue and Olive Street, the roadway is 44 feet in width with no parking allowed 
on either side of the street. 

c.  Existing Service Levels 

(1)  Study Intersections 

In conjunction with Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), a total of 
thirty-two study intersections were identified for analysis. Study intersections are those located 
within a study area where the vast majority of trips associated with the Project would be focused 
and through which many of the Project trips would travel before dispersing to multiple routes.  
Figure 13 on page 213, depicts the regional street network and the study intersections.  All of the 
study intersections are signalized.  The existing lane configurations of the study intersections are 
shown in Figure 2-2 of the Mobility Group Traffic Study (Appendix B of this Draft EIR).  The 
32 intersections identified for analysis are as follows: 

• Intersection No. 1:  Figueroa Street / Third Street; 

• Intersection No. 2:  Figueroa Street / Fifth Street; 

• Intersection No. 3:  Figueroa Street / Sixth Street; 

• Intersection No. 4:  Temple Street / I-110 Off-Ramp; 
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• Intersection No. 5:  Hope Street / Temple St. (US-101 Ramps); 

• Intersection No. 6:  Hope Street / First Street; 

• Intersection No. 7:  Hope Street / General T. Kosciuszko Way; 

• Intersection No. 8:  Flower Street / Third Street; 

• Intersection No. 9:  Flower Street / Fifth Street; 

• Intersection No. 10:  Flower Street / Sixth Street; 

• Intersection No. 11:  Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps; 

• Intersection No. 12:  Grand Avenue / Temple Street; 

• Intersection No. 13:  Grand Avenue / First Street; 

• Intersection No. 14:  Grand Avenue / Upper Second Street; 

• Intersection No. 15:  Grand Avenue / Fifth Street; 

• Intersection No. 16:  Olive Street / First Street; 

• Intersection No. 17:  Olive Street / Upper Second Street; 

• Intersection No. 18:  Olive Street / Fourth Street; 

• Intersection No. 19:  Olive Street / Fifth Street; 

• Intersection No. 20:  Olive Street / Sixth Street; 

• Intersection No. 21:  Hill Street / Temple Street; 

• Intersection No. 22:  Hill Street / First Street; 

• Intersection No. 23:  Hill Street / Second Street; 

• Intersection No. 24:  Hill Street / Third Street; 

• Intersection No. 25:  Hill Street / Fourth Street; 

• Intersection No. 26:  Hill Street / Sixth Street; 

• Intersection No. 27:  Broadway / Temple Street; 

• Intersection No. 28:  Broadway / First Street; 

• Intersection No. 29:  Broadway / Second Street; 

• Intersection No. 30:  Broadway / Fourth Street; 

• Intersection No. 31:  Spring Street / First Street; and 

• Intersection No. 32:  Spring Street / Second Street. 
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(2)  Existing Peak Hour Service Levels 

New traffic counts were conducted in September and October of 2005 to obtain existing 
turning movement counts for all 32 intersections, for both the A.M. and the P.M. peak periods 
(7:00am -10:00am, and 3:00pm to 6:00pm respectively). The peak hour is the highest volume 
hour within the peak period.  While it varies somewhat between specific locations, the count data 
indicates it generally occurs between 8:00am and 9:00am for the A.M. peak hour, and between 
5:00pm and 6:00pm for the P.M. peak hour.  The existing traffic volumes for the A.M. and P.M. 
peak hours are illustrated in Figures 2-3 and 2-4 of the Mobility Group traffic report contained in 
Appendix B of this Draft EIR.  Level of Service (LOS) values for A.M. and P.M. peak-hour 
conditions are summarized in Table 11 on page 216.  

Table 12 on page 217 summarizes the existing A.M. and P.M. peak hour Volume to 
Capacity (V/C) ratios and corresponding levels of service at the 32 study intersections.  As 
shown in Table 12, all of the studied intersections currently operate at Level of Service (LOS) C 
or better during the A.M. peak hour and, with the exception of Intersection No. 5 (Hope and 
Temple Streets at the Hollywood/Santa Ana Freeway on- and off-ramps), all of the study 
intersections currently operate at LOS C or better during the P.M. peak hour.  During the P.M. 
peak hour, Intersection No. 5 currently operates at LOS D.  Existing intersection service levels 
are illustrated in Figure 14 on page 218. 

d. Existing Transit Service 

Extensive transit services, including both rail and buses, currently serve the Project area.   

(1)  Rail Service 

Los Angeles Union Station, located approximately one half-mile northeast of the Project 
site, is the hub for the regional Southern California rail system serving downtown Los Angeles.  
Rail service comprises the Metrolink Rail system (commuter rail), Metro Red Line (heavy rail - 
subway), the Metro Gold Line (light rail), and Amtrack (local commuter and national passenger 
rail).  The Metro Gold Line is a light rail service connecting Union Station to Pasadena.  The 
Metrolink commuter rail system serves the greater metropolitan Los Angeles area, with routes 
serving downtown Los Angeles from Ventura County, Antelope Valley/Palmdale, San 
Bernardino, Riverside, Fullerton/Riverside, and Orange County/Oceanside.  Amtrak, the national 
passenger rail service, serves travelers to/from Los Angeles, as well as commuters to other 
Southern California regions including Orange and San Diego Counties. 
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Table 11 
 

Level of Service Definitions for Signalized Intersections 
 
Level of 
Service Description 

Volume to 
Capacity Ratio 

A Excellent operation.  All approaches to the intersection appear quite 
open, turning movements are easily made, and nearly all drivers find 
freedom of operation. 

<0.600 

B Very good operation.  Many drivers begin to feel somewhat restricted 
within platoons of vehicles.  This represents stable flow.  An approach 
to an intersection may occasionally be fully utilized and traffic queues 
start to form. 

0.601 – 0.700 

C Good operation.  Occasionally drivers may have to wait for more than 
60 seconds, and backups may develop behind turning vehicles.  Most 
drivers feel somewhat restricted. 

0.701 – 0.800 

D Fair operation.  Cars are sometimes required to wait for more than 60 
seconds during short peaks.  There is no long-standing traffic queues.  
This level is typically associated with design practice for peak periods. 

0.801 – 0.900 

E Poor operation.  Some long-standing vehicular queues develop on 
critical approaches to intersections.  Delays may be up to several 
minutes. 

0.901 – 1.000 

F Forced flow.  Represents jammed conditions.  Backups from locations 
downstream or on the cross street may restrict or prevent movement of 
vehicles out of the intersections approach lanes; therefore, volumes 
carried are not predictable.  Potential for stop-and-go type traffic flow. 

Over 1.00 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group, January 2006 

The Metro Red Line is a subway line that serves the Mid-Wilshire corridor, Hollywood, and the 
East San Fernando Valley.  From Union Station, the Red Line runs through downtown to the 
west Mid-Wilshire corridor to the west.  The Red Line then runs north to serve Hollywood and 
the East San Fernando Valley where it terminates in North Hollywood.  At the North Hollywood 
station, direct connections are provided to the new Metro Rapid Bus Orange Line that runs to 
Warner Center in the West San Fernando Valley.  The Red Line Civic Center Station directly 
serves the Project site.  The Civic Center Station has portals at the intersection of Hill Street and 
First Street (at the southwest corner of Parcel W-2) and on the east side of Hill Street in the 
existing Civic Mall, midway between First Street and Temple Street.   
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Table 12 
 

Existing Conditions – Intersection Level of Service 
 

Existing Conditions 
A.M Peak Hour P.M Peak Hour 

Intersection V/C LOS V/C 
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The Red Line connects to the Metro Blue Line light rail service from downtown to Long 
Beach, at the Seventh and Flower Station to the south of the Project site.  The Metro Blue Line 
also connects at the Harbor/Santa Monica Freeway (I-110/I-105) station to the Metro Green Line 
(light rail) which runs east-west from Norwalk to Redondo Beach. 

LOS 
Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.674 B 0.800 C 
Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.382 A 0.627 B 
Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.483 A 0.480 A 
Temple St. / I-110 Off-Ramp 0.346 A 0.341 A 
Hope St. / Temple St. (US-101 Ramps) 0.750 C 0.811 D 
Hope St. / First St. 0.792 C 0.601 B 
Hope St. / General T. Kosciuszko Way 0.360 A 0.702 C 
Flower St. / Third St. 0.571 A 0.380 A 
Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.373 A 0.391 A 
Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.421 A 0.348 A 
Grand Ave. / US-101 / I-110 Ramps 0.525 A 0.790 C 
Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.758 C 0.699 B 
Grand Ave. / First St. 0.607 B 0.687 B 
Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.404 A 0.294 A 
Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.353 A 0.445 A 
Olive St. / First St. 0.419 A 0.542 A 
Olive St. / Upper Second St. 0.299 A 0.364 A 
Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.299 A 0.489 A 
Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.489 A 0.612 B 
Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.309 A 0.371 A 
Hill St. / Temple St. 0.645 B 0.785 C 
Hill St. / First St. 0.595 A 0.717 C 
Hill St. / Second St. 0.624 B 0.541 A 
Hill St. / Third St. 0.718 C 0.727 C 
Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.402 A 0.483 A 
Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.359 A 0.425 A 
Broadway / Temple St. 0.672 B 0.643 B 
Broadway / First St. 0.615 B 0.630 B 
Broadway / Second St. 0.493 A 0.547 A 
Broadway / Fourth St. 0.348 A 0.440 A 
Spring St. / First St. 0.411 A 0.353 A 
Spring St. / Second St. 0.466 A 0.296 A 
  

Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006. 
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(2)  Bus Service 

Downtown Los Angeles is also well served by many local and regional bus routes that 
focus on downtown and connect to the entire metropolitan area.  Bus service in the study area is 
provided by eight operators, including Metro (Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit 
Authority [LACMTA]) local, limited and express service; Foothill Transit; Montebello Bus 
Lines; Antelope Valley Transit; Torrance Transit; the Santa Monica Big Blue bus line; and 
LADOT (including the local downtown DASH shuttle routes, and the Commuter Express buses 
which provide service between downtown Los Angeles and the San Fernando Valley, West Los 
Angeles, East Los Angeles, and the South Bay area).   

Bus routes in the Project area typically run east-west along Temple Street and First 
Street, and north-south along Hope/Flower Streets, Grand Avenue, Olive Street and Hill Street.  
Adjacent to the Project area, bus routes also run along Fifth and Sixth Streets, and along 
Broadway and Spring Streets. Along Grand Avenue, bus operations differ greatly north and 
south of First Street.  Two DASH routes and two LADOT Commuter Express routes are located 
north of First Street.  These include DASH Route B and Route DD (weekends only), and 
LADOT Commuter Express Routes 409 and 423.  Bus stops are located just north of First Street 
for DASH service.  Considerably more bus routes use the section of Grand Avenue south of First 
Street, which functions as a key southbound entry corridor into downtown for a number of bus 
routes.  These are DASH Routes B and DD; MTA Routes 14/37, 76, 78/79/376/378, 96, 
442/444, 446/447, 484, 485, 487/489, 490 and 491; and Foothill Transit Routes 488, 492, and 
494.  The vast majority of these routes run westbound on First Street and southbound on Grand 
Avenue.  

With the exception of DASH service, there are no northbound bus routes operating on 
Grand Avenue between Fifth and First Streets (due to the steep grade between Fifth and Fourth 
Streets).  Buses instead use Olive Street and Flower/Hope Streets on the northbound journey to 
exit downtown.  A DASH bus stop is located on northbound and southbound Grand Avenue at 
Second Street, just north of First Street, and just south of Temple Street.  A bus stop for 
numerous Metro and Foothill Transit Routes is located on southbound Grand Avenue just south 
of Second Street.   

Olive Street functions as a key northbound corridor for a number of bus routes exiting 
downtown.  These are MTA Routes 14, 37, 76, 78, 79, 96, 376, 442, 444, 446, 447, 484, 485, 
487, 489, 490 and 491; and Foothill Transit Routes 488, 492 and 494; as well as Torrance Transit 
Routes T1 and T2; Montebello Transit Route 341, and Antelope Valley Transit Route 785.  Two 
bus stops are located on northbound Olive Street between First and Second Streets. 
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Along Hope Street, bus operations also differ greatly north and south of First Street.  
Since bus routes use Flower Street, Hope Street does not have any transit service south of First 
Street.  A number of bus routes operate on Hope Street, north of First Street.  The approximately 
58 bus routes/lines serving the Project area are shown in Figure 2-6 and summarized in Table 2-3 
of Appendix B of the Draft EIR.   

(3)  Existing Transit Service Capacity 

The capacity of the transit system service to the Project area is summarized in Table 13 
on page 221, which identifies transit lines, peak period headway, vehicle (bus and train) 
capacities and overall peak period capacity.  These are capacities for one direction of transit 
service.  The capacity of transit service directly serving the site, including the Red Line and bus 
services, is about 23,140 person trips in each peak hour.  This is a conservatively low number as 
it does not include the Metro Blue and Metro Gold Lines and Metrolink, as passengers on those 
lines may walk to reach the Project or may transfer to the Red Line or buses (including DASH).  
When these other rail lines are added in to the calculation, then the transit capacity serving the 
Project area is 36,000 person trips per peak hour.   

e. Existing Pedestrian Facilities 

Sidewalks, which are provided on all streets in the downtown, are the primary existing 
pedestrian facilities in the Project area.  Pedestrian crosswalk signals are provided at all 
signalized intersections in the study area.  Off-street (mid-block) pedestrian connections exist 
through the Civic Mall between Grand Avenue and Spring Street, with mid-block signalized 
pedestrian crossings currently provided on Grand Avenue, Hill Street, Broadway and Spring 
Street between First Street and Temple Street. 

Off-street (mid-block) pedestrian connections are also provided to the south of the Project 
site, between Third and Fourth Streets and Grand Avenue and Olive Street, by pedestrian paths 
through the California Plaza development and along side the Omni Hotel and the Museum of 
Contemporary Art (MOCA).   

Pedestrian connections from the Metro Red Line Civic Center Station focus on the Civic 
Mall (from the mid-block portal on Hill Street between First and Temple), and on sidewalks 
from the portal at the southwest corner of First Street and Hill Street (northeast corner of Parcel 
W-1/W-2 on the Project site).  Sidewalks provide connections throughout the Bunker Hill area to 
various destinations, including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, the 
County Civic Center buildings, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the City Civic Center to 
the east, office towers and residential towers on Bunker Hill, and the office towers of downtown 
to the south. 
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f.  Existing Parking Conditions 

(1)  Off-Street Parking 

A considerable amount of existing off-street parking exists in the vicinity of the Project, 
with twenty-one off-site parking facilities in the area bounded by Hope Street and Flower Street 
on the west, Temple Street on the north, Spring Street on the east, and Fourth Street on the south.  
Although the majority of these facilities are parking structures, some consist of surface parking 
lots.  The twenty-one off-street parking facilities contain approximately 15,950 parking spaces.  
Of these, approximately 1,100 are in surface lots and the remaining 14,850 spaces are in garages.  
Approximately 7,000 of the total 15,950 spaces are owned and/or operated by the County of Los 
Angeles.  Of these 7,000 spaces owned by the County, approximately 2,900 are reserved for 
County official business and employees and are not available to the general public.  
Approximately 6,900 of the total 15,950 parking spaces are located in major high-rise office 
towers on Bunker Hill.  The vast majority of these parking spaces are generally occupied during 
the daytime business hours, although the Walt Disney Concert Hall garage typically contains 
unutilized spaces as does, to a lesser extent, the Music Center garage.  During the evenings and 
weekends the reverse is true, when demand on the Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall garages is high, the vast majority of remaining parking in the high-rise tower garages is 
largely underutilized.  Existing principal off-street parking facilities are shown in Figure 2-7 and 
are listed in Table 2-4 of Appendix B of this Draft EIR.  

(a)  Parking in Civic Mall  

The County of Los Angeles currently owns and operates 1,958 parking spaces in the 
Civic Mall, of which 1,609 are in subterranean garages and 349 are in surface parking lots.  The 
westernmost garage (County Lot 18), between Grand Avenue and Hill Street provides 1,274 
parking spaces, with large helical parking entrance/exit ramps on both Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street.  The middle section of the Civic Mall between Hill Street and Broadway includes a 
subterranean garage (County Lot 10) under the Court of Flags with 646 parking spaces.  
However, since the Northridge earthquake, the lower two levels of this garage have not been 
used so the parking capacity is currently limited to 321 spaces.  The surface parking lot at the 
easternmost end of the Civic Mall (County Lot 11) provides 349 parking spaces for the Los 
Angeles County Criminal Courts building. 

(b)  Parking in Parcels L, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 

Parcels L, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 contain a total of 1,807 existing parking spaces (only 
1,594 usable.  Existing parking facilities include: (1) a total of 913 juror parking spaces and 149 
County Courthouse visitor parking spaces currently provided by the County in the temporary 
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parking structure in County Lot 17 on Parcel Q; (2) a total of 225 surface parking spaces open to 
the general public currently provided by the County in County Lot 26 on Parcel W-2;  (3) a total 
of 145 parking spaces in two privately operated surface parking lots on Parcel W-1 that are open 
to the general public; and  (4) a total of 375 parking spaces in two privately operated surface 
public parking lots on Parcels L and M-2 that are open to the general public.  

(2)  On-Street Parking 

On-street parking supply in the Project area is limited.  Streets immediately adjacent to 
the Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 contain a total of only 33 on-street parking spaces.  
Existing on-street parking spaces are generally metered, with a two-hour time restriction between 
8:00 A.M. and 6:00 P.M., except for First Street in when the time limits occur from 9:00 A.M. to 
4:00 P.M. Based on field observations, these spaces are typically well-used during the daytime.  
To the north of the Project site, there is similarly very little on-street parking in the Civic Center 
area.  There is generally more on-street parking to the south of the Project area along Hope 
Street, Grand Avenue and Olive Street, south of Second Street.  On-street parking in this area is 
metered and all of the spaces are typically well-used.  

3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

(1)  Construction Traffic 

Construction traffic (e.g., worker travel, hauling activities, and the delivery of 
construction materials), could affect existing traffic and emergency access in the Project vicinity.  
Construction impacts are based on the length of time and frequency of any street closures, the 
classification of the impacted street, use of the street by emergency vehicles, temporary loss of 
pedestrian and vehicle access to any adjacent parcels, temporary loss of access to transit stops, 
and the availability of alternative or relocated transit stops within one-quarter mile of the Project 
site.  

(2)  Intersection Capacity Analysis 

The Project’s traffic study has been prepared under the direction of the LADOT in 
accordance with LADOT guidelines.  In order to evaluate the potential traffic impacts of the 
proposed Project, it is necessary to first estimate and analyze future traffic conditions without the 
Project.  The year selected for analysis is 2015, the Project’s expected year of completion.  The 
methodology for evaluating future street capacity involves several steps, including the 
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identification of existing base year (2005) traffic conditions, the calculation of ambient growth 
and traffic attributable to the identified related projects (outlined in Section III.B of this Draft 
EIR) to determine future cumulative baseline conditions (without the Project’s traffic).  This 
analysis is based both on the quantity of traffic generated and the distribution of traffic to the 
various streets and freeways that serve the Project site.  The following is a summary of the 
methodology used to assess the Project’s potential traffic impacts. 

(a)  Level of Service Methodology 

Level of Service (LOS) is a qualitative measure used to describe the condition of traffic 
flow, ranging from excellent conditions at LOS A to overloaded conditions at LOS F, with each 
level defined by a range of volume/capacity (V/C) ratios.  LOS D is typically recognized as the 
satisfactory service level in general urban areas, and LOS E is often recognized as the standard in 
downtown areas.  As required by LADOT, intersection analysis is conducted according to the 
Critical Movement Analysis (Planning Method) as described in Transportation Research 
Circular 212, Transportation Research Board, Washington D.C. 1980, to obtain volume/capacity 
(V/C) ratios for each study intersection.   

(b)  Future Base Conditions Without the Project 

(i)  Ambient Traffic Growth 

Future traffic forecasts are estimated by predicting two separate components of traffic 
growth in the study area.  The first component represents the ambient growth, or general growth 
in traffic volumes due to minor new developments in the Project area, and regional growth and 
development outside the study area.  Regional growth forecasts from both Southern California 
Association of Governments45 (SCAG) and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority46 (LACMTA), have shown that the projected total growth in traffic on roadways in the 
Central City area of Los Angeles would average approximately one percent a year or less over 
the next twenty years.  Based on these forecasts, as well as LADOT experience47, an ambient 
traffic growth rate of 1 per cent per year is assumed to represent general growth in traffic 
volumes due to minor new developments in the Project area, regional growth, and development 
outside the study area.  The existing traffic counts are, therefore, adjusted upward by a total of 10 
percent to represent the ambient growth to the Project completion year.  Although the 1 percent 
per year ambient traffic growth factor is applied in order to obtain a conservative traffic 
                                                 
45  SCAG,  2003 Regional Socio-Economic and Travel Demands Forecasts. 
46  LACTMA, 2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County, 2004. 
47  LADOT Traffic Study Methodology Memorandum of Understanding, Mobility Group Traffic Study Appendix D, 

contained in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. 
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projection, note that since the analysis also takes into account traffic growth from related 
development projects within downtown, the possibility exists that the traffic growth from related 
projects is also included in the ambient growth projections.   

(ii)  Related Projects 

The second component of future growth in traffic volumes relates to specific 
development Projects in the study area that are reasonably probable - defined as in construction, 
approved, or under consideration, through the formal planning process at a public agency - and 
that potentially could be in place by the year 2015 when the proposed Project would be 
completed.  The traffic impact analysis is also based both on the quantity of traffic generated and 
the distribution of traffic to the various streets and freeways that serve the Project area.  The 
following is a summary of the methodology used to assess the Project’s potential traffic impacts.   

A list of related projects in the area of the proposed Project that could affect traffic 
conditions in the Project area was prepared based on obtained from a variety of sources including 
the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), the City of Los Angeles 
Planning Department, the Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA/LA), other studies and 
reports, and field verification and site observations.  A total of 93 potential related projects are 
identified for inclusion in the traffic analysis.  These related projects, listed in Section III.B of 
this Draft EIR, are in some stage of the approval/entitlement process.  Related projects include 
the following: (1) projects that are under currently under construction, (2) projects that have been 
approved but not constructed, and (3) projects that are currently proceeding through the planning 
process.  Small projects that generated fewer than 43 P.M. peak hour trips (the LADOT threshold 
for preparing a traffic study), for example the expansion of the Colburn School of Music, were 
excluded from this list, as they are considered as accounted for in the 10 percent ambient traffic 
growth factor previously discussed.  Note that some of the related projects may, in fact, not be 
built by the time horizon of the Project and, as such, the future baseline forecast is a conservative 
forecast.  Forecast traffic from related projects is added to the street network in the Project study 
area to obtain estimated 2015 traffic baseline conditions (without the Project).  For the purpose 
of preparing a conservative worst case analysis, no potential street improvements or 
transportation mitigation measures that might be associated with any of the cumulative projects 
were included in the analysis of Project impacts.  Figure 11 in Section III.B, of the Draft EIR 
illustrates the locations of the related projects, which are listed in Table 1, in the same EIR 
section.   

(iii)  Related Projects Trip Generation and Distribution 

Trip generation estimates for the related projects are based on the environmental and/or 
traffic studies prepared for the individual related projects.  Where the information was not 
available from previous reports, the trip generation was estimated using trip rates in Trip 
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Generation, Seventh Edition (Institute of Transportation Engineers [ITE], 2003).  Similarly, trip 
distribution assumptions for related projects are also based on previous studies where available 
or, if not available, are estimated according to trip distribution estimates for similar and 
comparable projects/studies.  Distribution of related projects, with respect to trip origins and 
destinations, is also based on an understanding of the project type and the relationship of the 
related project to regional population and employment and the location of the related project with 
respect to the downtown roadway and circulation system.  Estimated trip generation rates and 
volumes for the related projects are shown in Table 3-1 of the Traffic Study in Appendix B of 
this Draft EIR.  

(c)  Project Trip Generation 

The number of vehicle trips expected to be generated by the Project is estimated 
according to each of the Project’s land uses for the A.M. peak hour and P.M. peak hour time 
periods.  The Project’s trip generation is based on Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) 
Trip Generation – Seventh Edition, 2003, a standard source of trip rate information. Adjustments 
are made to account for the factors that reflect the specific conditions of the Project site in 
downtown Los Angeles.  The typical ITE methodology of estimating trip generation using trip 
rates from data does not adequately reflect the characteristics of the proposed Project and the 
downtown environment in which it is located, since ITE rates are derived from data typically 
collected from stand-alone (single use) suburban sites.  Adjustment factors that reflect the 
Project’s characteristics are developed in conjunction with LADOT and are based on a variety of 
sources including the Downtown Los Angeles Cordon Count (2002), consideration of the Project 
components, consideration of the various other land uses nearby, and previous studies of major 
developments in downtown (such as the Alameda District Specific Plan48 and the Los Angeles 
Sports and Entertainment District Specific Plan49).  The sum of the trip adjustments, discussed 
below, would reduce residential trips (average) by approximately 29 percent, hotel trips by 34 
percent, office trips by 45 percent, retail trips by 55 percent, restaurant trips by 50 percent, event 
facility trips by 23 percent, and health club trips by 62 percent.  

(i)  Adjustments to Estimated Trips 

Trips Internal to the Project 

With a project as large as the proposed Project, some trips would both start and end 
within the Project itself and, thus would be walking trips not requiring the use of a car.  These 
would include people who live in the Project making a trip to the retail, restaurant, and/or other 
                                                 
48 City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 171139 – Alameda District Specific Plan, June 1996. 
49 City of Los Angeles Sports & Entertainment District FEIR, April 2001. 
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commercial uses and the health club, or even to the proposed office building if they both live and 
work within the Project.  Internal trips would include office workers who visit the commercial 
uses in the Project.  Internal trips would also include people who drive to the Project, but visit 
multiple destinations within the Project (for example retail and restaurant, or restaurant and 
health club).  It is estimated that the people who walk between those multiple destinations would 
make only one vehicle trip rather than driving to each destination.50     

Trip Interaction with Adjacent Uses in the Downtown Internal to the 
Project 

The Project site is located in the heart of downtown, adjacent to, or near, many other uses 
including office buildings, entertainment uses, and residential towers.  Some of the visitors to the 
Project’s commercial uses would come from these uses and, thus, would walk to the Project 
rather than drive.  For example, office workers or nearby downtown residents visiting the retail 
or restaurant uses and the health club would walk to the Project rather than drive.  Similarly, 
some visitors would be already visiting the Walt Disney Concert Hall and/or the Music Center, 
and would park in the parking facilities associated with these venues, and walk across to the 
Project to eat at a restaurant or to shop before a show.  In addition, some people who live in the 
Project, would make trips to other adjacent or nearby downtown uses (such as to work in office 
buildings or to restaurants), and would walk rather than drive a car.  The ability to make trips to 
other local destinations in the downtown area without driving a car would be a major appeal to 
those choosing to live in the Project and to have an urban downtown lifestyle.51   

Trips Using Transit  

As previously discussed, the Project site is served by very high levels of transit, including 
both rail and bus transit.  The Metro Red Line station with two portals on the Project site (on 
Parcel W-2 at Hill and First Streets, and at the Court of Flags on the existing Civic Center Mall) 
provides direct access to the entire rail system in the metropolitan Los Angeles area, and 58 bus 
lines provided by eight transit operators serve the area of the Project site.  In addition the 
LADOT DASH service provides shuttle bus service around downtown.  The Downtown Los 

                                                 
50  Experience and research shows that dense concentrations of land use mixes results in substantial interaction 

between uses, For example, a study of major suburban activity centers (NCHRP Report 323, Travel 
Characteristics at Large-Scale Suburban Activity Centers, Washington D.C., 1989) indicates various such trip-
making characteristics, including:  that 30% of residents in major activity centers also work there; that 10% to 
15% of office trips make at least one stop on the way to/from work;  that 15% to 30% of retail trips are internal 
to the activity center; and that 19% to 27% of hotel trips remain internal to the center.  As these data are for 
suburban centers, the numbers would be expected to be higher in the more dense and transit rich environments 
of downtowns.  See also footnote No. 51. 

51  See prior footnote. 
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Angeles Cordon Count,52 conducted by LADOT in 2002, shows that transit use into and out of 
the downtown core including the Bunker Hill area is very high with about 41 percent of all peak 
period trips into/out of the entire downtown area occurring on transit and as rideshare passengers 
(32 percent on transit and 9 percent as rideshare).  This data relates to all uses in the downtown 
but is heavily oriented to work-related trips because of the large number of jobs downtown53.  
Downtown Los Angeles Cordon Count data show an increase in transit use between 1990 and 
2002, due largely to the addition of rail transit to downtown Los Angeles (25 percent of all 
transit trips are by rail).  Trip reductions attributable to transit, shuttle bus and rideshare range 
from 5 percent for most uses to 20 percent for the hotel, 25 percent for the apartments, and 40 
percent for the County office building.   

Pass-By Trips  

The majority of trips to and from the Project would continue to be made by automobile, 
even accounting for the types of adjustments defined above, and significant levels of transit and 
walk trips.  However, pass-by trips also account for an adjustment of total trips, since some of 
the Project’s vehicle trips may already be passing by the site as existing trips on adjacent 
roadways.  Although pass-by trips would add trips to the Project driveways, by stopping at the 
Project site they would not add additional traffic to the street system.  Pass-by trips reductions 
are based on standard LADOT adjustment factors by type of use. 

(ii)  Project’s Estimated Trip Generation 

The number of vehicle trips expected to be generated by the Project was estimated for 
each of the Project land uses for the A.M. peak hour and P.M. peak hour time periods, for both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the Additional Residential Development Option.  
This analysis started with the trip generation rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers, 
Trip Generation – Seventh Edition, 2003, a standard source of trip rate information, but utilized 
adjustments to account for the factors discussed above in the preceding paragraphs to reflect the 
specific mix of uses in the Project and its location in downtown Los Angeles. 

The adjustment factors to account for trips remaining internal to the large mixed use 
project, and transit and walk trips in a dense downtown environment, were developed in 
conjunction with LADOT, and were based on a variety of sources including: those discussed 

                                                 
52 City of Los Angeles, Downtown Cordon Count, May 2002 
53 A recent survey of residents in Downtown Los Angeles (The Los Angeles Downtown Center Business Improvement 

District, Live, Work & Play Downtown L.A., 2005) identified that about 17% of downtown residents walk or bike 
to work and school; that about 9% take transit to work and school; and that 46% of residents also work at 
downtown locations. 
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above; the travel characteristics data in the Downtown Los Angeles Cordon Count (2002); 
consideration of the individual Project land use components and the likelihood of transit and 
walk trips and trips remaining internal to the Project; consideration of the various other land uses 
nearby and the likelihood of trip interaction with the Proposed Project; and previously studied 
and approved/entitled major development projects in downtown (such as the Alameda District 
Specific Plan and the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District Specific Plan).  The 
adjustment factors from the LADOT Methodology Memorandum of Understanding are shown in 
Appendix B of the Mobility Group Traffic Study (Appendix B of this Draft EIR), and in the 
detailed trip generation calculations in Appendix A of the Mobility Group Traffic Study 
(Appendix B of this Draft EIR).   

Based on all of the considerations discussed above, and the characteristics of the Project, 
the reductions that were used for trips remaining internal to the Project were 5 percent for 
residential and hotel uses, 15 percent for retail and restaurant uses, and 20 percent for the health 
club.  Reductions for walk trips thru interaction with other downtown buildings were 10 percent 
for the hotel and market, 15 percent for the condominiums, 20 percent for the apartments and 
retail, 30 percent for the restaurants, and 35 percent for the health club.  The reductions used for 
transit, shuttle bus and rideshare were 5 percent for most uses, except 20 percent for the hotel, 25 
percent for the apartments, and 40 percent for the office building.  Pass-by trips were estimated 
using standard LADOT adjustment factors by type of use, and were 10 percent for restaurant and 
the event facility uses, 30 percent to 40 percent for retail uses (depending on the size of retail 
square footage in each block) and 40 percent for the market. 

The adjusted trip generation rates used in the study are shown in Table 4-3 for each land 
use and for the A.M. peak and P.M. peak hours.  Also shown is the combined trip discount factor 
for each land use representing the sum of the adjustments discussed above.  As shown in Table 
4-2, the overall reductions were approximately 29 percent for residential trips (average), 34 
percent for the hotel trips, 43 percent for the office trips, 55 percent for the retail components of 
the Project, 50 percent for the restaurants, 23 percent for the event facility, and 62 percent for the 
health club.  Trip rates were applied to the land use quantities for each parcel of the Project.   

(d)  Project Trip Distribution  

The geographic distribution of Project trips, developed in conjunction with LADOT,54 is 
based on a number of factors, including the Project’s land use types, the geographic location and 
distribution of the population from which trips by visitors and employees of the commercial uses 
would originate, and the geographic location and distribution of employment and commercial 

                                                 
54 See Appendix D (LADOT Traffic Study Methodology Memorandum of Understanding) in the Mobility Group 

Traffic Study, Appendix B of this Draft EIR. 
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centers to which residents of the Project would make trips.  Trip distribution is also based on the 
configuration and operating characteristics of the street system serving the Project and on the 
consideration of regional trip distribution information available in the Los Angeles County 
Congestion Management Program, on the market areas for the specific Project land uses, and on 
previous studies of large scale developments in the downtown area.   

The estimated distribution of the Project’s inbound and outbound trips is shown in Figure 
15 on page 234 and in Figure 16 on page 235, respectively.  The distributions are different due to 
the locations of freeway ramps, the layout of one-way streets, and the location of Project 
driveways. Trip distribution patterns would be the same under both the Project with County 
Office Building Option and Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  All trips 
generated by a Project parcel are assigned as originating or being destined to that parcel.  
Because the Project covers four blocks, and because different Project driveways access different 
streets, the distribution for each parcel differs slightly in some respects from the overall Project 
distribution shown in Figures 15 and 16, to reflect specific routings between driveways and 
freeway ramps or major arterials exiting the study area, and the operating characteristics of the 
street system (such as one-way streets).  The traffic analysis takes into account the 
reconfiguration of the Civic Park garage ramps on Grand Avenue through the re-assignment of 
A.M. and P.M. peak hour left-turning traffic from the Grand Avenue driveways to the Hill Street 
driveways of the garage.   

(e)  Future with Project Traffic Projections 

Traffic impacts are based on the combined Project with County Office Building Option 
traffic, related projects’ traffic, and ambient growth traffic.  To determine the Project’s potential 
traffic impacts, the Project with County Office Building Option’s future estimated total traffic 
volumes are added to the future A.M. and P.M. peak hour baseline conditions without the Project.  
The traffic analysis takes into account the development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 
and reconfiguration of the Civic Park garage ramps on Grand Avenue through the re-assignment 
of A.M. and P.M. peak hour left-turning traffic from the Grand Avenue driveways to the Hill 
Street driveways of the garage.  The traffic analysis also takes into account the additional traffic 
that would be generated from the new restaurant space in the Civic Mall Park. 

The same methodology was used to forecast traffic volumes for the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  Figures 4-13 thru 4-16 show the corresponding trip 
volume data for the Project with Additional Residential Development Option. 
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(f)  Land Use Equivalency Program 

As discussed earlier, the Project includes an Equivalency Program that would allow the 
composition of on-site development to be modified to respond to future needs in a manner that 
does not increase the Project’s impacts on the environment.   

Within this framework, land uses can be exchanged for certain other permitted land uses 
so long as the limitations of the Equivalency Program are satisfied and no additional 
environmental impacts occur.  All permitted land use increases can be exchanged for 
corresponding decreases of other land uses under the proposed Equivalency Program.   

In the context of traffic circulation and impacts, this relates to the overall number of trips 
generated by the Project, and allows land use exchanges as long as the total number of peak hour 
trips generated does not exceed the totals identified in this study.  Table 4-6 of the Mobility 
Group Traffic Study (Appendix B of this Draft EIR) shows the land use conversion factors for 
the trip equivalencies developed for the Project.   

(3)  Project Driveway Analysis 

The Project traffic forecasts are utilized to estimate traffic turning volumes at Project 
driveways in the A.M. and P.M. peak hours.  The analysis of traffic operations at driveway 
intersections, which would be unsignalized, are based on the methodology for unsignalized 
intersections in the Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board (Washington, 
D.C., 2000).  

(4)  Regional Transportation System Impact Analysis 

The evaluation of the impact of a project on the regional transportation system is guided 
by procedures outlined in The Los Angeles County 2004 Congestion Management Program 
(CMP) (Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority).  The CMP requires that, 
when an environmental impact report is prepared for a project, traffic and transit impact analyses 
must be conducted for select regional facilities based on the quantity of project traffic expected 
to use those facilities.   

The CMP guidelines require the identification of CMP arterial monitoring intersections 
and CMP mainline freeway monitoring locations within a geographic area in which any CMP 
arterial monitoring station would receive 50 or more project trips during either the A.M. or P.M. 
weekday peak hours; or as any CMP mainline freeway monitoring station which would receive 
150 or more project trips, in either direction, during either the A.M. or P.M. weekday peak hours.  
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The analysis provided below evaluates the number of additional trips that would be generated by 
the Project and compares these trips with the threshold criteria. 

(a)  CMP Arterial Monitoring Locations 

A review of the 2004 CMP indicated the following arterial monitoring stations that are 
closest to the Project site: 

• Sunset Boulevard and Alvarado Street; 

• Wilshire Boulevard and Alvarado Street; and 

• Alameda Street and Washington Boulevard. 

Although these intersections are located at a considerable distance from the Project, the 
number of Project vehicle trips expected to pass through these intersections is estimated based on 
the Project trip distribution (see Figure 14 and Figure 15 on pages 218 and 234, respectively), 
and the Project’s estimated trip generation.   

(b)  CMP Freeway Monitoring Locations 

A review of the 2004 CMP identified the following freeway monitoring locations that are 
closest to the Project site: 

• Hollywood Freeway (US-101) south of Santa Monica Boulevard; 

• Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street; 

• Pasadena Freeway (SR-110) at Alpine Street; 

• Harbor Freeway south of the Hollywood Freeway; 

• Harbor Freeway at Slauson Street; 

• Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) west of Vermont Avenue; 

• Santa Monica Freeway at the City’s eastern boundary (near Indiana Street); 

• Pomona Freeway (SR-60) east of Indiana Street; and 
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• Golden State Freeway (I-5) north of Stadium Way. 

The estimated number of the Project’s vehicle trips expected to pass through the freeway 
monitoring locations closest to the Project is based on trip distribution (as shown in Figure 14 
and Figure 15), and on Project trip generation.  

(c)  Additional Regional Highway Analysis 

Additional Freeway Analysis Locations 

In order to more fully investigate the potential impact of the Project on the freeway 
system, some additional analysis locations were selected including a number of key locations on 
the mainline freeways nearest the Project site and surrounding the downtown area where Project 
traffic would be most highly concentrated and most likely to cause potential traffic impacts.  
These additional analysis locations are as follows: 

• I-10 east of Los Angeles Street 

• US-101 between Alvarado Street and Glendale Boulevard 

• US-101 between Grand Avenue and Hill Street 

• SR-110 between Solano Avenue and Hill Street/Stadium Way 

• SR-110 between Olympic Blvd and Pico Boulevard 

Existing traffic volumes on these freeway segments in the A.M. and P.M. peak hours are 
obtained either from the 2004 Congestion Management Program (CMP) for Los Angeles County 
(LACMTA), or the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 2004 Traffic Volumes on 
California State Highways.  These data are from either 2003 or 2004 and are, thus, adjusted to 
represent 2005 conditions by applying a growth factor of 1 percent per year.  Freeway levels of 
service are determined by calculating demand/capacity ratios per the definitions shown in Table 
14 on page 239.  Levels of service under existing conditions are calculated for each freeway 
segment using a capacity of 2,000 vehicles per hour per freeway mainline lane, per the 2004 
CMP.  

Trips from the proposed Project are assigned to the freeway system using the trip 
distribution parameters previously discussed.  Project trips are added to the future without 
Project base volumes to obtain future with Project total volumes on the freeway segments.  
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Table 14 
 

Level of Service Definitions for Freeway Mainline Segments 
 

Level of Service Demand/Capacity Ratio 
A 0.00 – 0.35 
B >0.35 – 0.54 
C >0.54 – 0.77 
D >0.77 – 0.93 
E >0.93 – 1.00 

F (0) >1.00 – 1.25 
F (1) >1.25 – 1.35 
F (2) >1.35 – 1.45 
F (3) >1.45 

  

Source:  2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County,  
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, Exhibit 
B-6 (July 2004) 

(5)  CMP Transit Analysis 

The estimated number of transit trips that would be generated by the Project is based on 
the trip generation methodology.  The estimate of unadjusted base vehicle trips for each Project 
land use is converted to person trips by applying a conversion factor of 1.4, per CMP guidelines.  
The person trip numbers are multiplied by the estimated percent taking transit for each land use.  
Although estimated person trips are higher in some cases than the default countywide guidelines 
in the CMP, the higher person trips reflect the higher transit use that would occur because of the 
Project’s downtown location.  Because of the nature of the Project land uses, transit trips would 
be higher in the P.M. peak hour.  To determine the impact of the Project on the existing transit 
system, the Project’s estimated transit riders are compared to the existing transit capacity, 
described above (see Table 13 on page 221).   

(6)  Parking Analysis  

The parking analysis is based on a comparison of the demand that would be generated by 
the Project with the parking requirements of the Los Angeles Municipal Code and the City 
Planning Department Deputy Advisory Agency.   

(a) Evaluation of Parking Demand 

The analysis of the commercial parking demand is based on parking demand rates for 
commercial uses from professional sources such as the Urban Land Institute55 and the Institute of 
                                                 
55 Urban Land Institute, Shared Parking, Washington D.C., 1983. 
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Transportation Engineers56.  These rates are for suburban locations, and so are adjusted in the 
demand analysis to reflect the conditions and location of the Project with County Office Building 
Option and Project with Additional Residential Development Option in downtown Los Angeles.  
These adjustments are applied in a similar fashion to the trip generation adjustments discussed 
earlier, and allow for internal interaction between uses within the Project, use of transit, and 
walking between the Project and adjacent and nearby uses in the Downtown.   

For example, some of the restaurant customers in the Project would come from the 
residential towers in the Project.  Other restaurant customers will walk-in from nearby office and 
residential buildings, as well as being visitors to the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the Music 
Center, and so may already have parked at those locations.  This will also apply to the retail uses 
(shoppers for example may come to the Project to eat at a restaurant but also do some shopping, 
or may already be in the area for another reason), and to the Health Club (where a high 
proportion of patrons are expected to come from the residential component of the Project and 
from adjacent residential and office uses in the downtown).  So some of the visitors to the Project 
will not need to park a car, because they will already have parked either in the Project or 
somewhere else. 

The parking analysis also accounts for the fact that parking demand varies by time of day, 
and that the peak parking need for each use does not necessarily occur at the same time.  To the 
extent that different uses peak at different times, the parking supply can be shared between 
different uses.  Since parking demand also varies by season, the evaluation of parking also takes 
into account seasonal variations.  The overall parking supply need is, thus, often less than the 
simple additive total of the peak demand for each individual use because of this peaking of 
different uses at different times and the shared parking opportunities.   

(b)  Parking Regulations and Policies  

(i)  Municipal Code Requirements 

The Project is located in downtown Los Angeles, in an area for which a number of code 
exceptions apply and that reflect the higher density of downtown, the proximity to other land 
uses and higher walking levels, and the proximity to extensive transit service.  LAMC 12.21 A.4 
(p)(1) provides for an exception for the Central Area for lower residential and hotel parking 
requirements.  LAMC 12.21 A4(i)(3) provides for an exception for the Downtown Business 
District, for lower parking requirements for business, commercial, and industrial buildings and 
for auditoriums.  The LAMC parking requirements for the land uses in the Project are shown in 
Table 15 on page 241  
                                                 
56 Institute of Transportation Engineers, Parking Generation, Third Edition, Washington D.C., 2004. 
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Los Angeles Municipal Code Parking Requirements 
 

Land Use Parking Requirement Applicable Code Section 
Residential – 1 Bdrm 1 space per D.U. LAMC 12.21 A.4 (p)(1).  Exception for Central City Area. 
Residential – 2 Bdrm 1 space per DU. LAMC 12.21 A.4 (p)(1).  Exception for Central City Area. 
Residential – 3 Bdrm 1.25 spaces per D.U. LAMC 12.21 A.4 (p)(1).  Exception for Central City Area. 
Affordable Residential 1 space per D.U. LAMC 12.22.A.25(d)(2) Exception for Restricted Affordable 

Units 
Hotel – Rooms  1 space per 2 guest 

rooms; plus 1 space per 
guest room in excess of 
20 but not exceeding 40; 
plus 1 space per each six 
guest rooms over 40. 

LAMC 12.21 A.4(p)(2).  Exception for Central City Area. 

Hotel – Meeting Space 10 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)(1).  Exception for Downtown Business 
District. 

Retail 1 space per 1,000 sq. ft. LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)(3).  Exception for Downtown Business 
District. 

Restaurant 1 space per 1,000 sq. ft. LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)(3).  Exception for Downtown Business 
District. 

Health Club 1 space per 1,000 sq. ft. LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)(3).  Exception for Downtown Business 
District. 

Event Facility 1 space per 10 seats LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)(1).  Exception for Downtown Business 
District. 

Office 1 space per 1,000 sq. ft. LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)(3).  Exception for Downtown Business 
District. 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group, based on the Los Angeles Municipal Code (2006) 

(ii)  CRA/LA Parking Policies 

The CRA/LA is currently reviewing parking policies applicable to office uses in the 
Downtown Business District and peripheral parking.  While not in the Municipal Code, the 
CRA/LA has a policy for office buildings in an area defined as the Traffic Impact Zone 
(Broadway, south of the US-101 Freeway, east of the SR-110 Freeway and Olympic Boulevard).  
Contrasting with LAMC 12.21 A.4(i)3, which requires 1.0 parking space per 1,000 square feet of 
office use in the Downtown Business District, the CRA/LA policy requires a maximum of 0.6 
spaces per 1,000 square feet of office use to be provided on-site and the remaining 0.4 spaces per 
1,000 square feet to be provided in an off-site location in one of three designated “peripheral 
parking” zones on the edge of downtown.  The CRA/LA Peripheral Parking Policy was adopted 
in the late nineteen-eighties, but has rarely been applied because there has been virtually no 
office buildings built in downtown Los Angeles since it was adopted.  The CRA/LA is currently 
conducting a comprehensive study of parking in the downtown area to review parking needs, 
parking supply, and parking management.  The results and any resulting policy changes are 
unlikely to be completed in the timeframe of this EIR.  However, the CRA/LA has stated that it 
is committed to revisiting and rescinding the Peripheral Parking Policy in its present form.  No 
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further details are available at this time, but the most likely change is to eliminate the 
requirement for 0.4 spaces in a designated off-site peripheral parking zone.  It is unknown if 
other off-site alternatives for 0.4 spaces per 1,000 square feet would be introduced, or if the 
requirement for 0.4 spaces per 1,000 square feet to be located off-site would be changed.   

The traffic study assumes that the overall code requirement would continue to be 1.0 
space per 1,000 square feet of office use, as per the LAMC, and that there would no longer be a 
requirement for 0.4 spaces per 1,000 square feet to be provided off-site, or that parking in off-site 
spaces in designated peripheral parking zones would no longer be required.  

(c)  Advisory Agency Policy for Residential Condominiums 

The City Planning Department Deputy Advisory Agency (Advisory Agency) has issued a 
Residential Parking Policy for Division of Land – No AA 2000-1 (May, 2000), identifying a 
standard of two parking spaces per dwelling unit and 0.25 space for guest parking in non-parking 
congested areas, for condominium projects.  As the Project is located in a non-parking congested 
area, is very close to many bus transit lines and DASH service, and includes two portals to the 
Civic Center (at First Street and Hill Street on Parcel W-2, and at the Court of Flags on the 
existing Civic Center Mall), and is within walking distance of thousands of jobs in the 
downtown, many trips can be made by transit and walking.  Thus, there is less of a need for a car 
in a downtown environment (a major attraction to people purchasing residential units in the 
downtown), and would have less of a need for parking spaces.  While the Advisory Agency 
policy may be appropriate in other more suburban parts of the City (for which it was developed), 
it is far less appropriate in the Central City downtown area.  However, the parking analysis in the 
Draft EIR addresses parking needs for the residential uses both under the LAMC and under the 
Deputy Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 Residential Policy.  

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

(1)  Construction Impacts 

Based on factors in the “CEQA Thresholds Guide”, City of Los Angeles (1998), it the 
following criteria were established to determine if the Project would have a significant traffic and 
circulation impact relative to construction - if construction traffic or activities caused the 
following: 

• Substantial delays and disruption of existing traffic and pedestrian flow; and  

• Temporary relocation of existing bus stops to more than one-quarter mile from their 
existing stops. 
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(2)  Operational Impacts 

(a)  Intersection Capacity  

Under the LADOT published traffic study guidelines, an intersection would be 
significantly impacted with an increase in V/C ratio equal to or greater than 0.04 for intersections 
operating at LOS C; an increase in V/C ratio equal to or greater than 0.02 for intersections 
operating at LOS D; and V/C ratio equal to or greater than 0.01 for intersections operating at 
LOS E or F, after the addition of related projects, ambient growth, and Project traffic.  
Intersections operating at LOS A or B after the addition of Project traffic are not considered 
significantly impacted regardless of the increase in V/C ratio.  The following summarizes the 
impact criteria: 

 

With Project Traffic 
LOS Final V/C Ratio 

Project-related Increase in 
V/C Ratio 

C >0.700 to 0.800 Equal to or greater than 0.040 

D >0.800 to 0.900 Equal to or greater than 0.020 

E, F >0.900 Equal to or greater than 0.010 

(b)  Access 

A project would have a significant driveway access impact based on the following 
criteria:   

• Intersections at the primary site access locations would operate at LOS F during the 
A.M. or P.M. peak hours; and 

• The design features or physical configurations of the Project would affect the 
visibility of pedestrians and bicyclists to drivers entering and exiting the site, and the 
visibility of cars to pedestrians and bicyclists so as to create a hazardous condition. 

(c)  Countywide Congestion Management Plan Regional Highways 

Under the Countywide Congestion Management Plan (CMP), a significant traffic impact 
would occur if a project increases the demand to capacity ratio (D/C) of a freeway segment of  2 
percent or more (D/C ratio increase greater than or equal to 0.02), which causes or worsens LOS 
F conditions.  
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(d)  CMP Transit 

Based on the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, a significant impact would 
occur if projected transit riders substantially exceed available transit capacity.   

(e)  Parking 

Based on the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, the following criteria are 
established to determine if any project parking impacts would be significant: 

• The Project would be inconsistent with adopted codes, plans or policies; 

• The Project would provide substantially less parking than needed, based on estimated 
demand; and 

• The Project would result in a substantial permanent loss of on-street parking. 

c.  Analysis of Project Impacts 

(1)  Design Features 

(a)  Civic Park 

The Project would create a revitalized Civic Park within the Los Angeles County Civic 
Mall and adjacent block located between Grand Avenue and Spring Street.  The Project would 
also implement changes to the County Mall garage ramps, mid-block crosswalks, and land uses 
that may affect auto access and circulation. 

(i)  County Mall Garage Ramps to Grand Avenue 

The ramps to and from the County Mall parking garage on Grand Avenue would be re-
configured.  The County Mall garage is a two-level garage located under the Civic Mall between 
Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  The garage is currently a permit-only garage for the County, with 
no access for the public (except on some evenings and weekends when it serves as additional 
parking for the Los Angeles Music Center).  Currently, the ramps are configured perpendicular 
to Grand Avenue, with the south ramp for entering traffic and the north ramp for exiting traffic.  
Left turns are allowed both in and out of these ramps, except in the P.M. peak hour when left 
turns out are prohibited.  In order to improve pedestrian access and use of the Civic Park, the 
Project would reconfigure both ramps to be slip ramps parallel to Grand Avenue.  Left turns 
would no longer possible and all movements would be right-in and right-out-only.  The turning 
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restrictions would affect existing inbound left-turning traffic during both A.M. and P.M. peak 
periods.  Peak hour A.M. and P.M. existing inbound traffic would have to enter the garage by 
southbound Hill Street, and existing exiting left-turning traffic in the A.M. peak hour would have 
to exit by southbound Hill Street instead.  (Access/egress is limited to right turns only due to the 
median in this portion of Hill Street.)  

The Project also proposes to replace the upper sections of the helical ramps to the  garage 
on Hill Street with a similar configuration of slip ramps, configured parallel to the street rather 
than their current configuration perpendicular to the street, thereby improving pedestrian access 
to Civic Park.  These entrance and exit ramps are currently, and would remain, right-in and right-
out-only.  Therefore, traffic circulation would be unaffected. 

(ii)  Mid-Block Crosswalks    

In order to improve pedestrian circulation along the Civic Park, the Project would install 
new mid-block crosswalks on Hill Street, Broadway and Spring Street.  Signalized crosswalks 
already exist in these locations but they would be upgraded as part of the Project.   

(iii)  New Buildings/Land Uses 

The Project would not introduce any substantial new buildings or land uses into the Civic 
Center Mall.  A Starbucks coffee shop, currently located in the park between Grand Avenue and 
Hill Street, would potentially be replaced by some new small pavilions or kiosks associated with 
retail sales.  With the exception of up to10,000 square feet of restaurant space, there would be no 
new buildings that would be independent generators of new vehicle trips to the area.   

(iv)  Anticipated Civic Park Use 

The anticipated range and types of activities in the Civic Park are as follows.  

Typical Day-to Day Activity 

Typically, day to day use of the park would take place by people already in the 
downtown area, namely, residents of the Bunker Hill area, employees in the Civic Center and 
Bunker Hill areas, and visitors to such Civic Center and Bunker Hill uses as the County 
Administration and Court Buildings, Los Angeles City Hall, the Cathedral, the Music Center, the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Museum of Contemporary Art.  Such day-to-day uses would 
include people walking and strolling in the park, enjoying the gardens, and lunching in the park, 
as well as activities focused on the local population – such as convenient seating (for reading 
areas and with Wi-Fi access), food kiosks, board and lawn games, and the like.  In addition to 
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these typical users, there may be users of the Park who would not be in the downtown area for 
some other reason or activity.   

Weekly, Periodic and Seasonal Events 

The Project also anticipates the programming of regular weekly, periodic, or seasonal 
events in the Park.  These could include a wide variety of events such as book fairs, arts/antiques 
fairs, and concerts.  These events would most typically occur at lunchtime (most likely targeted 
to the local downtown population), evenings (usually starting between 7pm and 8pm) and on 
weekends.   

Annual Events, Festivals and Holiday Events 

These types of special events that would be programmed in the Civic Park would occur 
on an irregular basis, and would typically occur on public holidays, at weekends, or in the 
evenings, i.e. outside the peak hours – when traffic volumes are much lower then during peak 
hours.    

(b)  Grand Avenue Streetscape 

The Project includes a Streetscape Program for Grand Avenue between Cesar E. Chavez 
Avenue on the north and Fifth Street on the south.  These improvements are intended to improve 
the quality of the pedestrian experience along Grand Avenue and to enhance the perception of 
Grand Avenue as a memorable urban thoroughfare.  Such improvements could include wider 
sidewalks where feasible, enhanced street lighting and signage, benches and bus shelters, new 
street trees, and other ornamental plantings.  However, such street improvements are not 
intended to decrease existing street or vehicular capacity.  Existing on-street parking would also 
be retained where feasible.  Therefore, streetscape improvements are not expected to have any 
significant impact on traffic circulation in the area. 

(c)  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2  

(i)  Scope of Development 

The proposed comprised two development options.  Projected land uses on the five 
parcels consist of a combination of residential, retail, office, and hotel uses.   
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Project with County Office Building Option 

Total development proposed for the five parcels consists of up to 2,060 residential units, 
20 percent of which (up to 412 units) would be provided as affordable housing; up to 275 hotel 
rooms; up to 449,000 square feet of retail space; and up to 681,000 square feet of government 
office space.  The office space would potentially provide new space for the County 
administration functions currently housed in the Hall of Administration (HOA).  (The EIR 
analysis assumes the current HOA would be back-filled so no traffic adjustments were made for 
the existing HOA).  This Project Option would provide approximately 5,035 parking spaces.  All 
proposed parking would be provided in podium and subterranean parking structures.   

The Conceptual Plan for the five development parcels is shown in Section II, Figure 9, of 
this Draft EIR. 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

This option would be essentially the same as the Project with County Office Building 
Option, except that the office building on Parcels W-1/W-2 would be replaced with additional 
housing (600 units, of which 20 percent or 120 would be affordable housing).  Total housing 
proposed for the five parcels for this Project Option would comprise 2,660 residential units, 20 
percent of which (up to 532 units) would be provided as affordable housing.  The remainder of 
the Project would be the same as the other option, with up to 275 hotel rooms and up to 449,000 
square feet of retail space.  This Project Option would provide approximately 5,255 parking 
spaces.  All proposed parking would be provided in podium and subterranean parking structures.   

Land Use Equivalency Program 

The proposed land use development summary is conceptual.  In order to fully respond to 
the future needs and demands of the Southern California economy, the Project includes an 
Equivalency Program that would allow the composition of on-site development to be modified to 
respond to future needs in a manner that does not increase the Project’s impacts on the 
environment.  The Equivalency Program would provide flexibility for modifications to land uses 
and square footages within the five parcels.  Within this framework, land uses can be exchanged 
for certain other permitted land uses so long as the limitations of the Equivalency Program are 
satisfied and no additional environmental impacts occur.  All permitted land use increases can be 
exchanged for corresponding decreases of other land uses under the proposed Equivalency 
Program.  In the context of traffic circulation and impacts, the Equivalency Program relates to 
the overall number of trips generated by the Project, and allows land use exchanges as long as 
the total number of peak hour trips generated would not exceed the totals identified in this study.  
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(ii)  Transportation Objectives  

The proposed transportation objectives of the Project reflect the location of the five 
development parcels in downtown Los Angeles.  It is expected that the Project would have lower 
levels of car usage, lower vehicle trip rates, and much higher levels of transit usage and walking, 
than in more conventional and suburban locations, and that a considerable number of transit and 
walking trips would be expected to replace conventional auto trips, because of the following 
features: 

• The urban nature of the Project, in densely developed downtown Los Angeles; 

• The close proximity of the Project to the highest levels of rail and bus transit service 
in Los Angeles; and 

• The proximity of the Project within walking distance of many other destinations in 
downtown including office towers and the Civic Center (work destinations), the 
Music Center, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and restaurants (cultural and 
entertainment destinations), and residential towers (customer base for the retail 
commercial uses). 

The transportation philosophy of the Project is to capitalize on the mixed-use nature of 
the Project itself, as well as its location downtown and to:  

• Encourage and support transit use; 

• Provide convenient access to transit; 

• Create and enhance a walkable environment in the Bunker Hill/Civic Center area of 
downtown; and 

• Provide convenient and attractive pedestrian connections. 

(iii)  Project Parking 

Project with County Office Building Option 

This Project Option proposes a total of up to approximately 5,035 on-site parking spaces 
to serve both the residential and commercial components of the Project.  All proposed parking 
would be provided in podium and subterranean parking structures.  The parking would be 
approximately distributed among the parcels as follows: 
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Parcel 

Residential 
Parking 
Supply 

Commercial 
Parking 
Supply 

Total 
Parking 
Supply 

Parcel Q 755 755 1,510 
Parcel W-1/W-2: 1,070 885 1,955 
Parcel L and M-2 1,280 290 1,570
Total: 3,105 1,930 5,035 
    

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

This Project Option proposes a total of up to approximately 5,255 on-site parking spaces 
to serve both residential and commercial components of the Project.  All proposed parking would 
be provided in podium and subterranean parking structures.  The parking would be 
approximately distributed among the parcels as follows: 

Parcel Residential 
Parking 
Supply 

Commercial 
Parking 
Supply 

Total 
Parking 
Supply 

Parcel Q 755 755 1,510 
Parcel W-1/W-2: 1,971 204 2,175 
Parcel L and M-2 1,280 290 1,570
Total: 4,006 1,249 5,255 

 

(iv)  Project Access and Driveways  

A parking garage would be located on each of the five development parcels.  The location 
of parking structure driveways is shown in Figure 17 on page 250.  The parking supply will 
include two general types of parking – residential parking and commercial parking.  The 
residential parking will be dedicated to the residential uses only and will be physically separate 
from the commercial parking.  The commercial parking will generally be accessible to all 
commercial users (except for any valet areas and certain areas reserved for hotel use on Parcel Q.  
Project access and driveway locations will be the same for both the Project with County Office 
Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential Development Option. 

Parcel Q Access 

This parcel will comprise local and destination retail/commercial uses, the 275-room 
hotel, and residential uses.  The hotel and some of the condominium units will be in one tower on 
the southwest corner of the block, with the remaining residential units (condominiums and 
affordable rental/apartment units) in a second tower on the northeast corner of the block.   

Parcel Q would have no driveway access to or from Grand Avenue, and under the 
Conceptual Plan, would provide a curb drop-off area (in a curb pull-out) on Grand Avenue, at 
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mid block, starting just north of the Hotel entrance.  The main public garage access to Parcel Q 
would be located on Olive Street, mid-block between First and Second Streets.  Due to the lack 
of sufficient distance between First and Second Streets to accommodate a new signal, the Olive 
Street driveway would be unsignalized.  All movements except for left-turns would out of the 
Project.  Left turns would not be possible due to the configuration and extent of the double 
northbound left turn lanes on Olive Street.  The Olive Street driveway would serve the 
retail/commercial components of the Project.  

A secondary garage access would be located on Lower Grand Avenue, generally opposite 
the entrance to the Walt Disney Concert Hall garage.  This driveway would serve as a secondary 
exit point (only) for the retail/commercial components of the Project.  No public entrance to the 
retail/commercial uses would be available by this driveway.  A private entrance and exit 
driveway for the residential component of the Project would be located immediately adjacent to 
the Lower Grand Avenue exit driveway. 

Driveways to the public garage would also be provided on First and Second Streets.  The 
First Street driveway, which would be located midway between Grand Avenue and Olive Street, 
would be right-in and right-out only.  This driveway would provide access/egress to a valet 
parking area on the mezzanine level of the Parcel Q development.  The valet area may be used 
by visitors to the retail and commercial components of the Project, as well as by residents 
(condominiums and affordable units) of the second residential tower at the corner of First Street 
and Olive Street.  Cars that have been dropped at the hotel valet zone on Grand Avenue would be 
brought into the garage by this driveway.   

Two driveways would be provided on Second Street.  A mid-block driveway between 
Grand Avenue and Olive Street would provide full movement access exclusively for residents of 
the hotel tower condominiums.  A second driveway would be located on Second Street between 
the residential driveway and Grand Avenue.  The second driveway would be an exit right turn 
out only, and would only be used to return valet cars to the hotel curb on Grand Avenue. All 
truck and service vehicle access for Parcel Q would be by Lower Grand Avenue where the truck 
loading docks would be located to the north of the garage driveway. 

Parcels W-1/W-2 Access 

Parcels W-1/W-2 would include a smaller amount of retail commercial uses than Parcel 
Q and under the Conceptual Plan, a residential tower and an office tower (for the Project with 
County Office Building Option).  A public garage would be accessed by a main entrance 
driveway on Hill Street, mid-block between First and Second Streets.  Due to the lack of 
sufficient distance between First and Second Streets to accommodate a new signal, the Hill 
Street driveway would be unsignalized.  This driveway would allow all turns except left turns 
out, since the traffic volumes on Hill Street would preclude convenient left turns.  This entrance 
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would provide access to parking for both the County office building (or residential building) and 
the retail/commercial uses. 

A secondary public garage entrance would be provided on Olive Street, mid-block 
between First and Second Streets, opposite the entrance to the Parcel Q garage.  The Olive Street 
driveway would provide access to the retail commercial parking, the office parking, and the 
residential parking.  This driveway would be unsignalized and, because the configuration of 
Olive Street with northbound double left turn lanes, a southbound left-turn would be precluded. 
As such, the Olive Street driveway would be a right turn-in/right turn-out-only driveway. 

A third driveway, located on Second Street about mid-block between Olive Street and 
Hill Street, would provide exclusive access to residential parking and, possibly, to an internal 
valet/drop-off area within the garage.  This access would be a right-in/right-out only driveway as 
Second Street is one-way westbound on this block.  The truck loading docks would be located 
off Hill Street and all truck and service vehicle access for Parcels W-1/W-2 would be by the Hill 
Street driveway.  For the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, access/egress 
points would be the same, with all driveways providing access/egress for the two residential 
towers. 

Parcels L and M-2 Access 

Parcels L and M-2 would comprise retail commercial uses and, and under the Conceptual 
Plan, two residential towers, built on a platform extending over General Thaddeus Kosciuszko 
Way.  In keeping with other buildings along Grand Avenue between First Street and Fifth Street, 
no vehicular access would be provided to or from Grand Avenue.  Access to Parcels L and M-2 
would be provided by an unsignalized full movement driveway on Second Street, mid-way 
between Grand Avenue and Hope Street.  The Second Street driveway would provide access to 
public parking and to private residential parking.   

Two driveways, one to Parcel L and one to Parcel M-2, for exclusive residential use 
would also be provided on General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way midway between Hope Street and 
Lower Grand Avenue.  The Kosciuszko Way driveways would be unsignalized full movement 
driveways.  All truck and service vehicle access for Parcels L and M-2 would be by Lower 
Grand Avenue where the truck loading docks would be located. 

(d)  Future Base Transportation System Improvements 

Transportation system improvements that would occur prior to the completion year of the 
Proposed Project (2015) were considered for inclusion in the analysis of future transportation 
conditions.  The following such improvements were identified.  
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(i)  Upper Second Street Connection between Olive Street and Grand Avenue 

Upper Second Street currently exists only between Hill Street and Olive Street (one-way 
westbound) and between Grand Avenue and Hope Street (two-way).  A recently approved 
CRA/LA project calls for constructing the missing link between Olive Street and Grand Avenue, 
so that Second Street would connect all the way across Bunker Hill as a local roadway.  This 
new street connection, which is funded and programmed for completion in the next few years, 
would improve local circulation on Bunker Hill and improve local access to buildings in the area.  
The future traffic forecasts, therefore, assume the construction of this improvement in both the 
Future Without Project and Future With Project scenarios.   

(ii)  Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension 

MTA is constructing a light rail line connecting Union Station in downtown Los Angeles 
to communities in East Los Angeles.  The approximately six-mile line with eight new stations, 
would extend the existing Gold Line service (Pasadena to Union Station), and would follow an 
alignment south from Union Station over the US-101 Freeway, south on Alameda Street and 
then east on First Street over the Los Angeles River, and through the communities of Boyle 
Heights and East Los Angeles to terminate near the intersection of Pomona and Atlantic 
Boulevards.  It is projected to open for service in 2009.   

(iii)  Metro Mid-City/Exposition Light Rail Transit Project 

MTA proposes to construct this approximately ten-mile project to connect downtown Los 
Angeles with Culver City by the Metro-owned Exposition right-of-way.  This light rail line 
would start at the Seventh Street/Metro station in downtown, and run south along Flower Street, 
west on Exposition Boulevard and then in the Exposition right-of-way to Culver City, with eight 
to nine new stations.  MTA hopes to complete this line by 2010.  In order to provide a 
conservative analysis, these two rail transit projects were not included in the traffic forecasting 
process, and no reductions in downtown street traffic were assumed in the future traffic forecasts 
because of these two future projects. 

(2)  Project Impacts  

(a)  Construction Impacts 

The overall Project would be built in a number of phases, and construction would occur 
on a block-by-block basis.  It is anticipated that the Parcel Q development would be constructed 
first, followed by Parcel L and M-2, and finally Parcel W-1/W-2, and that the construction period 
for each block would be approximately three years.  However, it should be noted that the Project 
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may experience a possible overlap in construction phases.  This overlap would not be more than 
one year in duration, with the last year of one phase overlapping with the first year of the next 
phase.  This overlap would not result in more impacts than those caused at the peak of 
construction (the second year of total construction) due to the less intensive nature of activities at 
the beginning and end of each phase.  During construction, off-site activity would typically 
involve the arrival and departure of construction trucks removing material/debris from 
demolition and excavation at the site and delivering construction materials to the site, and 
construction workers arriving and departing the site.   

(i)  Impacts of Construction Truck Activity 

Depending on the exact nature of construction activity (e.g. demolition/excavation, 
concrete pouring, or deliveries), truck traffic would be expected to be distributed evenly across 
the workday, with most truck trips occurring during off-peak traffic hours.  During certain 
activities, such as excavation, truck traffic would be expected to be heavier during the first half 
of the workday, with some trucks arriving prior to the start of the workday, i.e. before the A.M. 
peak hour, while some truck trips could also occur during the A.M. peak hour.  Truck trips would 
typically not occur after the end of the construction workday (3:00 P.M. or 4:00 P.M.).  Therefore, 
few truck trips would occur during the P.M. peak hour. 

Most construction truck traffic would be freeway-oriented and use the Hollywood and 
Harbor Freeways, which are only two-three blocks from the Project site.  The likely routes 
to/from these freeways would be by Grand Avenue and Hope Street to/from the Hollywood 
Freeway and by Third Street and Fourth Street/Lower Grand Avenue to/from the Harbor 
Freeway. 

The number of truck trips would vary throughout the construction period, with the 
highest levels of truck activity occurring in the early stages of construction (for example, during 
excavation).  Precise numbers of truck trips are, therefore, not known at this early stage of 
Project planning.  However, estimates of truck activity indicate that, for at least about half of the 
construction period, the number of truck trips would be less than 40 trips per day.  For much of 
the remainder of the construction period the number of truck trips would be in the range of 40 to 
120 trips per day.  Because of the low volume of trips and the fact that truck trips would 
generally occur outside the peak hours, the impact of truck trips during these periods is not 
expected to be significant. 

The highest periods of truck activity would be in the initial six to eight months of 
construction for each block, when haul trucks would carry excavated material from the site.  
During those periods it is estimated there may be from 130 trucks a day to a peak of 300 trucks a 
day.  Because some of these trips would occur in the A.M. peak hour, they could cause but 
significant, short-term traffic impacts. 
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(ii)  Impacts of Construction Worker Trips 

The number of construction workers would also vary throughout the construction period.  
Typically approximately 250 workers would be expected on site, although the number of 
workers could peak at about 600 workers at certain times.  Generally, the construction workers 
would be expected to arrive and depart the site outside of the normal peak hours (i.e., during off-
peak hours).  Workers would typically arrive before 7:00 A.M. and depart around 3:00 or 3:30 
P.M. The impact of construction worker trips on the A.M. peak hour and P.M. peak hour traffic is 
therefore expected to be negligible. 

(iii)  Impacts of Temporary Street Configuration Modifications 

It is not expected that complete closures of any streets would be required during 
construction, although they could occur due to unforeseen circumstances, in which case, they 
would cause temporary significant impacts.   It is, however, expected that a need for certain 
temporary traffic lane closures on streets adjacent to the Project site would occur, although the 
specific location and duration of such closures is unknown at this time.    It is expected that, at 
most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb may need to be closed at certain locations 
for certain periods of time.    Such lane closures could occur for periods of up to 4-6 months, or 
up to approximately 18 to 24 months, depending on the stage of construction.  Although 
temporary in nature, such closures could cause significant traffic impacts during these periods of 
time.  

   

(iv)  Impacts on Sidewalks and Pedestrian Circulation 

In certain cases, it may be necessary to close sidewalks for either short or extended 
periods of time.  Because the street system in the area of the Project is a fully developed street 
grid with sidewalks on both sides of all streets, convenient alternate pedestrian routes would be 
available simply by using the sidewalk on the other side of the street.  While the use of these 
alternative routes may lead to some inconveniences to pedestrians, due to slightly longer walk 
distances in some cases, it is not expected such increases would be significant. Therefore, it is 
concluded that no significant impacts on pedestrian circulation during construction of the Project 
would occur. 

(v)  Impact on Other/Adjacent Uses 

The Project would completely redevelop each of the three development blocks so that no 
existing uses would remain on the development sites.  There, no construction impacts to any 
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remaining existing site uses would occur.  The Project does not anticipate the closure or 
modification of any driveways to adjacent projects.  Access and circulation to existing uses on 
adjacent blocks would not be affected and no significant construction impacts would occur. 

(vi)  Impact of Reconstructing Civic Park Garage Ramps  

The reconfiguration of the ramps to/from the Civic Park parking garage on Grand 
Avenue would require the ramps to be shut down for a period of time during the reconstruction.  
During that time, traffic would have to enter and exit the Civic Park garage by way of the Hill 
Street ramps, or by way of the Music Center garage, which connects to the Civic Park garage 
under Grand Avenue. 

Similarly, the reconfiguration of the upper sections of the helical ramps to the garage on 
Hill Street would also require parking structure ramps to be shut down for a period of time 
during the reconstruction.  During that time, traffic would have to enter and exit the Civic Park 
garage by the Grand Avenue ramps or the Music Center Garage. 

It would be important, therefore, that these two improvements are constructed separately 
and at different times, so that entry/exit is maintained to the Civic Park garage at all times. 

The diversion of traffic to alternate garage entrances would only affect streets in the 
immediate vicinity of the Civic Park block, but could potentially create short-term significant 
traffic impacts. 

(vii)  Impacts on Transit Stops 

Construction of the Project may require the temporary relocation of up to five bus stops.  
The construction of Parcel Q could require the relocation of the bus stop on eastbound First 
Street between Grand Avenue and Olive Street.  This bus stop could be relocated within one or 
two blocks on First Street.  

The construction of Parcel L and M-2 could require the relocation of the bus stop on 
southbound Grand Avenue just south of Second Street.  This bus stop could be relocated within 
one or two blocks on Grand Avenue.  

The construction of Parcel W-1/W-2 could require the relocation of the two bus stops on 
northbound Olive Street between Second and First Streets, and the southbound bus stop on Hill 
Street between First and Second Streets.  These bus stops could be relocated within one or two 
blocks on Olive or Hill Streets.  
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Because all of these bus stops could be temporarily relocated within one-quarter mile of 
the original stop location, there would be no significant impacts on bus stop locations due to 
Project construction. 

(viii)  Impacts of Construction Worker Parking  

The number of construction workers would vary throughout the construction period.  It is 
estimated that typically on the order of 250 construction workers would be on-site daily, with a 
peak maximum of about 600 workers.  Because of the downtown area is served by major 
regional transit lines, some construction workers may use transit.  Construction workers who 
choose to drive to work will need to park at or near the Project site.  It is unlikely that onsite 
parking will be provided for construction workers during the construction period, so they would 
need to park elsewhere.   

The developer proposes to enter into some form of temporary arrangement with parking 
garages in the area of the Project, or with surface lot operators elsewhere in downtown or its 
periphery, to provide a sufficient supply of off-street spaces for the construction workers during 
Project construction, and to require all construction workers to use these designated parking 
spaces.  With the implementation of this program, there would be no significant parking impacts 
due to construction worker parking.   

(b)  Operational Impacts 

(i)  Intersection Capacity 

Related Projects 

The related projects would generate a total of about 21,330 vehicle trips in the A.M. peak 
hour, consisting of approximately 12,000 inbound trips to the downtown area and 9,300 
outbound from the downtown area.  Related projects would generate approximately 28,190 
vehicle trips in the P.M. peak hour, consisting of approximately 13,300 inbound and 14,900 
outbound trips.  It should be noted that because of the large geographic distribution of these 
projects, that not all of these trips would traverse the study intersections.   

Future Without Project Intersection Level of Service  

Future intersection service levels, without the Project, include conditions generated by 
the related projects and ambient growth that would occur in 2015 if the Project were not 
constructed.  The future without Project peak hour traffic volumes for the A.M. and P.M. peak 
hours are illustrated in Figures 3-2 and 3-3, respectively, within Appendix B of the Draft EIR.  
Table 16 on page 259, presents the 2015 intersection levels of service, without the Project, at the  



IV.B. Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 258 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

32 study intersections.  As shown in Table 16, while traffic conditions would worsen in the 
future due to the additional traffic growth, the majority of intersections would continue to 
operate at LOS C or better during future peak hours, with the exception of the following eleven 
intersections that would operate at LOS D or E in the A.M. and/or P.M. peak hours.  Of these, 
seven intersections would be impacted during the A.M. peak hour and ten intersections would be 
impacted during the P.M. peak hour.   

• Intersection No. 1:  Figueroa Street / Third Street (LOS D in the A.M. Peak Hour and 
LOS E in the P.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 5:  Hope Street / Temple Street (US-101 On & Off Ramps)(LOS E in 
the A.M. Peak Hour and LOS E in the P.M. Peak Hour).Intersection No. 6:  Hope 
Street / First Street (LOS E in the A.M. Peak Hour).Intersection No. 11:  Grand 
Avenue / US-101 Ramps / I-110 Ramps (LOS E in the A.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 12:  Grand Avenue / Temple Street (LOS E in the A.M. Peak Hour 
and LOS D in the P.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 13:  Grand Avenue / First Street (LOS D in the P.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 19:  Olive Street / Fifth Street (LOS D in the P.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 21:  Hill Street / Temple Street (LOS E in the P.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 22:  Hill Street / First Street (LOS F in the P.M. Peak Hour). 

• Intersection No. 24:  Hill Street / Third Street (LOS E in the A.M. and P.M. Peak 
Hours). 

• Intersection No. 27:  Broadway / Temple Street (LOS D in the A.M. and P.M. Peak 
Hours). 

• Intersection No. 28:  Broadway / First Street (LOS D in the A.M. and P.M. Peak 
Hours). 
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Table 16 
 

Cumulative Base Without Project Intersection Service Levels 
 

A.M. Peak P.M. Peak 
Existing 

Conditions 
Future Without 

Project Conditions 
Existing 

Conditions 
Future Without 

Project Conditions 
No. Intersection V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS 

1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.674 B 0.826 D 0.800 C 0.957 E 

2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.382 A 0.481 A 0.627 B 0.771 C 

3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.483 A 0.620 B 0.480 A 0.648 B 

4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.346 A 0.397 A 0.341 A 0.402 A 

5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps 0.750 C 0.885 D 0.811 D 0.948 E 

6 Hope St. / First St. 0.792 C 0.925 E 0.601 B 0.728 C 

7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.360 A 0.420 A 0.702 C 0.776 C 

8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.571 A 0.670 B 0.380 A 0.532 A 

9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.373 A 0.437 A 0.391 A 0.507 A 

10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.421 A 0.524 A 0.348 A 0.491 A 

11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 Ramps 0.525 A 0.677 B 0.790 C 0.970 E 

12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.758 C 0.906 E 0.699 B 0.827 D 

13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.607 B 0.787 C 0.687 B 0.825 D 

14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.404 A 0.536 A 0.294 A 0.502 A 

15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.353 A 0.485 A 0.445 A 0.547 A 

16 Olive St. / First St. 0.419 A 0.515 A 0.542 A 0.616 B 

17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.299 A 0.279 A 0.364 A 0.384 A 

18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.299 A 0.405 A 0.489 A 0.641 B 

19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.489 A 0.615 B 0.612 B 0.744 C 

20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.309 A 0.395 A 0.371 A 0.483 A 
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A.M. Peak P.M. Peak 
Existing 

Conditions 
Future Without 

Project Conditions 
Existing 

Conditions 
Future Without 

Project Conditions 
No. Intersection V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS 

21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.645 B 0.743 C 0.785 C 0.918 E 

22 Hill St. / First St. 0.595 A 0.730 C 0.717 C 0.879 D 

23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.624 B 0.723 C 0.541 A 0.649 B 

24 Hill St. / Third St. 0.718 C 0.937 E 0.727 C 0.961 E 

25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.402 A 0.516 A 0.483 A 0.670 B 

26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.359 A 0.457 A 0.425 A 0.586 A 

27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.672 B 0.845 D 0.643 B 0.828 D 

28 Broadway / First St. 0.615 B 0.806 D 0.630 B 0.828 D 

29 Broadway / Second St. 0.493 A 0.598 A 0.547 A 0.705 C 

30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.348 A 0.471 A 0.440 A 0.619 B 

31 Spring St. / First St. 0.411 A 0.582 A 0.353 A 0.572 A 

32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.466 A 0.600 A 0.296 A 0.501 A 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Project Traffic 

Project with County Office Building Option 

Table 17 on page 262 shows the total trips that would be generated by each development 
parcel, according to land use.  As shown in Table 17, the five development parcels would 
generate a total of approximately about 1,551 vehicle trips in the A.M. peak hour, of which 919 
would be inbound to the Project, and 632 would be outbound trips.  In the P.M. peak hour the 
Project would generate a total of about 2,464 vehicle trips, of which 1,120 would be inbound to 
the Project and 1,344 trips would be outbound from the Project.  In the A.M. peak hour, Parcel Q 
would generate 416 vehicle trips, Parcel W-1/W-2 would generate 872 trips, and Parcel L and 
M-2 would generate 263 trips.  In the P.M. peak hour, Parcel Q would generate 984 vehicle trips, 
Parcel W-1/W-2 would generate 986 trips, and Parcel L and M-2 would generate 494 trips.  

According to the breakdown of trips by land use in the overall Project.  In the A.M. peak 
hour, about 499 trips would be generated by residential uses, 97 trips by the hotel, 298 trips by 
the commercial uses, and 657 trips by the office uses.  In the P.M. peak hour, about 542 trips 
would be generated by residential uses, 110 trips by the hotel, 1,202 trips by the commercial 
uses, and 610 trips by the County office use.  The Project with County Office Building Option’s 
estimated A.M. and P.M. peak hour traffic volumes are illustrated in Figures 4-9 through 4-12 in 
the Mobility Group Traffic Study (Appendix B of this Draft EIR).   

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

This Project Option would generate fewer trips, and would generate a total of about 1,019 
vehicle trips in the A.M. peak hour, of which 359 would be inbound to the Project, and 660 would 
be outbound trips.  In the P.M. peak hour the Project would generate a total of about 2,003 vehicle 
trips, of which 1,121 would be inbound to the project and 882 trips would be outbound from the 
Project. 

Table 18 on page 264 shows the total trips that would be generated by each development 
parcel.  These would be the same as for the Office Option for Parcels Q and L and M-2 and 
would only differ for Parcel W-1/W-2, which would generate 340 trips in the A.M. peak hour, 
and 525 trips, in the P.M. peak hour.  Table 18 also shows the breakdown of trips by land use in 
the overall Project.  In the A.M. peak hour, approximately 624 trips would be generated by 
residential uses, 97 trips by the hotel, and 298 trips by the commercial uses.  In the P.M. peak 
hour, approximately 691 trips would be generated by residential uses, 110 trips by the hotel, and 
1,202 trips by the commercial uses.   
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Table 17 
 

Project with County Office Building Option 
Estimated Trip Generation 

 
A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Project Component Quantity Units In Out Total In Out Total 
A.  By Parcel         
Parcel Q         

Condominiums 400 D.U 21 89 110 71 44 115 
Apartments 100 D.U 4 13 17 12 8 20 
Subtotal Residential   25 102 127 83 52 135 
          
Hotel 225 Rooms 59 38 97 58 52 110 
          
Supermarket 53,000 S.F 54 34 88 123 118 241 
Retail 97,750 S.F 41 26 67 128 139 267 
Restaurant 42,000 S.F 8 8 16 99 49 148 
Event Facility 24,000 S.F 0 0 0 11 3 14 
Health Club 250 Seats 9 12 21 36 33 69 
Subtotal Commercial   112 80 192 397 342 739 
          
Subtotal   196 220 416 538 446 984 

          
Parcel W-1 / W-2         

Condominiums 568 D.U 28 119 147 98 60 158 
Apartments 142 D.U 6 18 24 17 11 28 
Subtotal Residential   34 137 171 115 71 186 
          
Office 650,000 S.F 585 72 657 91 519 610 
Retail 54,400 S.F 25 15 40 74 81 155 
Restaurant 10,000 S.F 2 2 4 23 12 35 
Subtotal Commercial   612 89 701 188 612 800 
                
Subtotal   646 226 872 303 683 986 

          
Parcel L / M-2         

Condominiums 680 D.U 33 139 172 116 71 187 
Apartments 170 D.U 7 22 29 21 13 34 
Subtotal Residential   40 161 201 137 84 221 

          
Retail 73,100 S.F 34 22 56 106 114 220 
Restaurant 15,000 S.F 3 3 6 36 17 53 
Subtotal Commercial   37 25 62 142 131 273 
          
Subtotal   77 186 263 279 215 494 

          
          
Total All Parcels   919 632 1,551 1,120 1,344 2,464 
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A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 
Project Component Quantity Units In Out Total In Out Total 

B.  By Land Use         
Condominiums 1,648 D.U 82 348 430 285 175 460 
Apartments 412 D.U 17 52 69 50 32 82 
Subtotal Residential 2,060 D.U 99 400 499 335 207 542 
          
Hotel 275 Rooms 59 38 97 58 52 110 
          
Office 680,000 S.F 585 72 657 91 519 610 
Supermarket 53,000 S.F 54 34 88 123 118 241 
Retail 225,250 S.F 100 63 163 308 334 642 
Restaurant 67,000 S.F 13 13 26 158 78 236 
Event Facility 250 Seats 0 0 0 11 3 14 
Health Club 50,000 S.F 9 12 21 36 33 69 
Subtotal Commercial   761 194 747 710 1,065 1,812 

          
Total   919 632 1,551 1,120 1,344 2,464 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 

 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option’s estimated A.M. and P.M. 
peak hour traffic volumes are illustrated in Figures 4-13 through 4-16 in the Mobility Group 
Traffic Study (Appendix B of this Draft EIR).   

Future With Project Intersection Service Levels – Project with County 
Office Building Option 

To determine the total future intersection service levels, with the Project with County 
Office Building Option, the Project’s estimated trips are added to the future baseline condition 
without the Project according to the estimated distribution pattern.  The resulting future, with 
Project, A.M. and P.M. peak hour intersection service levels are presented in Table 19 on page 
266, and illustrated in Figure 18 on page 268.  Table 19 also compares the level of service for 
“Without Project” and “With Project” conditions, to illustrate the increase in V/C ratios at each 
intersection due to the Project.  Table 19 also indicates if the projected increase would be 
significant.  As shown in Figure 19 on page 269, the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would result in a significant traffic impact at six intersections during the 
A.M. peak hour and sixteen intersections during the P.M. peak hour.  The impacted intersections 
are listed below, with the resultant LOS in parentheses.  
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Table 18 
 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
Estimated Trip Generation 

 
A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Project Component Quantity Units In Out Total In Out Total 
A.  By Parcel          
Parcel Q         

Condominiums 400 D.U 21 89 110 71 44 115 
Apartments 100 D.U 4 13 17 12 8 20 
Subtotal Residential   25 102 127 83 52 135 
              
Hotel 275 Rooms 59 38 97 58 52 110 
              
Supermarket 53,000 S.F 54 34 88 123 118 241 
Retail 97,750 S.F 41 26 67 128 139 267 
Restaurant 42,000 S.F 8 8 16 99 49 148 
Events Facility 250 Seats 0 0 0 11 3 14 
Health Club 50,000 S.F. 9 12 21 36 33 69 
Subtotal Commercial   112 80 192 397 342 739 
                
Subtotal   196 220 416 538 446 984 

              
Parcel W-1 / W-2             

Condominiums 1,048 D.U 48 204 252 175 108 283 
Apartments 262 D.U 11 33 44 32 20 52 
Subtotal Residential   59 237 296 207 128 335 
              
Office 0 S.F 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Retail 54,400 S.F 25 15 40 74 81 155 
Restaurant 10,000 S.F 2 2 4 23 12 35 
Subtotal Commercial   27 17 44 97 93 190 
                
Subtotal   86 254 340 304 221 525 

              
Parcel L / M-2              

Condominiums 680 D.U 33 139 172 116 71 187 
Apartments 170 D.U 7 22 29 21 13 34 
Subtotal Residential   40 161 201 137 84 221 

                
Retail 73,100 S.F 34 22 56 106 114 220 
Restaurant 15,000 S.F 3 3 6 36 17 53 
Subtotal Commercial   37 25 62 142 131 273 
                
Subtotal   77 186 263 279 215 494 

              
                
Total All Parcels   359 660 1,019 1,121 882 2,003 
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A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 
Project Component Quantity Units In Out Total In Out Total 

B.  By Land Use         
Condominiums 2,128 D.U 102 432 534 362 223 585 
Apartments 532 D.U 22 68 90 65 41 106 
Subtotal Residential 2,660 D.U 124 500 624 427 264 691 
              
Hotel 275 Rooms 59 38 97 58 52 110 
              
Office 0 S.F 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Supermarket 53,000 S.F 54 34 88 123 118 241 
Retail 225,250 S.F 100 63 163 308 334 642 
Restaurant 67,000 S.F 13 13 26 158 78 236 
Event Facility 250 Seats 0 0 0 11 3 14 
Health Club 50,000 S.F 9 12 21 36 33 69 
Subtotal Commercial   176 122 298 636 566 1,202 

                
Total   359 660 1,019 1,121 882 2,003 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 

 

A.M. Peak Hour Project Traffic Impacts.  As shown in Table 19, the Project with 
Office Building Option would result in a significant traffic impact at seven intersections in the 
A.M. peak hour.  These intersections are as follows (with the resultant LOS in parentheses): 

• Grand Avenue / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Temple Street    (LOS D) 

• Broadway / Temple Street    (LOS D) 

• Hope St / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps (LOS E) 

• Hope Street / First Street    (LOS E) 

• Hill Street / Third Street     (LOS E) 

• Broadway / First Street     (LOS E) 
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Table 19 
 

Project with County Office Building Option 
Future with Project Intersection Level Of Service 

 

A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 
Future Without 

Project 
Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 

Future Without 
Project 

Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 

No. Intersection V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significa
nt Impact V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.827 D 0.837 D 0.010 No 0.965 E 0.985 E 0.020 Yes 

2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.492 A 0.005 No 0.781 C 0.795 C 0.014 No 

3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.626 B 0.632 B 0.006 No 0.650 B 0.658 B 0.008 No 

4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.398 A 0.400 A 0.002 No 0.409 A 0.413 A 0.004 No 

5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 
Ramps 0.902 E 0.921 E 0.019 Yes 0.971 E 1.015 F 0.044 Yes 

6 Hope St. / First St. 0.925 E 0.935 E 0.010 Yes 0.733 C 0.830 D 0.097 Yes 

7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.420 A 0.452 A 0.032 No 0.776 C 0.845 D 0.069 Yes 

8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.671 B 0.678 B 0.007 No 0.546 A 0.569 A 0.023 No 

9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.439 A 0.448 A 0.009 No 0.517 A 0.535 A 0.018 No 

10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.528 A 0.540 A 0.012 No 0.498 A 0.515 A 0.017 No 

11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 
Ramps 0.693 B 0.724 C 0.031 No 0.994 E 1.100 F 0.106 Yes 

12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.930 E 0.929 E -0.001 No 0.844 D 0.896 D 0.052 Yes 

13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.791 C 0.818 D 0.027 Yes 0.850 D 0.918 E 0.068 Yes 

14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.537 A 0.670 B 0.133 No 0.504 A 0.708 C 0.204 Yes 

15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.502 A 0.015 No 0.565 A 0.597 A 0.032 No 

16 Olive St. / First St. 0.531 A 0.609 B 0.078 No 0.627 B 0.801 D 0.174 Yes 

17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.283 A 0.359 A 0.076 No 0.406 A 0.583 A 0.177 No 
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A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 
Future Without 

Project 
Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 

Future Without 
Project 

Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 

No. Intersection V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significa
nt Impact V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.437 A 0.548 A 0.111 No 0.653 B 0.740 C 0.087 Yes 

19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.623 B 0.654 B 0.031 No 0.812 D 0.858 D 0.046 Yes 

20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.402 A 0.424 A 0.022 No 0.486 A 0.513 A 0.027 No 

21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.762 C 0.815 D 0.053 Yes 0.933 E 0.941 E 0.008 No 

22 Hill St. / First St. 0.744 C 0.766 C 0.022 No 0.911 E 0.947 E 0.036 Yes 

23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.765 C 0.793 C 0.028 No 0.679 B 0.845 D 0.166 Yes 

24 Hill St. / Third St. 0.968 E 0.996 E 0.028 Yes 1.018 F 1.103 F 0.085 Yes 

25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.518 A 0.542 A 0.024 No 0.760 C 0.851 D 0.091 Yes 

26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.457 A 0.466 A 0.009 No 0.586 A 0.609 B 0.023 No 

27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.858 D 0.895 D 0.037 Yes 0.834 D 0.866 D 0.032 Yes 

28 Broadway / First St. 0.824 D 0.915 E 0.091 Yes 0.841 D 0.939 E 0.098 Yes 

29 Broadway / Second St. 0.5613 B 0.616 B 0.003 No 0.748 C 0.768 C 0.020 No 

30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.474 A 0.489 A 0.015 No 0.646 B 0.678 B 0.032 No 

31 Spring St. / First St. 0.592 A 0.609 B 0.017 No 0.582 A 0.622 B 0.040 No 

32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.609 B 0.612 B 0.003 No 0.509 A 0.517 A 0.008 No 
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Three of the seven impacted intersections will continue to operate at LOS D with the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  The remaining four impacted intersections will 
operate at LOS E, although three of those (Hope St / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps, Hope Street / 
First Street, and Hill Street / Third Street) would also operate at LOS E without the Project. 

P.M. Peak Hour Traffic Impacts.  As shown in Table 19, the Project with County Office 
Building Option would result in a significant traffic impact at seventeen intersections in the P.M. 
peak hour.  The impacted intersections are as follows: 

• Grand Avenue / Upper Second Street  (LOS C) 

• Olive Street / Fourth Street    (LOS C) 

• Hope Street / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Hope Street / GTK Way / Second Place (LOS D) 

• Grand Avenue / Temple Street   (LOS D) 

• Olive Street / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Olive Street / Fifth Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Second Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Fourth Street    (LOS D) 

• Broadway / Temple Street    (LOS D) 

• Figueroa Street / Third Street   (LOS E) 

• Grand Avenue / First Street    (LOS E) 

• Hill Street / First Street     (LOS E) 

• Broadway / First Street     (LOS E) 

• Hope Street / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps)(LOS F) 

• Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps (LOS F) 

• Hill Street / Third Street     (LOS F) 

Ten of the seventeen impacted intersections would continue to operate at LOS D or 
better, with the Project.  Four of the impacted intersections would operate at LOS E with the 
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Project, two of which would also operate at LOS E without the Project (Figueroa Street / Third 
Street, and Hill Street / First Street).  Three intersections, Hope Street / Temple St. / US-101 
Ramps, Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, and Hill Street / Third Street would operate at 
LOS F with the Project, two of which would operate at LOS E without the Project and one (Hill 
Street / Third Street) would operate at LOS F without the Project. 

Future With Project Intersection Service Levels – Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option 

To determine the total future intersection service levels, with the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, the Project’s estimated trips are added to the future baseline 
condition without the Project according to the estimated distribution pattern.  The resulting 
future, with Project, A.M. and P.M. peak hour intersection service levels are presented in Table 20 
on page 272 and illustrated in Figure 6-1 in the Mobility Group Traffic Study (Appendix B of 
this Draft EIR.)  Table 20 also compares the level of service for “Without Project” and “With 
Project” conditions, to illustrate the increase in V/C ratios at each intersection due to the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option.  Table 20 also indicates if the projected 
increase would be significant.  As shown in Table 20, the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would result in a significant traffic impact at would result in a significant 
traffic impact at six intersections during the A.M. peak hour and sixteen intersections during the 
P.M. peak hour.  The impacted intersections are listed below, with the resultant LOS in 
parentheses.  

A.M. Peak Hour Project Traffic Impacts.  As shown in Table 20, the Project with 
Office Building Option would result in a significant traffic impact at six intersections in the A.M. 
peak hour.  The impacted intersections are as follows: 

• Grand Avenue / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Temple Street    (LOS D) 

• Broadway / First Street     (LOS D) 

• Hope St / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps (LOS E) 

• Hope Street / First Street    (LOS E) 

• Hill Street / Third Street     (LOS E) 
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Table 20 
 

Intersection Level Of Service - Future With Project Conditions - Project with County Office Building Option 
 

A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 
Future 

Without 
Project 

Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 

Future 
Without 
Project 

Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 
No. Intersection V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant  
Impact 

1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.827 D 0.838 D 0.011 No 0.965 E 0.980 E 0.015 Yes 
2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.493 A 0.006 No 0.781 C 0.790 C 0.009 No 
3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.626 B 0.629 B 0.003 No 0.650 B 0.658 B 0.008 No 
4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.398 A 0.400 A 0.002 No 0.409 A 0.412 A 0.003 No 
5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps 0.902 E 0.921 E 0.019 Yes 0.971 E 0.999 E 0.028 Yes 
6 Hope St. / First St. 0.925 E 0.935 E 0.010 Yes 0.733 C 0.832 D 0.099 Yes 
7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.420 A 0.452 A 0.032 No 0.776 C 0.845 D 0.069 Yes 
8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.671 B 0.678 B 0.007 No 0.546 A 0.564 A 0.018 No 
9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.439 A 0.449 A 0.010 No 0.517 A 0.529 A 0.012 No 
10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.528 A 0.535 A 0.007 No 0.498 A 0.513 A 0.015 No 
11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 Ramps 0.693 B 0.722 C 0.029 No 0.994 E 1.068 F 0.074 Yes 
12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.930 E 0.925 E -0.005 No 0.844 D 0.877 D 0.033 Yes 
13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.791 C 0.817 D 0.026 Yes 0.850 D 0.890 D 0.040 Yes 
14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.537 A 0.680 B 0.143 No 0.504 A 0.714 C 0.210 Yes 
15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.503 A 0.016 No 0.565 A 0.588 A 0.023 No 
16 Olive St. / First St. 0.531 A 0.600 A 0.069 No 0.627 B 0.753 C 0.126 Yes 
17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.283 A 0.386 A 0.103 No 0.406 A 0.599 A 0.193 No 
18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.437 A 0.491 A 0.054 No 0.653 B 0.743 C 0.090 Yes 
19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.623 B 0.661 B 0.038 No 0.812 D 0.851 D 0.039 Yes 
20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.402 A 0.412 A 0.010 No 0.486 A 0.513 A 0.027 No 
21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.762 C 0.811 D 0.049 Yes 0.933 E 0.938 E 0.005 No 
22 Hill St. / First St. 0.744 C 0.760 C 0.016 No 0.911 E 0.941 E 0.030 Yes 
23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.765 C 0.792 C 0.027 No 0.679 B 0.803 D 0.124 Yes 



IV.B. Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

Table 20 (Continued) 
 

Intersection Level Of Service - Future With Project Conditions - Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 273 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 
Future 

Without 
Project 

Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 

Future 
Without 
Project 

Conditions 

Future With 
Project 

Conditions 
No. Intersection V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant  
Impact 

24 Hill St. / Third St. 0.968 E 0.986 E 0.018 Yes 1.018 F 1.050 F 0.032 Yes 
25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.518 A 0.543 A 0.025 No 0.760 C 0.802 D 0.042 Yes 
26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.457 A 0.467 A 0.010 No 0.586 A 0.603 B 0.017 No 
27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.858 D 0.867 D 0.009 No 0.834 D 0.866 D 0.032 Yes 
28 Broadway / First St. 0.824 D 0.863 D 0.039 Yes 0.841 D 0.918 E 0.077 Yes 
29 Broadway / Second St. 0.613 B 0.617 B 0.004 No 0.748 C 0.767 C 0.019 No 
30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.474 A 0.490 A 0.016 No 0.646 B 0.667 B 0.021 No 
31 Spring St. / First St. 0.592 A 0.610 B 0.018 No 0.582 A 0.611 B 0.029 No 
32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.609 B 0.612 B 0.003 No 0.509 A 0.518 A 0.009 No 
   

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, April 2006  
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Three of the six impacted intersections would continue to operate at LOS D with the 
Project.  The remaining three impacted intersections would operate at LOS E, all of which would 
also operate at LOS E without the Project. 

P.M. Peak Hour Traffic Impacts.  As shown in Table 20, the Project would result in a 
significant traffic impact at seventeen intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  The impacted 
intersections are as follows:  

• Grand Avenue / Upper Second Street  (LOS C) 

• Olive Street / First Street    (LOS C) 

• Olive Street / Fourth Street    (LOS C) 

• Hope Street / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Hope Street / GTK Way / Second Place (LOS D) 

• Grand Avenue / Temple Street   (LOS D) 

• Grand Avenue / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Olive Street / Fifth Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Second Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Fourth Street    (LOS D) 

• Broadway / Temple Street    (LOS D) 

• Figueroa Street / Third Street   (LOS E) 

• Hope St / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps (LOS E) 

• Hill Street / First Street     (LOS E) 

• Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps (LOS F) 

• Hill Street / Third Street     (LOS F) 

Eleven of the seventeen impacted intersections would continue to operate at LOS D or 
better, with the Project.  Four of the impacted intersections would operate at LOS E with the 
Project, three of which would also operate at LOS E without the Project (Figueroa Street / Third 
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Street, Hope St / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps, and Hill Street / First Street).  Two intersections, 
Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, and Hill Street / Third Street would operate at LOS F 
with the Project, one of which (Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps) would operate at LOS E 
without the Project and one (Hill Street / Third Street) would operate at LOS F without the 
Project. 

Civic Park Activities 

The activities that could occur in the Civic Park were described in Section II, Project 
Description, of this Draft I.  Many of the uses would occur outside the regular peak traffic hours 
and would not occur on a daily basis.  Instead, many would occur intermittently and on an 
irregular basis.  For these reasons they could not be included in the peak hour traffic analyses.  
Nevertheless, the following analysis provides an evaluation of the likely types of activities in the 
Civic Park and the associated potential traffic and parking impacts. 

Typical Day-to Day Activity 

Typically, day-to-day use of the park would take place by people already in the 
downtown area, namely, residents of the Bunker Hill area, employees in the Civic Center and 
Bunker Hill areas, and visitors to such Civic Center and Bunker Hill uses as the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration and County Court buildings, Los Angeles City Hall, the Cathedral of Our 
Lady of the Angels, the Music Center, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Museum of 
Contemporary Art.  Such day-to-day uses would include people walking and strolling in the 
park, enjoying the gardens, and lunching in the park, as well as activities focused on the local 
population – such as convenient seating (for reading areas and with Wi-Fi access), food kiosks, 
board and lawn games, and similar activities.  As these users would already be in the area for 
other reasons, i.e. living, working, or visiting, and would already have already parked their car, 
they would walk to the Civic Park and not cause any new vehicle trips.  This would also apply to 
smaller events that may occur or be programmed on a regular basis, such as small concerts, 
cultural programs, local art programs, and corporate events (such as product launches), which 
would primarily be targeted to the local downtown population. 

In addition to these typical users, there would be users of the Civic Park who would not 
be in the downtown area for some other reason or activity.  However, these users typically would 
not drive to engage in activities in the Civic Park during the peak hours because of conflicts with 
other daily routines such as daily work schedules and not wanting to drive in heavy peak period 
traffic.  Accordingly, new additional vehicle trips by these users during the peak traffic hours 
would be unlikely.  For all of these reasons, the vast majority of users of the Park would not 
generate new trips during the peak hours to the Civic Park.  
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Therefore, the regular day-to-day activities in the Civic Park would not cause significant 
traffic impacts.  Similarly, because these typical day-to-day visitors to the Civic Park would have 
already parked somewhere else, there would be no new significant parking demand impacts. 

Weekly, Periodic and Seasonal Events 

The Project also anticipates the programming of regular weekly, periodic, or seasonal 
events in the Civic Park.  These could include a wide variety of events such as book fairs, 
arts/antiques fairs, and concerts.  These events would most typically occur at lunchtime (most 
likely targeted to the local downtown population), evenings (usually starting between 7:00 P.M. 
and 8:00 P.M. ) and on weekends.  Trips to and from such events, which could involve vehicle 
trips because people may arrive from outside downtown, would typically occur outside the peak 
roadway traffic hours.  Since background roadway traffic volumes would be much lower than 
during peak hours, significant traffic impacts would not be expected due to such events.  
Similarly, during evenings and weekends, there would be a plentiful supply of parking available, 
such as the County Mall garage, the Court of Flags garage, other Bunker Hill garages, and 
surface lots that are currently unused during those times. 

However, there may be times when such events might start earlier in the evening, or 
might be associated with concerts/programs at the Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall.  Such events could result in patrons traveling during the P.M. peak hour.  For example, 
event patrons might arrive early to have dinner prior to an evening program.  The number of 
times that such events would occur, and the number of people who would attend, is unknown at 
this early stage of planning for the Civic Park.  For the purpose of evaluating potential impacts, 
the following estimates were made.   

It is anticipated that such periodic weeknight events may occur once every other week or 
approximately 26 times a year.  The size of those events could range from small (average of 
about 500 people) to medium (average of about 1,000 people) to large (average of about 3,500 
people).  It is anticipated that one-third of the events would be small, one-third would be 
medium, and one-third would be large events.  While the medium and large events may worsen 
traffic conditions in the P.M. peak hour, the number of such events would be infrequent and 
would not occur on a regular basis.  Yet, although such a traffic impact would be temporary in 
nature, traffic impacts may, on occasion, be significant in magnitude. 

Annual Events, Festivals and Holiday Events 

Annual events, festivals, and holiday events would be programmed in the Civic Park on a 
generally irregular basis, and would typically occur on public holidays, on weekends, or in the 
evenings (i.e., outside daily peak hours, when traffic volumes are much lower then during peak 
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hours).  Therefore, such special events would not be expected to cause significant traffic impacts.  
It is expected that very large events such as festivals and holiday events would be managed in the 
same way as similar events (such as sports team celebrations, holiday festivals, etc.) are currently 
managed by the City; that is, on a case-by-case basis with specific event planning coordination 
with City Departments.  The operator of the County-owned Civic Park would coordinate with the 
County, City, and other appropriate agencies on a case-by-case basis for such events. 

Such events would potentially have temporary and short-term (one-time) traffic impacts.  
These would typically be addressed, at the discretion of the Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT) or other appropriate agencies, by the preparation of special traffic 
management and controls plans on a temporary basis, as are currently prepared for special events 
as deemed necessary by LADOT.  Such plans would reduce and minimize traffic impacts. Given 
the traffic management controls in such plans, the temporary and infrequent nature of such 
events, and the general acceptance of the public of some level of traffic congestion and vehicle 
delays in arriving at or departing from successful special events, there generally should be no 
significant traffic impacts. However, on occasion, the size of the event and other factors may 
cause traffic impacts to be significant. 

(ii)  Driveway Access 

Project with County Office Building Option 

Driveway access capacity for the Project with County Office Building Option during the 
A.M. and P.M. peak hours is presented, respectively, in Table 21 on page 278.  As shown in Table 
21, virtually all Project with County Office Building Option driveway intersection approaches 
would operate at LOS C or better, with many driveways operating at LOS A or LOS B.  No 
driveway intersection approach would operate at worse than LOS D.  It is, therefore, concluded 
that the Project would not cause any significant traffic impacts at Project driveway locations.  In 
the prior discussion of the proposed conceptual driveway locations, nine of the ten principal 
driveway locations would be at mid-block locations.  Therefore, these intersections would be 
located at locations with good visibility for both drivers and pedestrians and well away from 
adjacent intersections.  One driveway location, on Upper Second Street for the hotel valet exit 
traffic on Parcel Q, would be located closer to Grand Avenue than mid-block.  However, this 
would be an exit-only driveway, for hotel valet vehicles only, and would be sufficiently distant 
from the intersection (approximately 90 feet), to afford good visibility.  Specific design details of 
the Project driveways are not available at this early stage of Project planning.  However, all 
driveways would be perpendicular to the roadway and are proposed with standard curb-cuts and 
designs and would, thus, afford good visibility to drivers and pedestrians.  All Project driveways 
would be designed in accordance with LADOT standards and approvals.  Since intersections at 
the primary access locations would not operate at LOS F during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours and 
would not affect the visibility of pedestrians, bicyclists, or other vehicles so as to create 
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Future With Project 
A.M. Peak Hour 

Future With Project  
P.M.  Peak Hour 

Parcel 
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Driveway  
Delay 
(secs) LOS 

Delay 
(secs) LOS 

Q First Street Driveway NB Right Turn 11.7 B 12.5 B 
   NB Approach 11.7 B 12.5 B 
    Worst Case LOS 11.7 B 12.5 B 

Q Upper Second St. Driveway EB Left Turn 7.9 A 8.7 A 
  (Mid block) SB Approach 9.8 A 11.4 B 
    Worst Case LOS 9.8 A 11.4 B 

Q Upper Second St. Driveway SB Right Turn 9.3 A 10.4 B 
  (Closer to Grand Ave.) SB Approach 9.3 A 10.4 B 
   Worst Case LOS 9.3 A 10.4 B 

Q / W Olive St. Driveway NB Left Turn 8.9 A 9.1 A 
   EB Right Turn 10.8 B 13.0 B 
   WB Right Turn 10.3 B 21.0 C 
   EB Approach 10.8 B 13.0 B 
   WB Approach 10.3 B 21.0 C 
    Worst Case LOS 10.8 B 21.0 C 

W Hill St. Driveway NB Left Turn 19.4 C 13.2 B 
   EB Right Turn 15.3 C 19.7 C 
   EB Approach  15.3 C 19.7 C 
    Worst Case LOS 19.4 C 19.7 C 

W Upper Second St. Driveway SB Right Turn 11.2 B 10.3 B 
   SB Approach 11.2 B 10.3 B 
    Worst Case LOS 11.2 B 10.3 B 

L / M2 Upper Second St. Driveway NB Left Turn 11.0 B 16.4 C 
   NB Right Turn 8.8 A 9.2 A 
   WB Left Turn 7.4 A 7.8 A 
   NB Approach 9.4 A 11.4 B 
    Worst Case LOS 9.4 A 11.4 B 

L / M2 GTK Driveway NB Left Turn 13.2 B 17.9 C 
   NB Right Turn 9.2 A 8.7 A 
   SB Left Turn 13.4 B 33.7 D 
   SB Right Turn 9.4 A 12.5 A 
   EB Left Turn 7.9 A 10.7 B 
   WB Left Turn 7.8 A 7.5 A 
   NB Approach 11.4 B 14.1 B 
   SB Approach 11.1 B 21.8 C 
   Worst Case LOS 11.4 B 21.8 C 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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hazardous conditions, traffic impacts associated with the proposed driveway access locations are 
concluded to be less than significant. 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

Driveway access capacity for the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours is presented in Table 22 on page 280.  As shown in 
Table 22 virtually all Project with Additional Residential Development Option driveway 
intersection approaches would operate at LOS C or better, with many driveways operating at 
LOS A or LOS B.  No driveway intersection approach would operate at worse than LOS D.  
Driveway locations would be identical to the Project with County Office Building Option.  
Therefore, based on the same analysis, it is concluded that the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would not cause any significant traffic impacts at proposed 
driveway locations.   

(iii)  CMP Regional Highways 

Project with County Office Building Option 

The distribution of the Project with County Office Building Option’s traffic to the 
freeway systems during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours is presented in Tables 23 and 24 on pages 
278 and 282, respectively.  As shown in Tables 23 and 24, the Project with County Office 
Building Option would add more trips to the freeway system in the P.M. peak hour than in the 
A.M. peak hour.  Because of the numerous freeways, freeway ramps, and access routes serving 
the Project site and the downtown area, Project trips would be dispersed over these multiple 
routes.  The highest Project trips would occur on the US-101 Hollywood Freeway between 
Grand Avenue and Hill Street, on the US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street, and 
on the SR-110 Harbor Freeway between Olympic Boulevard and Pico Boulevard.  The Project 
would add between 155 and 170 peak direction trips during the P.M. peak hour at these three 
locations. 

However, the impact of the added Project trips would not change the level of service at 
any of the analyzed locations, and the incremental increase in the D/C ratio would be less than 
significant at all locations, as also shown in Tables 23 and 24, with two exceptions in the P.M. 
peak hour.  The Project would cause an incremental increase in the D/C ratio of 0.021 at the US-
101 Hollywood Freeway between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, and an incremental increase of 
in the D/C ratio of 0.020 at the US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street, both in the 
P.M. peak hour.  As these would be at, or very slightly above, the threshold of significance, it is 
concluded that the Project with County Office Building Option would cause two significant 
traffic impacts on the freeway system, one of which would occur at a CMP monitoring location 
(US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street).  
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Table 22 
 

Driveway Service Levels Project with Additional Residential Development Option  
 

Future With Project 
A.M. Peak Hour 

Future With Project  
P.M. Peak Hour 

Parcel Driveway  
Delay 
(secs) LOS 

Delay 
(secs) LOS 

Q First Street Driveway NB Right Turn 11.8 B 12.8 B 
   NB Approach 11.8 B 12.8 B 
    Worst Case LOS 11.8 B 12.8 B 

Q Upper Second St. Driveway EB Left Turn     
  (Mid block) SB Approach 8.0 A 8.8 A 
    Worst Case LOS 10.0 A 11.7 B 

Q Upper Second St. Driveway SB Right Turn 10.0 A 11.7 B 
  (Closer to Grand Ave.) SB Approach     
   Worst Case LOS 9.5 A 10.7 B 

Q / W Olive St. Driveway NB Left Turn 9.5 A 10.7 B 
   EB Right Turn 9.5 A 10.7 B 
   WB Right Turn     
   EB Approach 9.2 A 9.2 A 
   WB Approach 11.1 B 13.2 B 
    Worst Case LOS 9.8 A 15.0 B 

W Hill St. Driveway NB Left Turn 11.1 B 13.2 B 
   EB Right Turn 9.8 A 15.0 B 
   EB Approach  11.1 B 15.0 B 
    Worst Case LOS     

W Upper Second St. Driveway SB Right Turn 14.7 B 13.2 B 
   SB Approach 14.0 B 13.8 B 
    Worst Case LOS 14.0 B 13.8 B 

L / M2 Upper Second St. Driveway NB Left Turn 14.7 B 13.8 B 
   NB Right Turn     
   WB Left Turn 12.1 B 10.9 B 
   NB Approach 12.1 B 10.9 B 
    Worst Case LOS 12.1 B 10.9 B 

L / M2 GTK Driveway NB Left Turn     
   NB Right Turn 11.1 B 17.3 C 
   SB Left Turn 8.8 A 9.3 A 
   SB Right Turn 7.4 A 7.9 A 
   EB Left Turn 9.4 A 11.8 B 
   WB Left Turn 9.4 A 11.8 B 
   NB Approach     
   SB Approach 13.2 B 18.0 C 
   Worst Case LOS 9.2 A 8.7 A 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Table 23 
 

Freeway Impact Analysis – A.M. Peak Hour - Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Existing (2006) Cumulative (2015) Base Cumulative + Project (2015) 

No. Freeway Segments 
CMP 

Location DIR Demand Capacity D/C LOS Demand Capacity D/C LOS 
Project 
Trips Demand Capacity D/C LOS 

Change 
in D/C 

Significant 
Impact 

1 I-10 at Budlong Ave. a Yes EB 
WB 

17,350 
18,620 

12,500 
12,500 

1.388 
1.490 

F(2) 
F(3) 

19,165 
20,568 

12,500 
12,500 

1.533 
1.645 

F(3) 
F(3) 

83 
55 

19,248 
20,623 

12,500 
12,500 

1.540 
1.650 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.007 
0.004 

No 
No 

                   
2 I - 10 East of Los Angeles Street b No EB 

WB 
6,490 
8,600 

8,000 
8,000 

0.811 
1.075 

D 
F(0) 

7,169 
9,500 

8,000 
8,000 

0.896 
1.187 

D 
F(0) 

0 
0 

7,169 
9,500 

8,000 
8,000 

0.896 
1.187 

D 
F(0) 

0.000 
0.000 

No 
No 

                   
3 I - 10 at East Los Angeles City 

Limit  a
Yes EB 

WB 
6,750 
11,325 

12,000 
12,000 

0.563 
0.944 

C 
E 

7,456 
12,510 

12,000 
12,000 

0.621 
1.042 

C 
F(0) 

23 
31 

7,479 
12,541 

12,000 
12,000 

0.623 
1.045 

C 
F(0) 

0.002 
0.003 

No 
No 

                   
4 US - 101 south of Santa Monica 

Blvd.  a
Yes NB 

SB 
7,145 
11,100 

8,000 
8,000 

0.893 
1.388 

D 
F(2) 

7,893 
12,261 

8,000 
8,000 

0.987 
1.533 

E 
F(3) 

50 
74 

7,943 
12,335 

8,000 
8,000 

0.993 
1.542 

E 
F(3) 

0.006 
0.009 

No 
No 

                   
5 US - 101 from Alvarado St. to 

Glendale Blvd. b
No NB 

SB 
7,776 
8,773 

8,000 
8,000 

0.972 
1.097 

E 
F(0) 

8,590 
9,691 

8,000 
8,000 

1.074 
1.211 

F(0) 
F(0) 

43 
74 

8,633 
9,765 

8,000 
8,000 

1.079 
1.221 

F(0) 
F(0) 

0.005 
0.009 

No 
No 

                   
6 US - 101 Grand Ave. to Hill St. b No NB 

SB 
7,446 
5,185 

8,000 
8,000 

0.931 
0.648 

E 
C 

8,225 
5,727 

8,000 
8,000 

1.028 
0.716 

F(0) 
C 

6 
136 

8,231 
5,863 

8,000 
8,000 

1.029 
0.733 

F(0) 
C 

0.001 
0.017 

No 
No 

                   
7 US - 101 north of Vignes St.  a Yes NB 

SB 
13,872 
5,333 

10,000 
8,000 

1.387 
0.667 

F(2) 
C 

15,323 
5,891 

10,000 
8,000 

1.532 
0.736 

F(3) 
C 

96 
73 

15,419 
5,964 

10,000 
8,000 

1.542 
0.745 

F(3) 
C 

0.010 
0.009 

No 
No 

                   
8 SR - 110 from Solano to Hill St. / 

Stadium Way b
No NB 

SB 
4,623 
7,314 

6,000 
6,000 

0.771 
1.219 

D 
F(0) 

5,107 
8,079 

6,000 
6,000 

0.851 
1.347 

D 
F(1) 

51 
73 

5,158 
8,152 

6,000 
6,000 

0.860 
1.359 

D 
F(2) 

0.008 
0.012 

No 
No 

                   
9 SR - 110 at Alpine St.  a Yes NB 

SB 
4,710 
8,407 

6,000 
6,000 

0.785 
1.401 

D 
F(2) 

5,203 
9,287 

6,000 
6,000 

0.867 
1.548 

D 
F(3) 

38 
55 

5,241 
9,342 

6,000 
6,000 

0.873 
1.557 

D 
F(3) 

0.006 
0.009 

No 
No 

                   
10 SR - 110 south of US - 101  a Yes NB 

SB 
8,283 
11,131 

8,000 
8,000 

1.035 
1.391 

F(0) 
F(2) 

9,150 
12,296 

8,000 
8,000 

1.144 
1.537 

F(0) 
F(3) 

21 
19 

9,171 
12,315 

8,000 
8,000 

1.146 
1.539 

F(0) 
F(3) 

0.003 
0.002 

No 
No 

                   
11 SR - 110 from Olympic Blvd. to 

Pico Blvd. b
No NB 

SB 
6,848 
10,833 

8,000 
8,000 

0.856 
1.354 

D 
F(2) 

7,564 
11,966 

8,000 
8,000 

0.946 
1.496 

E 
F(3) 

108 
73 

7,672 
12,039 

8,000 
8,000 

0.959 
1.505 

E 
F(3) 

0.014 
0.009 

No 
No 

                   
12 SR - 110 at Slauson Ave.  a Yes NB 

SB 
11,321 
9,275 

8,000 
8,000 

1.415 
1.159 

F(2) 
F(0) 

12,505 
10,245 

8,000 
8,000 

1.563 
1.281 

F(3) 
F(1) 

83 
57 

12,588 
10,302 

8,000 
8,000 

1.574 
1.288 

F(3) 
F(1) 

0.010 
0.007 

No 
No 

                   
13 SR - 60 at Indiana Street  a Yes EB 

WB 
5,090 
16,650 

12,000 
12,000 

0.424 
1.388 

B 
F(2) 

5,623 
18,392 

12,000 
12,000 

0.469 
1.533 

B 
F(3) 

23 
31 

5,646 
18,423 

12,000 
12,000 

0.470 
1.535 

B 
F(3) 

0.002 
0.003 

No 
No 

                   
14 I - 5 north of Stadium Way  a Yes NB 

SB 
9,390 
13,875 

10,000 
10,000 

0.939 
1.388 

E 
F(2) 

10,372 
15,327 

10,000 
10,000 

1.037 
1.533 

F(0) 
F(3) 

25 
36 

10,397 
15,363 

10,000 
10,000 

1.040 
1.536 

F(0) 
F(3) 

0.003 
0.004 

No 
No 

  

Notes: 
a  Existing demand (factored from 2003 to 2005 conditions) and capacity obtained from LACMTA "2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County". 
b  Existing demand (factored from 2004 to 2005 conditions) from Caltrans " 2004 California State Highway Traffic Volumes".  Existing capacity calculated using 2000 vehicles per lane. 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Table 24 
 

Freeway Impact Analysis – P.M. Peak Hour - Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Existing (2005) Cumulative (2015) Base Cumulative + Project (2015) 

No. Freeway Segments CMP DIR Demand Capacity D/C LOS Demand Capacity D/C LOS 
Project 
Trips Demand Capacity D/C LOS 

Change in 
D/C 

Significant 
Impact 

1 I-10 at Budlong Ave. a Yes EB 
WB 

18,620 
18,620 

12,500 
12,500 

1.490 
1.490 

F(3) 
F(3) 

20,568 
20,568 

12,500 
12,500 

1.645 
1.645 

F(3) 
F(3) 

101 
118 

20,669 
20,686 

12,500 
12,500 

1.654 
1.655 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.008 
0.009 

No 
No 

                   
2 3 I - 10 East of Los Angeles Street b No EB 

WB 
9,020 
7,080 

8,000 
8,000 

1.128 
0.885 

F(0) 
D 

9,964 
7,821 

8,000 
8,000 

1.245 
0.978 

F(0) 
E 

0 
0 

9,964 
7,821 

8,000 
8,000 

1.245 
0.978 

F(0) 
E 

0.000 
0.000 

No 
No 

                   
 I - 10 at East Los Angeles City 

Limit  a
Yes EB 

WB 
12,365 
9,055 

12,000 
12,000 

1.030 
0.755 

F(0) 
C 

13,659 
10,002 

12,000 
12,000 

1.138 
0.834 

F(0) 
D 

50 
38 

13,709 
10,040 

12,000 
12,000 

1.142 
0.837 

F(0) 
D 

0.004 
0.003 

No 
No 

                   
4 US - 101 south of Santa Monica 

Blvd.  a
Yes NB 

SB 
11,100 
10,280 

8,000 
8,000 

1.388 
1.285 

F(2) 
F(1) 

12,261 
11,356 

8,000 
8,000 

1.533 
1.419 

F(3) 
F(2) 

106 
90 

12,367 
11,446 

8,000 
8,000 

1.546 
1.431 

F(3) 
F(2) 

0.013 
0.011 

No 
No 

                   
5 US - 101 from Alvarado St. to 

Glendale Blvd. b
No NB 

SB 
7,623 
8,104 

8,000 
8,000 

0.953 
1.013 

E 
F(0) 

8,421 
8,952 

8,000 
8,000 

1.053 
1.119 

F(0) 
F(0) 

91 
90 

8,512 
9,042 

8,000 
8,000 

1.064 
1.130 

F(0) 
F(0) 

0.011 
0.011 

No 
No 

                   
6 US - 101 Grand Ave. to Hill St. b No NB 

SB 
5,951 
7,830 

8,000 
8,000 

0.744 
0.979 

C 
E 

6,574 
8,649 

8,000 
8,000 

0.822 
1.081 

D 
F(0) 

85 
170 

6,659 
8,819 

8,000 
8,000 

0.832 
1.102 

D 
F(0) 

0.011 
0.021 

No 
Yes 

                   
7 US - 101 north of Vignes St.  a Yes NB 

SB 
6,693 

11,099 
10,000 
8,000 

0.669 
1.387 

C 
F(2) 

7,393 
12,260 

10,000 
8,000 

0.739 
1.533 

C 
F(3) 

118 
156 

7,511 
12,416 

10,000 
8,000 

0.751 
1.552 

C 
F(3) 

0.012 
0.020 

No 
Yes 

                   
8 SR - 110 from Solano to Hill St. / 

Stadium Way b
No NB 

SB 
5,213 
6,231 

6,000 
6,000 

0.869 
1.039 

D 
F(0) 

5,758 
6,883 

6,000 
6,000 

0.960 
1.147 

E 
F(0) 

108 
89 

5,866 
6,972 

6,000 
6,000 

0.978 
1.162 

E 
F(0) 

0.018 
0.015 

No 
No 

                   
9 SR - 110 at Alpine St.  a Yes NB 

SB 
9,026 
8,407 

6,000 
6,000 

1.504 
1.401 

F(3) 
F(2) 

9,970 
9,287 

6,000 
6,000 

1.662 
1.548 

F(3) 
F(3) 

81 
67 

10,051 
9,354 

6,000 
6,000 

1.675 
1.559 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.013 
0.011 

No 
No 

                   
10  SR - 110 south of US - 101  a Yes NB 

SB 
12,007 
11,131 

8,000 
8,000 

1.501 
1.391 

F(3) 
F(2) 

13,263 
12,296 

8,000 
8,000 

1.658 
1.537 

F(3) 
F(3) 

31 
38 

13,294 
12,334 

8,000 
8,000 

1.662 
1.542 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.004 
0.005 

No 
No 

                   
11 SR - 110 from Olympic Blvd. to 

Pico Blvd. b
No NB 

SB 
7,722 
9,231 

8,000 
8,000 

0.965 
1.154 

E 
F(0) 

8,530 
10,197 

8,000 
8,000 

1.066 
1.275 

F(0) 
F(1) 

131 
155 

8,661 
10,352 

8,000 
8,000 

1.083 
1.294 

F(0) 
F(1) 

0.016 
0.019 

No 
No 

                   
12 SR - 110 at Slauson Ave.  a Yes NB 

SB 
8,550 

12,155 
8,000 
8,000 

1.069 
1.519 

F(0) 
F(3) 

9,445 
13,427 

8,000 
8,000 

1.181 
1.678 

F(0) 
F(3) 

101 
121 

9,546 
13,548 

8,000 
8,000 

1.193 
1.693 

F(0) 
F(3) 

0.013 
0.015 

No 
No 

                   
13 SR - 60 at Indiana Street  a Yes EB 

WB 
15,425 
6,445 

12,000 
12,000 

1.285 
0.537 

F(1) 
B 

17,039 
7,119 

12,000 
12,000 

1.420 
0.593 

F(2) 
C 

50 
38 

17,089 
7,157 

12,000 
12,000 

1.424 
0.596 

F(2) 
C 

0.004 
0.003 

No 
No 

                   
14 I - 5 north of Stadium Way  a Yes NB 

SB 
12,855 
10,560 

10,000 
10,000 

1.286 
1.056 

F(1) 
F(0) 

14,200 
11,665 

10,000 
10,000 

1.420 
1.166 

F(2) 
F(0) 

54 
44 

14,254 
11,709 

10,000 
10,000 

1.425 
1.171 

F(2) 
F(0) 

0.005 
0.004 

No 
No 

  

Notes: 
a  Existing demand (factored from 2003 to 2005 conditions) and capacity obtained from LACMTA "2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County". 
b  Existing demand (factored from 2004 to 2005 conditions) from Caltrans " 2004 California State Highway Traffic Volumes".  Existing capacity calculated using 2000 vehicles per lane. 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Also as shown in Tables 23 and 24, the impact of the added Project trips would not 
change the level of service at any of the analyzed locations, and the incremental increase in the 
D/C ratio would be less than significant at all locations.  Since the Project would not increase 
D/C ratios on a freeway segment by 2 percent or more, it is concluded that impacts associated 
with the freeway system would be less than significant.   

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

The impact of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option on the 
freeway system (including both CMP and non-CMP locations) are shown in Table 25 on page 
284 for the A.M. peak hour and Table 26 on page 285 for the P.M. peak hour. 

The number of Project with Additional Residential Development Option vehicle trips 
expected to pass through the four CMP monitoring locations closest to the Project was estimated 
based on the Project with Additional Residential Development Option trip distribution and trip 
generation.  This analysis indicates that the highest number of trips at the CMP locations closest 
to the Project site in either peak hour (in either direction) would be 90 trips in the P.M. peak hour 
on the US-101 south of Santa Monica Boulevard, 67 trips in the P.M. peak hour on SR-110 at 
Alpine Street, 118 trips in the P.M. peak hour on US-110 north of Vignes Street, and 38 trips in 
the P.M. peak hour on SR-110 south of US-101.   

The number of trips passing through CMP monitoring locations farther from the Project 
site, as shown in Tables 25 and 26, would range from 38 to 101 trips in the P.M. peak hour.  The 
Project would thus add less than the CMP threshold of 150 or more trips in either direction at all 
CMP monitoring locations during A.M. and P.M. peak hours.  No further CMP analysis is 
necessary according to the CMP guidelines.  However, all the freeway analysis locations were 
investigated in the following analysis. 

The impact of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option trips would 
not change the level of service at any of the analyzed locations, and the incremental increase in 
the D/C ratio would be less than significant at all locations, as also shown in Tables 25 and 26.  It 
is concluded that the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would cause no 
significant traffic impacts on the freeway system. 
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Table 25 
 

Freeway Impact Analysis – A.M. Peak Hour - Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

Existing (2006) Cumulative (2015) Base Cumulative + Project (2015) 

No. Freeway Segments 
CMP 

Location DIR Demand Capacity D/C LOS Demand Capacity D/C LOS 
Project 
Trips Demand Capacity D/C LOS 

Change 
in D/C 

Significant
Impact 

1 I-10 at Budlong Ave. 1 Yes EB 
WB 

17,350 
18,620 

12,500 
12,500 

1.388 
1.490 

F(2) 
F(3) 

19,165 
20,568 

12,500 
12,500 

1.533 
1.645 

F(3) 
F(3) 

32 
58 

19,197 
20,626 

12,500 
12,500 

1.536 
1.650 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.003 
0.005 

No 
No 

                   
2 I - 10 East of Los Angeles Street 2 No EB 

WB 
6,490 
8,600 

8,000 
8,000 

0.811 
1.075 

D 
F(0) 

7,169 
9,500 

8,000 
8,000 

0.896 
1.187 

D 
F(0) 

0 
0 

7,169 
9,500 

8,000 
8,000 

0.896 
1.187 

D 
F(0) 

0.000 
0.000 

No 
No 

                   
3 I - 10 at East Los Angeles City 

Limit 1 

Yes EB 
WB 

6,750 
11,325 

12,000 
12,000 

0.563 
0.944 

C 
E 

7,456 
12,510 

12,000 
12,000 

0.621 
1.042 

C 
F(0) 

25 
12 

7,481 
12,522 

12,000 
12,000 

0.623 
1.043 

C 
F(0) 

0.002 
0.001 

No 
No 

                   
4 US - 101 south of Santa Monica 

Blvd. 1 

Yes NB 
SB 

7,145 
11,100 

8,000 
8,000 

0.893 
1.388 

D 
F(2) 

7,893 
12,261 

8,000 
8,000 

0.987 
1.533 

E 
F(3) 

29 
53 

7,922 
12,314 

8,000 
8,000 

0.990 
1.539 

E 
F(3) 

0.004 
0.007 

No 
No 

                   
5 US - 101 from Alvarado St. to 

Glendale Blvd. 2 

No NB 
SB 

7,776 
8,773 

8,000 
8,000 

0.972 
1.097 

E 
F(0) 

8,590 
9,691 

8,000 
8,000 

1.074 
1.211 

F(0) 
F(0) 

29 
45 

8,619 
9,736 

8,000 
8,000 

1.077 
1.217 

F(0) 
F(0) 

0.004 
0.006 

No 
No 

                   
6 US - 101 Grand Ave. to Hill St. 2 No NB 

SB 
7,446 
5,185 

8,000 
8,000 

0.931 
0.648 

E 
C 

8,225 
5,727 

8,000 
8,000 

1.028 
0.716 

F(0) 
C 

-5 
76 

8,220 
5,803 

8,000 
8,000 

1.028 
0.725 

F(0) 
C 

-0.001 
0.010 

No 
No 

                   
7 US - 101 north of Vignes St. 1 Yes NB 

SB 
13,872 
5,333 

10,000 
8,000 

1.387 
0.667 

F(2) 
C 

15,323 
5,891 

10,000 
8,000 

1.532 
0.736 

F(3) 
C 

38 
77 

15,361 
5,968 

10,000 
8,000 

1.536 
0.746 

F(3) 
C 

0.004 
0.010 

No 
No 

                   
8 SR - 110 from Solano to Hill St. / 

Stadium Way 2 

No NB 
SB 

4,623 
7,314 

6,000 
6,000 

0.771 
1.219 

D 
F(0) 

5,107 
8,079 

6,000 
6,000 

0.851 
1.347 

D 
F(1) 

53 
29 

5,160 
8,108 

6,000 
6,000 

0.860 
1.351 

D 
F(2) 

0.009 
0.005 

No 
No 

                   
9 SR - 110 at Alpine St. 1 Yes NB 

SB 
4,710 
8,407 

6,000 
6,000 

0.785 
1.401 

D 
F(2) 

5,203 
9,287 

6,000 
6,000 

0.867 
1.548 

D 
F(3) 

40 
22 

5,243 
9,309 

6,000 
6,000 

0.874 
1.551 

D 
F(3) 

0.007 
0.004 

No 
No 

                   
10 SR - 110 south of US - 101 1 Yes NB 

SB 
8,283 
11,131 

8,000 
8,000 

1.035 
1.391 

F(0) 
F(2) 

9,150 
12,296 

8,000 
8,000 

1.144 
1.537 

F(0) 
F(3) 

21 
13 

9,171 
12,309 

8,000 
8,000 

1.146 
1.539 

F(0) 
F(3) 

0.003 
0.002 

No 
No 

                   
11 SR - 110 from Olympic Blvd. to 

Pico Blvd. 2 

No NB 
SB 

6,848 
10,833 

8,000 
8,000 

0.856 
1.354 

D 
F(2) 

7,564 
11,966 

8,000 
8,000 

0.946 
1.496 

E 
F(3) 

42 
76 

7,606 
12,042 

8,000 
8,000 

0.951 
1.505 

E 
F(3) 

0.005 
0.010 

No 
No 

                   
12 SR - 110 at Slauson Ave. 1 Yes NB 

SB 
11,321 
9,275 

8,000 
8,000 

1.415 
1.159 

F(2) 
F(0) 

12,505 
10,245 

8,000 
8,000 

1.563 
1.281 

F(3) 
F(1) 

32 
59 

12,537 
10,304 

8,000 
8,000 

1.567 
1.288 

F(3) 
F(1) 

0.004 
0.007 

No 
No 

                   
13 SR - 60 at Indiana Street 1 Yes EB 

WB 
5,090 
16,650 

12,000 
12,000 

0.424 
1.388 

B 
F(2) 

5,623 
18,392 

12,000 
12,000 

0.469 
1.533 

B 
F(3) 

25 
12 

5,648 
18,404 

12,000 
12,000 

0.471 
1.534 

B 
F(3) 

0.002 
0.001 

No 
No 

                   
14 I - 5 north of Stadium Way 1 Yes NB 

SB 
9,390 
13,875 

10,000 
10,000 

0.939 
1.388 

E 
F(2) 

10,372 
15,327 

10,000 
10,000 

1.037 
1.533 

F(0) 
F(3) 

26 
14 

10,398 
15,341 

10,000 
10,000 

1.040 
1.534 

F(0) 
F(3) 

0.003 
0.001 

No 
No 

  
a  Existing demand (factored from 2003 to 2005 conditions) and capacity obtained from LACMTA "2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County". 
b  Existing demand (factored from 2004 to 2005 conditions) from Caltrans " 2004 California State Highway Traffic Volumes".  Existing capacity calculated using 2000 vehicles per lane. 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Table 26 
 

Freeway Impact Analysis – P.M. Peak Hour - Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

Existing (2005) Cumulative (2015) Base Cumulative + Project (2015) 

No. Freeway Segments 
CMP 

Location DIR Demand Capacity D/C LOS Demand Capacity D/C LOS 
Project 
Trips Demand Capacity D/C LOS 

Change 
in D/C 

Significant 
Impact 

1 I-10 at Budlong Ave. 1 Yes EB 
WB 

18,620 
18,620 

12,500 
12,500 

1.490 
1.490 

F(3) 
F(3) 

20,568 
20,568 

12,500 
12,500 

1.645 
1.645 

F(3) 
F(3) 

101 
76 

20,669 
20,644 

12,500 
12,500 

1.654 
1.652 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.008 
0.006 

No 
No 

                   
2  I - 10 East of Los Angeles Street 2 No EB 

WB 
9,020 
7,080 

8,000 
8,000 

1.128 
0.885 

F(0) 
D 

9,964 
7,821 

8,000 
8,000 

1.245 
0.978 

F(0) 
E 

0 
0 

9,964 
7,821 

8,000 
8,000 

1.245 
0.978 

F(0) 
E 

0.000 
0.000 

No 
No 

                   
3 I - 10 at East Los Angeles City 

Limit 1 
Yes EB 

WB 
12,365 
9,055 

12,000 
12,000 

1.030 
0.755 

F(0) 
C 

13,659 
10,002 

12,000 
12,000 

1.138 
0.834 

F(0) 
D 

33 
38 

13,692 
10,040 

12,000 
12,000 

1.141 
0.837 

F(0) 
D 

0.003 
0.003 

No 
No 

                   
4 US - 101 south of Santa Monica 

Blvd. 1 
Yes NB 

SB 
11,100 
10,280 

8,000 
8,000 

1.388 
1.285 

F(2) 
F(1) 

12,261 
11,356 

8,000 
8,000 

1.533 
1.419 

F(3) 
F(2) 

69 
90 

12,330 
11,446 

8,000 
8,000 

1.541 
1.431 

F(3) 
F(2) 

0.009 
0.011 

No 
No 

                   
5 US - 101 from Alvarado St. to 

Glendale Blvd. 2 
No NB 

SB 
7,623 
8,104 

8,000 
8,000 

0.953 
1.013 

E 
F(0) 

8,421 
8,952 

8,000 
8,000 

1.053 
1.119 

F(0) 
F(0) 

60 
90 

8,481 
9,042 

8,000 
8,000 

1.060 
1.130 

F(0) 
F(0) 

0.008 
0.011 

No 
No 

                   
6 US - 101 Grand Ave. to Hill St. 2 No NB 

SB 
5,951 
7,830 

8,000 
8,000 

0.744 
0.979 

C 
E 

6,574 
8,649 

8,000 
8,000 

0.822 
1.081 

D 
F(0) 

73 
130 

6,647 
8,779 

8,000 
8,000 

0.831 
1.097 

D 
F(0) 

0.009 
0.016 

No 
No 

                   
7 US - 101 north of Vignes St. 1 Yes NB 

SB 
6,693 
11,099 

10,000 
8,000 

0.669 
1.387 

C 
F(2) 

7,393 
12,260 

10,000 
8,000 

0.739 
1.533 

C 
F(3) 

118 
102 

7,511 
12,362 

10,000 
8,000 

0.751 
1.545 

C 
F(3) 

0.012 
0.013 

No 
No 

                   
8 SR - 110 from Solano to Hill St. / 

Stadium Way 2 
No NB 

SB 
5,213 
6,231 

6,000 
6,000 

0.869 
1.039 

D 
F(0) 

5,758 
6,883 

6,000 
6,000 

0.960 
1.147 

E 
F(0) 

66 
74 

5,824 
6,957 

6,000 
6,000 

0.971 
1.159 

E 
F(0) 

0.011 
0.012 

No 
No 

                   
9 SR - 110 at Alpine St. 1 Yes NB 

SB 
9,026 
8,407 

6,000 
6,000 

1.504 
1.401 

F(3) 
F(2) 

9,970 
9,287 

6,000 
6,000 

1.662 
1.548 

F(3) 
F(3) 

53 
67 

10,023 
9,354 

6,000 
6,000 

1.671 
1.559 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.009 
0.011 

No 
No 

                   
10 SR - 110 south of US - 101 1 Yes NB 

SB 
12,007 
11,131 

8,000 
8,000 

1.501 
1.391 

F(3) 
F(2) 

13,263 
12,296 

8,000 
8,000 

1.658 
1.537 

F(3) 
F(3) 

31 
38 

13,294 
12,334 

8,000 
8,000 

1.662 
1.542 

F(3) 
F(3) 

0.004 
0.005 

No 
No 

                   
11 SR - 110 from Olympic Blvd. to 

Pico Blvd. 2 
No NB 

SB 
7,722 
9,231 

8,000 
8,000 

0.965 
1.154 

E 
F(0) 

8,530 
10,197 

8,000 
8,000 

1.066 
1.275 

F(0) 
F(1) 

131 
101 

8,661 
10,298 

8,000 
8,000 

1.083 
1.287 

F(0) 
F(1) 

0.016 
0.013 

No 
No 

                   
12 SR - 110 at Slauson Ave. 1 Yes NB 

SB 
8,550 
12,155 

8,000 
8,000 

1.069 
1.519 

F(0) 
F(3) 

9,445 
13,427 

8,000 
8,000 

1.181 
1.678 

F(0) 
F(3) 

101 
79 

9,546 
13,506 

8,000 
8,000 

1.193 
1.688 

F(0) 
F(3) 

0.013 
0.010 

No 
No 

                   
13 SR - 60 at Indiana Street 1 Yes EB 

WB 
15,425 
6,445 

12,000 
12,000 

1.285 
0.537 

F(1) 
B 

17,039 
7,119 

12,000 
12,000 

1.420 
0.593 

F(2) 
C 

33 
38 

17,072 
7,157 

12,000 
12,000 

1.423 
0.596 

F(2) 
C 

0.003 
0.003 

No 
No 

                   
14 I - 5 north of Stadium Way 1 Yes NB 

SB 
12,855 
10,560 

10,000 
10,000 

1.286 
1.056 

F(1) 
F(0) 

14,200 
11,665 

10,000 
10,000 

1.420 
1.166 

F(2) 
F(0) 

33 
37 

14,233 
11,702 

10,000 
10,000 

1.423 
1.170 

F(2) 
F(0) 

0.003 
0.004 

No 
No 

  

Notes: 
a  Existing demand (factored from 2003 to 2005 conditions) and capacity obtained from LACMTA "2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County". 
b  Existing demand (factored from 2004 to 2005 conditions) from Caltrans " 2004 California State Highway Traffic Volumes".  Existing capacity calculated using 2000 vehicles per lane. 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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(iv)  CMP Transit  

Project with County Office Building Option 

Table 27 on page 287 presents the transit trips that would be generated by the Project 
with County Office Building Option during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours.   

As shown in Table 27, the Project with County Office Building Option would generate 
greater trips during the P.M. peak hour than during the A.M. peak hour, with approximately 935 
transit trips generated by the Project during the P.M. peak hour.  Of the total P.M. peak hour trips, 
approximately 661 trips would be outbound from the Project and approximately 274 trips would 
be inbound to the Project.  The peak direction total of 661 trips would represent about 2.9 
percent of the 23,140 person trip transit capacity directly serving the Project area, and about 1.8 
percent of the total 36,000 person trip transit capacity serving the Bunker Hill/Civic Center area, 
including all rail service.  Because Project trips would represent a very small proportion of the 
overall transit system capacity, it is concluded that the Project would not cause the capacity of 
the transit system to be substantially exceeded and, therefore, the Project would result in less 
than significant impacts to the existing transit systems serving the Project area and downtown. 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

Table 28 on page 288 presents the transit trips that would be generated by the Project 
with County Office Building Option during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours.   

As shown in Table 28, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
would generate greater trips during the P.M. peak hour than during the A.M. peak hour, with 
approximately 363 transit trips generated by the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option during the P.M. peak hour.  Of the total P.M. peak hour trips, approximately 
163 trips would be outbound from the Project and approximately 200 trips would be inbound to 
the Project.  The peak direction total of 200 trips would represent about 0.9 percent of the 23,140 
person trip transit capacity directly serving the Project area, and about 0.6 percent of the total 
36,000 person trip transit capacity serving the Bunker Hill/Civic Center area, including all rail 
service.  Because Project trips would represent a very small proportion of the overall transit 
system capacity, it is concluded that the Project would not cause the capacity of the transit 
system to be substantially exceeded and, therefore, the Project would result in less than 
significant impacts to the existing transit systems serving the Project area and downtown. 
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Table 27 
 

Transit Trips Generated by the Project with County Office Building Option  
 

Base (Unadjusted)  
Vehicle Trips a Person Trips b Transit Trips 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
Land Use 

AM Peak 
Hour 

PM Peak 
Hour 

AM Peak 
Hour 

PM Peak 
Hour 

% By 
Transit c Total In d Out d Total In d Out d

Condominiums 564 607 790 850 5% 40 8 32 42 26 16 
Apartments 124 145 174 203 25% 44 11 33 51 31 20 
                   
Hotel 143 162 200 227 20% 40 24 16 45 24 21 
                   
Office 1,153 1,070 1,614 1,498 40% 646 575 71 599 90 509 
Retail 599 2,110 839 2,954 5% 42 26 16 148 71 77 
Restaurant 54 502 76 703 5% 4 2 2 35 24 11 
Event Facility 0 18 0 25 5% 0 0 0 1 1 0 
Health Club 61 203 85 284 5% 4 2 2 14 7 7 
Total 2,698 4,817 3,777 6,744   820 648 172 935 274 661 
  
a  From trip generation tables in Appendix B. 
b  Conversion factor of 1.4 from vehicle trips to person trips, per CMP guidelines. 
c  From trip generation tables in Appendix B. 
d  In/out distribution from trip generation tables in Appendix B. 
 
Source:  The Mobility Group 
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Table 28 
 

Transit Trips Generated by the Project with Additional Residential Development Option  
 

Base (Unadjusted)  
Vehicle Trips a Person Trips b Transit Trips 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
Land Use 

AM Peak 
Hour 

PM Peak 
Hour 

AM Peak 
Hour 

PM Peak 
Hour 

% By 
Transit c Total In d Out d Total In d Out d

Condominiums 703 770 984 1,078 5% 49 9 40 54 33 21 
Apartments 160 187 224 262 25% 56 14 42 66 40 26 
                   
Hotel 143 162 200 227 20% 40 24 16 45 24 21 
                   
Office 0 0 0 0 40% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Retail 599 2,110 839 2,954 5% 42 26 16 148 71 77 
Restaurant 54 502 76 703 5% 4 2 2 35 24 11 
Event Facility 0 18 0 25 5% 0 0 0 1 1 0 
Health Club 61 203 85 284 5% 4 2 2 14 7 7 
Total 1,720 3,952 2,408 5,533   195 77 118 363 200 163 
  
a  From trip generation tables in Appendix B. 
b  Conversion factor of 1.4 from vehicle trips to person trips, per CMP guidelines. 
c  From trip generation tables in Appendix B. 
d  In/out distribution from trip generation tables in Appendix B. 
 
Source:  The Mobility Group 
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(vi)  Parking  

Project with County Office Building Option  

The Project with County Office Building Option would provide at least 5,035 parking spaces in 
the development parcels, in below grade and/or above-grade parking garages.  While the traffic 
report included as Appendix B to this EIR based its parking calculations for the Project’s 
affordable housing units on the provisions of LAMC Section 12.22.A.25(d) (i.e., one parking 
space for each affordable housing unit), it should be noted that one of the discretionary approvals 
that Related may pursue in the future is a variance from that parking requirement.  Any 
additional environmental analysis required for such a variance would be included in the Final 
EIR (if appropriate) or one of the additional environmental review documents described in State 
CEQA Guidelines 15162-15164. 

An additional 983 parking spaces would be provided offsite for the County Office 
Building as part of their existing parking supply in the Civic Center area.  A summary, 
comparing the Project’s parking supply with Municipal Code and Advisory Agency parking 
requirements is presented in Table 29 on page 290.  

The Parcel Q garage would provide approximately 1,510 total parking spaces.  It would 
include 755 private residential parking spaces, comprised of 720 resident spaces and 35 guest 
parking spaces.  This garage would also provide 755 public commercial parking spaces to serve 
all of the commercial (non-residential) uses.  Within the garage there would be one level of 
parking at-grade (Olive Street level), one level above grade, and five levels below grade. 

The Parcel W-1/W-2 garage would provide approximately 1,955 total parking spaces.  It 
would include 1,070 private residential parking spaces, comprised of 1,020 resident spaces and 
50 guest parking spaces.  This garage would also provide 885 commercial parking spaces of 
which 681 spaces would be allocated to the County office tower and the remaining 204 spaces 
would be for the retail uses. 

The Parcel L and M-2 garage would provide a total of 1,570 parking spaces.  It would 
include 1,280 private residential parking spaces, comprised of 1,220 resident spaces and 60 guest 
parking spaces.  This garage would also include 290 commercial parking spaces for the retail 
uses on the block.   
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Table 29 
 

Project with County Office Building Option 
Summary of Parking Requirements and Proposed Parking Supply 

 
Parcel Q Parcels W-1/W-2 Parcel L / M-2 Total 

Land Use 
Parking 

Required 
Parking 
Provided Diff. 

Parking 
Required 

Parking 
Provided Diff. 

Parking 
Required 

Parking 
Provided Diff. 

Parking 
Required 

Parking 
Provided Diff. 

As Per City Code Parking Requirement and CDP Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 a
Residential  1,007 755 -252 1,421 1,070 -351 1,700 1,280 -420 4,121 3,105 -1,016 
Commercial 429 755 326 755 885 130 101 290 189 1,285 1,930 645 

Total 1,436 1,510 74 2,176 1,955 -221 1,801 1,570 -231 5,406 5,035 -371 
     
As Per City Code Parking Requirement b           

Residential  506 755 249 719 1,070 351 860 1,280 420 2,085 3,105 1,020 
Commercial 429 745 326 755 885 130 101 290 189 1,246 1,930 645 

Total 942 1,510 568 1,474 1,955 481 961 1,570 609 3,370 5,035 1,665 
  
a Table A-1   Grand Avenue Implementation Plan - City Code Parking Requirement and CDP Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 
b Table A-2   Grand Avenue Implementation Plan - City Code Parking Requirement  
 
Source:   
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City Planning Department Deputy Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 
Residential Policy and Municipal Code Parking Requirements  

As shown in Table 29, the Project would provide 1,665 excess spaces compared to the 
requirements of the Municipal Code and 371 spaces less than the requirements of the Deputy 
Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) Advisory Agency.  However, the Project would 
provide more commercial parking supply than required by code, and less residential supply than 
the overall Advisory Agency requirement.  

In total, the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) would require 4,121 
residential parking spaces to be provided.  The Project proposes to provide 3,105 residential 
spaces, which would be 1,016 less than the policy requirement (see the later discussion in this 
Chapter as to why the DAARP is not appropriate for projects in downtown).  Also, in total, the 
City Code would require a total of 1,285 commercial parking spaces.  The Project proposes to 
provide 1,930 commercial spaces, which would be 645 more than the Municipal Code 
requirement.   

Parcel Q 

The Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) would require 1,000 
residential parking spaces for Parcel Q.  The Project would provide 755 residential spaces, which 
would be 245 less than the DAARP policy requirement.  The City Code would require 506 
residential parking spaces for Parcel Q.  The Project would provide 755 residential spaces, which 
would be 249 more than the code requirement.  In addition, the City Code would require a total 
of 429 commercial parking spaces.  The Project would provide 755 commercial spaces, which 
would be 326 more than the code requirement. 

Parcels W-1/W-2 

The DAARP would require 1,421 residential parking spaces for Parcels W-1/W-2.  The 
Project proposes to provide 1,070 residential spaces, which would be 351 less than the DAARP 
policy requirement.  The Municipal Code would require a total of 755 commercial parking 
spaces.  The Project proposes to provide 885 commercial spaces, which would be 130 more than 
the code requirement.  It is assumed that the Project would provide all of the 1.0 spaces per 1,000 
square feet required for office parking on-site, required for office parking onsite. 

Parcels L and M-2 

The DAARP policy would require 1,700 residential parking spaces in Parcels L and M-2.  
The Project proposes to provide 1,280 residential spaces, which would be 420 less than the 
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policy requirement.  The Municipal Code would require 860 residential parking spaces, which 
would be 420 less than the residential parking provided.  In addition, the Municipal Code would 
require a total of 101 commercial parking spaces.  The Project proposes to provide 290 
commercial spaces, which would be 189 more than the code requirement.   

Parking Requirements Conclusion   

The parking strategy for the Project is as follows: 

• To provide sufficient parking for the Project’s needs and for it to be competitive and 
viable in the market place;  

• To not undermine transit goals and transit use by providing too much parking; 

• To provide for an efficient parking supply that allows for shared parking between 
commercial uses and between different Project parcels within the Project, where 
feasible; 

• To provide secure and dedicated parking for the residential uses, and for the County 
Office Building; and  

• To provide sufficient parking to meet City Municipal Code requirements. 

The proposed Project would provide 3,105 residential parking spaces compared to a code 
requirement of 2,092 spaces.  It would also provide 1,930 commercial parking spaces compared 
to a code requirement of 1,285 spaces.  Because the proposed Project parking supply will 
considerably exceed the code requirements, it is concluded that the Project is consistent with the 
Municipal Code requirements, and that there would be no significant parking impacts with 
respect to the Municipal Code requirements.   

The Municipal Code would be the more appropriate criteria for determining parking need 
than the Advisory Agency policy, due to the Project’s downtown location.  The Project proposes 
to provide an overall ratio of 1.51 parking spaces per unit for condominiums and 1.12 spaces per 
unit for apartments.  These ratios are based on a provision of 1 parking space per bedroom for 
condominiums, and on 1 parking space for a 1-bedroom apartment and 1.5 parking spaces for a 
2-bedroom and 3-bedroom apartment.  These ratios are consistent with recent experience with 
other built and planned residential projects in the downtown.  Examples in which these ratios of 
parking per dwelling unit are implemented include: the Flower Street Lofts (condominiums), 
which has 91 units and 91 parking spaces (ratio of 1.0 spaces per unit); the Metropolitan Lofts 
(apartments) at Flower Street and 11th Street, which has 264 units and approximately 376 
parking spaces (ratio of 1.4 spaces per unit); the Grand Avenue Lofts, which recently had its first 
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phase approved for 66 units and 66 parking spaces (ratio 1.0 spaces per unit); the Hanover 
Project, under construction at Figueroa Street and Olympic Boulevard, with 156 apartments and 
228 parking spaces (ratio of 1.46 spaces per unit);  the Eleven project, under construction at 11th 
and Grand, which has 417 condominiums units and 578 parking spaces (ratio of 1.37 spaces per 
unit in Phase I and 1.43 spaces per unit in Phase II); the recently approved Ninth and Figueroa 
Mixed Use Project, which has 620 units and 957 parking spaces (ratio of 1.52 spaces per unit; 
and the recently approved Figueroa South Project at Figueroa and 12th Street (condominiums) 
with 648 units and 900 parking spaces (ratio of 1.39 spaces per unit).  

It is therefore concluded that the proposed Project’s residential parking supply would be 
adequate and parking impacts would not be expected.  However, because the proposed 
residential supply would be less than the Advisory Agency Policy requirements, a significant 
impact relative to the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy would occur.  The proposed 
Project would provide 3,105 residential parking spaces compared to a code requirement of 2,085 
spaces.  It would also provide 1,930 commercial parking spaces compared to a code requirement 
of 1,285 spaces.  Because the proposed Project parking supply would considerably exceed the 
code requirements, it is concluded that the Project is consistent with the Municipal Code 
requirements, and that there would be no significant parking impacts are expected.  While the 
proposed residential supply would be less than the Advisory Agency Policy requirements, the 
Project will seek an exception from that policy.  With an exception, which would be granted after 
certification of the Final EIR by the Lead Agency, but concurrently with action on the 
entitlements requested from the City, there would be no significant residential parking impacts.  
However, until the exception is granted, the conservative position is that for the purposes of 
CEQA there would be a significant impact.   

Parking Demand and Supply 

Residential Parking Demand 

Because the Project is located in downtown Los Angeles, residential parking demand will 
be lower than is typical for other (suburban) locations.  The Project will be located directly 
adjacent to and near to major transit services serving the whole Los Angeles region.  It will be 
close to multiple destinations within walking distance, including jobs (office buildings), housing, 
and entertainment uses.  The Project will attract homeowners who are looking for an urban 
lifestyle – one where people can walk or use transit to get to many destinations, and thus have 
less of a need for a car.  Nevertheless however, residents will still make some trips by car and 
will need to own cars, albeit at a less than typical level. 

The Project proposes to provide an average of 1.51 spaces per dwelling unit for 
condominiums. This ratio is based on a provision of 1 parking space per bedroom for 
condominiums. As discussed in the preceding section, these supply ratios are consistent with 
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recent market experience of other built, under construction, or planned residential projects in the 
downtown.  The Project also proposes to provide guest parking in addition to these resident 
supply ratios.  

It is therefore concluded that the residential parking supply will be sufficient and there 
will be no significant parking demand impacts for the residential uses. 

Commercial Parking Demand 

Parking Demand by Month of Year for each parcel in the Project with County Office 
Building Option, is shown in Table 30 on page 295.  As shown in Table 30, the peak month of 
parking demand would occur in December for all three Project parcels.  However there would be 
comparatively little variation by month of the year, with only about a 12 percent variation in total 
weekday demand during the year.  The months of June and July will also have parking demand 
levels very similar to the peak month.    

To provide for a conservative evaluation, the parking demand analysis factors in the peak 
month. However, because of the small amount of variation in monthly demand, the parking 
supply would be utilized to very similar levels at all times of the year, and a significant amount 
of unused parking spaces during “off-peak” months would not occur.  

The parking demand analysis is further refined to account for time of day fluctuations and 
for shared parking opportunities.  The results are summarized in Table 31 on page 296.  Table 31 
shows the shows the estimated parking demand by time of day for each parcel and for the Project 
with County Office Building Option as a whole.  The time of peak parking demand will vary by 
parcel, as it is a function of land use type – which varies by parcel.   

Parcel Q 

The peak weekday parking demand – which is driven by the retail and restaurant uses - 
will be 982 spaces, and will occur during the evening.  During the daytime, the highest parking 
demand will be 753 spaces and will occur just after midday.  Weekend peak parking demand will 
be marginally higher at 1,013 spaces, also in the evening period, with the highest daytime 
demand at 900 spaces.  As shown in Table 31 on page 296, parking demand would be relatively 
consistent throughout much of the day and evening and between weekday and weekend days, but 
would generally be lower during the daytime. 
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Parcel W-1/W-2 

The peak weekday parking demand – which is driven very largely by the County office 
use on this block - would be 1,835 spaces, which would occur in the early afternoon.  This 
demand would be comprised of 1,664 spaces for the office building and 171 spaces for the 
commercial (retail/restaurant) uses.  The shared parking analysis does not include the County 
office parking spaces, as those spaces would only be available to users of the County office 
building, and would not be shared by the public for parking for other uses at any time because of 
County policies regarding security procedures for its office building.  The office parking need 
would be represented as a constant 1,664 spaces at all times in this analysis, although in reality it 
would be much lower in the evenings and weekends. 

Parcel L / M-2 Total Project 
A.  Weekday     
January 935 1,827 228 2,990 
February 905 1,823 222 2,950 
March 968 1,842 250 3,060 
April 982 1,842 250 3,074 
May 998 1,846 256 3,100 
June 1,065 1,858 272 3,195 
July 1,065 1,858 272 3,195 
August 997 1,846 255 3,098 
September 979 1,843 249 3,071 
October 972 1,843 249 3,064 
November 959 1,851 260 3,070 
December 1,074 1,890 314 3,278 
B.  Weekend     
January 1,124 459 301 1,884 
February 1.099 454 294 1,847 
March 1,194 478 330 2,003 
April 1,219 479 330 2,028 
May 1,239 484 338 2,081. 
June 1,320 499 359 2,178 
July 1,341 499 359 2,199 
August 1,257 485 337 2,079 
September 1,234 480 330 2,044 
October 1,226 480 330 2,036 
November 1,218 490 344 2,052 
December 1,370 542 415 2,327 
  
a  Parking demand estimates prior to analysis of shared parking potential. 
b  Based on monthly data for individual uses in "Shared Parking", Urban Land Institute, Washington D.C, 1983. 
 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Parcels W-1/W-2 Parcel L / M-2 Total Project 
A.  Weekday     
6:00 AM 213 0 0 213 
7:00 AM 240 11 15 266 
8:00 AM 318 26 34 378 
9:00 AM 430 57 78 565 
10:00 AM 488 96 131 715 
11:00 AM 567 156 172 895 
12:00 PM 655 153 211 1,019 
1:00 PM 753 171 238 1,162 
2:00 PM 709 160 222 1,091 
3:00 PM 892 158 219 1,269 
4:00 PM 887 141 195 1,223 
5:00 PM 747 146 205 1,098 
6:00 PM 864 165 232 1,261 
7:00 PM 976 181 254 1,411 
8:00 PM 982 178 251 1,411 
9:00 PM 904 147 210 1,261 
10:00 PM 741 105 152 998 
11:00 PM 518 68 99 685 
12:00 AM 388 38 56 482 
B.  Weekend     
6:00 AM 216 0 0 216 
7:00 AM 233 7 9 249 
8:00 AM 345 19 26 390 
9:00 AM 465 53 73 591 
10:00 AM 630 79 107 816 
11:00 AM 650 125 170 945 
12:00 PM 773 164 225 1,162 
1:00 PM 869 194 268 1,331 
2:00 PM 900 202 279 1,381 
3:00 PM 898 202 279 1,379 
4:00 PM 859 186 257 1,302 
5:00 PM 841 177 247 1,265 
6:00 PM 939 191 270 1,400 
7:00 PM 985 188 267 1,440 
8:00 PM 1,013 185 263 1,461 
9:00 PM 946 161 231 1,338 
10:00 PM 878 153 220 1,251 
11:00 PM 634 103 152 889 
12:00 AM 497 68 102 667 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Parking demand in the evening would be slightly higher at 1,845 spaces, comprised of the 
1,664-space dedicated supply for the County office building and 181 spaces for the commercial 
uses.  The weekend parking need will be very similar, with a total of 1,866 spaces for the 
weekend midday (1,664 spaces dedicated for the office building and 202 spaces for commercial 
uses); and a total of 1,855 spaces for the weekend evening period (1,664 dedicated spaces for the 
office building and 191 spaces for the commercial uses). 

As shown in Table 31, the parking demand would be relatively constant for the 
commercial uses for this parcel, not only during the day but also between weekday and weekend 
days. 

Parcel L and M-2 

The peak weekday parking demand – which is driven by the retail and restaurant uses - 
would be 254 spaces, and would occur during the evening.  During the daytime, the highest 
parking demand would be 238 spaces and would occur just after midday.  Weekend parking 
demand would be marginally higher with a peak of 279 spaces occurring in the mid-afternoon, 
and with the highest evening demand at 267 spaces after 7:00 P.M.  Parking demand on this 
parcel will therefore be relatively consistent throughout the day and evening and between 
weekday and weekend days, and generally will be slightly higher at weekends. 

Overall Project 

As shown in Table 31, for the Project as a whole the weekday parking demand would 
peak at 2,826 spaces in the early afternoon, with the highest evening parking need at 3,075 
spaces (demand for 1,411 commercial parking spaces and 1,664 dedicated office spaces).  
During weekends, the parking demand would peak at 3,045 spaces in the early afternoon 
(demand for 1,381 commercial spaces and 1,664 dedicated office spaces), with the highest 
evening parking demand at 3,125 spaces (1,461 commercial spaces and 1,664 dedicated office 
spaces).  The overall Project parking demand is heavily skewed by the office use on Parcel W-
1/W-2, which is the single largest parking demand of all the non-residential uses in the Project.  

Comparison of Commercial Parking Demand with Parking Supply Table 32 on page 298 
compares the Commercial Parking Demand and Supply with the proposed parking supply for 
each development parcel.  

Parcel Q 

Parcel Q would provide 755 commercial parking spaces.  As shown in Table 32, the 
Parcel Q garage supply would be adequate to accommodate the peak weekday daytime parking 
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Table 32 

 
Comparison of Peak Parking Demands and Proposed Parking Supply – Project with County Office Building Option 

 
Period Parcel Q Parcels W-1/W-2 Parcel L / M-2 Total 

 Demand Supply Diff Demand Supplya Diff Demand Supply Diff Demand Supply Diff 
Peak Month 

da
                        

Week   y             
- Day 753 755 2 1,835 1,868 33 238 290 52 2,843 2,913 87 
- Eve 982 755 -227 1,845 1,868 23 254 290 36 3,081 2,913 -168 

Weekend              
- Day 900 755 -145 1,866 1,868 2 279 290 11 3,045 2,913 -132 
- Eve 1,013 755 -258 1,855 1,868 13 270 290 20 3,138 2,913 -225 

  
a  Includes 983 offsite spaces for County Office Building. 
 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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demand of 753 spaces.  However, the supply would be 227 spaces less than the peak weekday 
evening parking demand of 982 spaces; 145 spaces less than the weekend daytime peak demand 
of 900 spaces; and 258 spaces less than the peak weekend evening parking demand of 1,013 
spaces.  The parking deficits would occur in the evenings and weekends and cannot be 
accommodated by the parking supply on other Project blocks, as there would be virtually no 
surplus supply on those blocks (see following discussion and Table 32).  However, during 
evenings and weekends, there are considerable amounts of unused parking in the Civic Center 
area – primarily in the various office building garages in the area.  Therefore, there would be 
adequate parking available to accommodate the relatively small shortfalls from Parcel Q. 

Parcels W-1/W-2 

The proposed on-site parking supply for Parcel W-1/W-2 would be 885 spaces.  This 
would comprise 681 spaces exclusively for the County office building and 204 spaces for the 
retail/restaurant uses.  A further 983 spaces would be provided offsite to meet the parking needs 
of the County office building.  With the addition of offsite parking for the County office 
building, the total supply of parking spaces for Parcel W-1/W-2 would be 1,868 spaces. 

The County has determined there are sufficient spaces available in its Civic Center 
parking supply to accommodate the off-site need of 983 parking spaces for the County office 
building.  These spaces would be accommodated in various currently under-utilized County 
parking locations, including the Walt Disney Concert Hall garage (with tandem parking 
operations), in County Lot 45 (on N. Spring Street) in County Lot 58 (on N. Alameda Street), 
and, potentially, in the Civic Mall (Lot 18) to the extent spaces are not needed for the potential 
backfill and/or re-use of the County HOA building.   

As shown in Table 32, this total supply would accommodate Project needs at all times 
during the weekday and the weekend.  It would meet the needs for County office parking of 
1,664 spaces.  The on-site retail commercial parking supply of 204 spaces would also meet the 
commercial parking demand with a surplus of 33 spaces during the weekday daytime, a surplus 
of 23 spaces during the weekday evening, a surplus of 2 spaces during the weekend daytime, and 
a surplus 13 spaces during the weekend evening. 

Parcel L and M-2 

The proposed commercial parking supply for Parcel L and M-2 would be 290 spaces.  As 
shown in Table 32, the Parcels L and M-2 garage would accommodate the peak weekday 
daytime parking demand of 238 spaces, the weekday evening parking demand of 254 spaces, the 
peak weekend evening parking demand of 270 spaces, and the peak weekend daytime parking 
demand of 279 spaces.  There would be small surpluses of between 11 and 52 parking spaces.   
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Overall Project 

Combining the individual peak parking characteristics of each development parcel, the 
peak commercial parking demand for the total project, as shown in Table 32, is estimated to be 
2,826 spaces during a weekday daytime.  The peak parking need is estimated to be 3,081 spaces 
during a weekday evening; 3,045 spaces during a weekend daytime; and 3,138 spaces during a 
weekend evening (although all these include the 1,664 dedicated County spaces).   

The proposed parking supply would be sufficient to accommodate the projected parking 
demand for development on Parcels W-1/W-2 and L and M-2 at all times.  While the proposed 
parking supply for Parcel Q would be sufficient to accommodate projected demand during the 
weekday daytime, it would not be sufficient during weekday evenings and during weekends 
when it a shortage of between 145 spaces and 258 spaces would occur.  The small parking 
supply surpluses on Parcels W-1/W-2 and L and M-2 would not be sufficient to accommodate 
the Parcel Q shortfalls.  These small surpluses would not even be available to Parcel Q until 
Parcels W-1/W-2 and L and M-2 were developed.  Even when those parcels are built, the small 
surpluses would most likely be made available general public parking in the area rather than 
specifically being assigned to other development parcels.  

Conclusions on Commercial Parking Demand and Supply 

The overall commercial parking supply would come very close to meeting the estimated 
peak parking demands of the Project.  The Parcel Q parking garage would accommodate the 
peak daytime parking demands, but would be short by 145 to 258 spaces on weekday evenings 
and weekends.  The Parcel W-1/W-2 garage would provide adequate parking to meet retail 
commercial demands.  In conjunction with County-provided off-site parking the garage office 
supply will also be sufficient to meet the office building parking demands.  

The Parcel L and M-2 garage would provide adequate parking for the retail commercial 
parking demands at all times, with small surpluses of 11 to 52 spaces at varying times of the day.  

The weekday evening and weekend deficits in commercial parking on Parcel Q cannot be 
accommodated on other Project parcels.  However, they could be easily accommodated by the 
considerable surplus parking capacity that exists at evenings and weekends in many of the 
parking garages on Bunker Hill – particularly the office building garages within a few blocks of 
the Proposed Project.  Use of this publicly available parking would be an effective use of 
existing resources and avoid providing an over-supply of parking in the area.   

Based on the above analysis, it is concluded there would be no significant off-street 
parking supply impacts due to the Project with County Office Building Option.   
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Changes to Existing Off-Street Parking Supply 

A considerable amount of off-street parking currently exists in the vicinity of the Project, 
with twenty-one off-site parking facilities in the area bounded by Hope Street and Flower Street 
on the west, Temple Street on the north, Spring Street on the east, and Fourth Street on the south.  
Some of these are surface parking lots, but the majority are parking structures.  There are 
approximately 15,950 parking spaces in these twenty-one locations.  Of these, approximately 
1,100 spaces are in surface lots and the remaining 14,850 spaces are in garages.  Approximately 
7,000 of the total 15,950 spaces are owned and operated by the County of Los Angeles.  Of these 
7,000 spaces, approximately 2,900 are reserved for County official business and employees and 
are not available to the general public.  (The County also owns an additional 1,500 spaces in the 
Civic Center area, which are outside the area defined the geographic boundary described above.  
Approximately 6,900 of the total 15,950 parking spaces are located in major high-rise office 
towers on Bunker Hill.   

The County currently owns and operates 1,958 parking spaces in the Civic Mall, of which 
1,609 are in subterranean garages and 349 are in surface parking).  The westernmost garage 
(County Lot 18), between Grand Avenue and Hill Street has 1,274 parking spaces, with large 
helical parking entrance/exit ramps on both Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  The middle section 
of the Mall between Hill Street and Broadway includes a subterranean garage (County Lot 10) 
under the Court of Flags with 646 parking spaces.  However, since the Northridge earthquake, 
the lower two levels of this garage have not been used so the parking capacity is currently 
limited to 321 spaces.  At the easternmost send of the Civic Mall is a 349-space surface parking 
lot (County Lot 11) off of Spring Street for the County Criminal Court Building.  Parcels Q, W-
1/W-2, and L and M-2) are all currently used for parking.  Development would require the 
removal of parking from these parcels.  The amounts and types of parking to be removed are 
shown in Table 33 on page 302.   

As shown in Table 33, there are a total of 1,807 existing parking spaces currently located 
on the Project site.  These are comprised of 913 juror parking spaces and 154 County Courthouse 
visitor parking spaces currently provided by the County in the temporary parking structure in 
County Lot 17 on Parcel Q; 225 surface parking spaces currently provided by the County in 
County Lot 26 on Parcels W-1/W-2, and open to the general public for all uses; 145 parking 
spaces in two privately operated surface parking lots on Parcels W-1/W-2 that are open to the 
general public for all uses, and 375 parking spaces in two privately operated surface public 
parking lots on Parcel L and M-2 that are open to the general public for all uses.  In summary, 
there are 913 juror parking spaces (700 usable), 379 publicly provided parking spaces, and 520 
privately provided parking spaces within Parcels Q, W, and L and M-2, all of which would be 
removed by the proposed development of these parcels.   
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As the County of Los Angeles has a responsibility to provide juror parking, the 700 juror 
parking spaces in Parcel Q would need to be replaced.  The County has also expressed a desire to 
replace the 374 other public parking spaces it provides in Lot 17 and Lot 26.  The County has 
determined that the 1,062 spaces currently provided in the Parcel Q lot, and the 225 spaces 
provided in the Parcels W-1/W-2 lot, by existing County facilities in the Civic Center.  County 
facilities would have sufficient daytime parking capacity available to absorb the demand of 1,074 
spaces, primarily in the Walt Disney Concert Hall garage (County Lot 16).  The Walt Disney 
Concert Hall garage has a total of 1,730 spaces and is currently under-utilized during the day.  
The County also has the ability to increase the supply to 2,288 spaces with tandem parking 
operations.  During the evening, the Walt Disney Concert Hall garage is used for events and 
there is no current parking usage of County Lots 17 and 26 in Parcels Q and W.  There would, 
therefore, be no significant impacts from the loss of these parking spaces due to the Project. 

There are no plans to replace the remaining 520 parking spaces in the four privately 
operated surface lots in Parcels W and L and M-2.  These parking spaces are in general public 
use, with no specific designation or relation to specific buildings or uses in the Civic Center and 
Bunker Hill areas.  They are not “by-right” uses of the underlying land, but are in effect a 
temporary use of the land, until a higher and better use is identified for these parcels.  For these 
reasons there is no obligation to replace these parking spaces.  The 520 such off-street parking 
spaces that would be removed represent about 3 percent of the overall parking supply in the 
immediate area of Bunker Hill and the Civic Center. As the previous analysis has shown, there 
would be virtually no parking spaces available in the Project’s parking garages for non-Project 
parking during the weekday daytime.  However, as parking spaces are generally available (based 
on drive-by and drive/walk-thru general observations) in a number of other parking facilities in 
the general area (such as the Music Center Parking Garage, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the 
Angels garage) as well as in other adjacent parts of downtown, those people currently using the 
privately operated surface lots on Parcels W and L and M-2 would be expected to either find 
alternate locations for parking or perhaps use transit.  Because of this, and the fact that the loss of 

Parcel Q County Lot 17 1,062  
(849 usable) 

Public Parking – Jurors (913 spaces, 700 usable) 
Public Parking – Courthouse Visitors (154 spaces) 

County Lot 26 225 Public Parking 
Private Lot 83 

Parcels W-
1/W-2 

Private Lot 62 
Public Parking 
Public Parking 

Parcel L Private Lot (5-Star) 215 Public Parking 
Parcel M-2 Private Lot (Prestige) 160 Public Parking 
Total  1,807  

(1,594 usable) 
 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group, May 2006. 
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parking spaces is a very small proportion of the overall parking supply in the immediate area of 
the Project, it is concluded there would be no significant impacts from the removal of off-street 
parking spaces on the Project with County Office Building Option.  The Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would have the same impact on off-street parking as the Project 
with County Office Building Option.  

Civic Park Off-Street Parking 

The proposed Civic Park conceptual design would not result in any significant changes to 
the parking supply in the Civic Park.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the upper sections of the 
existing helical ramps to the Civic Mall garage (County Lot 18) at both Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street would be reconfigured.  However no reduction in the parking capacity of the garage is 
anticipated.  In addition, the lower two levels of the Court of Flags garage would be repaired and, 
thereby, 325 usable parking spaces would be added to the existing parking supply. The 
Conceptual Plan would replace the existing 349-space surface parking lot on Spring Street at the 
eastern end of the Civic Mall with a large paved and landscaped plaza for civic and community 
activities.  The existing parking would be relocated to the refurbished Court of Flags garage 
(which would contain a gain of 325 spaces), resulting in a small decrease of 24 parking spaces.  
The net result of the Civic Park Conceptual Plan would be a slight reduction in the number of 
parking spaces in the three-block area from 1,958 spaces to 1,934 spaces. 

While there would be a small decrease of 24 parking spaces in the Civic Mall parking 
supply in the Civic Mall, this would not be a significant impact, as it would represent only 1 
percent of the total 1,958 spaces currently provided in the Civic Mall.  As all parking spaces are 
managed and operated by the County, and as they have a substantial number of other parking 
spaces in other parking lots in the Civic Center area, the deficit of 24 spaces would be adequately 
replaced.  It is therefore concluded that there would be no significant impacts from changes in 
the off-street parking supply in the Civic Mall/Park area. 

Changes to Existing On-Street Parking Supply 

There is very little on-street parking supply in the area of the Project.  On the streets 
adjacent to the development parcels in the Project there are only a total of 33 on street parking 
spaces.  Table 34 on page 304 summarizes the number of existing on-street parking spaces on 
each block face of the Project site.  This on-street parking supply is generally metered, with a 
two-hour time restriction between 8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M., except for First Street when the time 
limits are 9:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M.  Due to the provision of new Project driveways and/or passenger 
loading zones, the total number of on-street parking spaces would be reduced.  At a minimum, an 
estimated 15 on-street parking spaces would have to be removed to accommodate the width of 
new driveways and some distance on either side of the driveways to allow visibility for turning 
vehicles.  At a maximum, all 33 on-street parking spaces adjacent to the Project may have to be 
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removed due to new driveways, passenger-loading zones, and to facilitate turning traffic at 
driveways.   

The Project could therefore cause the removal of between 15 and 33 on-street parking 
spaces adjacent to the Project’s development parcels.  However, there is currently an extensive 
amount of off-street parking provided in the Bunker Hill and Civic Center areas, much of which 
is available to the public, and which could accommodate an additional 33-space demand.  In 
addition, the Project would be providing additional off-street parking spaces, and the parking 
demand analysis has shown that there would be surplus parking of 52 spaces in the Parcels L and 
M-2 garage during the weekday daytime, a surplus of 36 spaces during weekday evenings, and a 
surplus of 11 to 20 spaces on weekends.  At most times, therefore, surplus parking in Parcels L 
and M-2 could serve the relocated on-street demand.  It is therefore concluded that no significant 
impacts would occur from the potential removal of any on-street parking spaces adjacent to the 
Project’s development parcels. 

(vii)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option  

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would provide a total of at 
least 5,255 parking spaces on-site, in below grade and/or above-grade parking garages.  While 
the traffic report included as Appendix B to this EIR based its parking calculations for the 
Project’s affordable housing units on the provisions of LAMC Section 12.22.A.25(d) (i.e., one 
parking space for each affordable housing unit), it should be noted that one of the discretionary 

Olive Street 0  
Second Street 0  
Grand Avenue 0  

Parcel Q 

First Street 5 Two-hour meters: 9:00 A.M. to 4 P.M. 

Hill Street 0  
Second Street 8 No Parking: 8:00 A.M. to 6 P.M. 
Olive Street 0  

Parcels W-
1/W-2 

First Street 0  

10 Two-hour meters: 8:00 A.M. to 6 P.M. Grand Avenue 
GTK Way North 0  
GTK Way South 10 Two-hour meters: 8:00 A.M. to 6 P.M. 
Lower Grand Avenue 0  
Hope Street 0  

Parcels L 
and M-2 

Second Street 0  
Total  33  
  

Source:  The Mobility Group, January 2006. 
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approvals that Related may pursue in the future is a variance from that parking requirement.  
Any additional environmental analysis required for such a variance would be included in the 
Final EIR (if appropriate) or one of the additional environmental review documents described in 
State CEQA Guidelines 15162-15164. 

A summary, comparing the Project’s parking supply with Municipal Code and Advisory 
Agency parking requirements is presented in Table 35 on page 306.   

City Planning Department Deputy Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 
Residential Policy and Municipal Code Parking Requirements 

Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) would require 2,621 residential 
parking spaces in Parcel W-1/W-2.  The Project proposes to provide 1,971 residential spaces, 
which would be 650 less than the policy requirement.  Overall, the Deputy Advisory Agency 
Policy and the Municipal Code would require a total of 5,925 spaces be provided by the Project.  
The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would provide 5,255 spaces, which 
would be 670 spaces less than the overall requirement.  However, as shown in Table 35, DAARP 
policy would require 5,321 residential parking spaces to be provided.  The Project proposes to 
provide 4,006 residential spaces, which would be 1,315 less than the policy requirement.  (See 
the discussion in the subsection entitled “Parking Requirements Conclusion,” above, regarding 
how the Advisory Agency policy is not appropriate to the downtown area.)  Also, the City Code 
would require a total of 604 commercial parking spaces.  The Project proposes to provide 1,249 
commercial spaces, which would be 645 more than the Municipal Code requirement. 

Parking Requirements based on the City Municipal Code for Both 
Residential and  Commercial Uses 

For Parcel W-1/W-2, the Municipal Code would require 1,326 residential parking spaces.  
The Project proposes to provide 1,971 residential spaces, which would be 645 more than the 
Municipal Code requirement. 

Also, for Parcel W-1/W-2, the Municipal Code would require a total of 74 commercial 
parking spaces.  The Project with Additional Residential Development Option proposes to 
provide 204 commercial spaces, which would be 130 more than the code requirement.  

Overall the Municipal Code would require a total of 3,296 spaces be provided by the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  The Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would provide 5,255 spaces, which would be 1,959 spaces 
more than the overall code requirement.  The Project would provide both more residential and 
more commercial parking supply than required by code.  
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Table 35 
 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
Summary of Parking Requirements and Proposed Parking Supply 

 
Parcel Q Parcels W-1/W-2 Parcel L / M-2 Total 

Land Use 
Parking 

Required 
Parking 
Provided Diff. 

Parking 
Required 

Parking 
Provided Diff. 

Parking 
Required 

Parking 
Provided Diff. 

Parking 
Required 

Parking 
Provided Diff. 

As Per City Code Parking Requirement and CDP Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 a
Residential  1,000 755 -245 2,621 1,971 -650 1,700 1,280 -420 5,328 4,006 -1,322 
Commercial 429 755 326 74 204 130 101 290 189 604 1,249 645 

Total 1,436 1,510 74 2,695 2,175 -520 1,801 1,570 -231 5,932 5,255 -677 
     
As Per City Code Parking Requirement b           

Residential  513 755 242 1,326 1,971 645 860 1,280 420 2,69 4,006 1, 314 
Commercial 429 755 326 74 204 130 101 290 189 604 1,249 645 

Total 942 1,510 568 1,400 2,175 775 961 1,570 609 3,296 5,255 1,959 
  
a Table A-1   Grand Avenue Implementation Plan - City Code Parking Requirement and CDP Advisory Agency AA-2000-1 
b Table A-2   Grand Avenue Implementation Plan - City Code Parking Requirement  
 
Source:   
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In total, the Municipal Code would require 2,692 residential parking spaces. The Project 
proposes to provide 4,006 residential spaces, which would be 1,314 more than the code 
requirement.  Also, in total, the Municipal Code would require a total of 604 commercial parking 
spaces.  The Project proposes to provide 1,249 commercial spaces, which would be 645 more 
than the code requirement. 

Given the downtown urban location, the Municipal Code is the more appropriate criteria 
for determining parking need than the Advisory Agency policy.  It is therefore concluded that the 
proposed Project with Additional Residential Development Option’s residential parking supply 
would be adequate and parking impacts would not be expected. While the proposed residential 
supply would be less than the Advisory Agency Policy requirements, the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would seek an exception from that policy.  With an exception, 
which may be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead Agency, but concurrently 
with action on the entitlements requested from by the City, there would be no significant 
residential parking impacts.  However, until the exception is granted, the conservative position is 
that for the purposes of CEQA there would be a significant impact.   

Parking Demand and Supply 

Residential Parking Demand 

Because the Project is located in downtown Los Angeles, residential parking demand 
would be lower than is typical for other (suburban) locations.  The Project would be located 
directly adjacent to and near to major transit services serving the whole Los Angeles region.  It 
would be close to multiple destinations within walking distance, including jobs (office 
buildings), housing, and entertainment uses.  The Project will attract homeowners who are 
looking for an urban lifestyle – one where people can walk or use transit to get to many 
destinations, and thus have less of a need for a car.  Nevertheless however, residents will still 
make some trips by car and will need to own cars, albeit at a less than typical level. 

The Project proposes to provide an average of 1.51 spaces per dwelling unit for 
condominiums (and one space per bedroom), and about 1.12 spaces per dwelling unit for 
apartments.  As discussed extensively in the preceding section, these supply ratios are consistent 
with recent market experience of other built, under construction, or planned residential projects 
in the downtown.  The Project also proposes to provide guest parking in addition to these 
resident supply ratios.  

It is therefore concluded that the residential parking supply would be sufficient and there 
will be no significant parking demand impacts for the residential uses. 
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Commercial Parking Demand 

For the remainder of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, the 
only difference from the Project with County Office Building Option is that there would be no 
office building.  The other commercial uses would remain the same as for the Project with 
County Office Building Option; i.e. hotel, retail, and restaurant uses, as well as the health club 
and the event facility. 

The seasonal variations in parking demand would be very similar to those under the 
Project with County Office Building Option, as the office building in the Project with County 
Office Building Option has virtually no seasonal variation.  Table 36 on page 309 shows the 
estimated parking demand by time of day for each parcel and for the Project as a whole.  The 
parking demand for Parcels Q and L and M-2 is the same as under the Project with County 
Office Building Option.   

In Parcels W-1/W-2, the peak weekday parking demand for the commercial component 
would be 181 spaces, which would occur in the evening.  The peak parking need in the weekday 
daytime would be slightly lower at 171 spaces at lunchtime.  The weekend parking need would 
be very similar, with a total of 202 spaces for the weekend mid-afternoon and a peak total of 191 
spaces for the weekend evening period. 

Parking demand will therefore be relatively constant for the commercial uses for this 
parcel, not only during the day but also between weekday and weekend days. 

As shown in Table 36, for the Project as a whole, the weekday commercial parking 
demand would peak at 1,162 spaces in the early afternoon, with the highest evening parking need 
at 1,411 spaces.  On weekends, the parking need would peak at 1,381 spaces in the early 
afternoon, with the highest evening parking need at 1,461 spaces.   

Table 37 on page 310, summarizes the comparison of the estimated parking demand to 
the proposed parking supply.  The comparison is done separately for each parcel and addresses 
the individual peak parking demand for each parcel for both the weekday and the weekend.  The 
analysis therefore allows for shared parking within a parcel, but not for shared parking between 
parcels.   

The results for Parcels Q and L and M-2 are identical to the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  The proposed onsite parking supply for Parcel W-1/W-2 would be 204 spaces.  
As shown in Table 37, this total supply would accommodate Project needs at all times during the 
weekday and the weekend.  It would meet the commercial parking demand with a 33-space 
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Total Commercial Parking Demand 
Month Parcel Q Parcels W-1/W-2 
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Parcel L / M-2 Total Project 
A.  Weekday     
6:00 AM 213 0 0 213 
7:00 AM 240 11 15 266 
8:00 AM 318 25 34 377 
9:00 AM 430 57 78 565 
10:00 AM 488 96 131 715 
11:00 AM 567 126 172 865 
12:00 PM 655 153 211 1,019 
1:00 PM 753 171 238 1,162 
2:00 PM 709 160 222 1,091 
3:00 PM 692 158 219 1,069 
4:00 PM 667 141 195 1,003 
5:00 PM 747 146 205 1,098 
6:00 PM 864 165 232 1,261 
7:00 PM 976 181 254 1,411 
8:00 PM 982 178 251 1,411 
9:00 PM 904 147 210 1,261 
10:00 PM 741 105 152 998 
11:00 PM 518 68 99 685 
12:00 AM 388 38 56 482 
B.  Weekend     
6:00 AM 216 0 0 216 
7:00 AM 233 7 9 249 
8:00 AM 345 19 26 390 
9:00 AM 465 53 73 591 
10:00 AM 530 79 107 716 
11:00 AM 650 125 170 945 
12:00 PM 773 164 225 1,162 
1:00 PM 869 194 268 1,331 
2:00 PM 900 202 279 1,381 
3:00 PM 898 202 279 1,379 
4:00 PM 859 186 257 1,302 
5:00 PM 841 177 247 1,265 
6:00 PM 939 191 270 1,400 
7:00 PM 985 188 267 1,440 
8:00 PM 1,013 185 263 1,461 
9:00 PM 946 161 231 1,338 
10:00 PM 878 153 220 1,251 
11:00 PM 634 103 152 889 
12:00 AM 497 68 102 667 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006 
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Table 37 
 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
Summary of Parking Requirements and Proposed Parking Supply 

 
 Parcel Q Parcels W-1/W-2 Parcel L / M-2 Total 

Period Demand Supply Diff Demand Supplya Diff Demand Supply Diff Demand Supply Diff 
Peak Month 

da
                        

Week   y             
- Day 753 755 2 171 204 33 238 290 52 1,162 1,249 87 
- Eve 982 755 -227 181 204 23 254 290 36 1,417 1,249 -168 

Weekend              
- Day 900 755 -145 202 204 2 279 290 11 1,381 1,249 -132 
- Eve 1,013 755 -258 191 204 13 270 290 20 1,474 1,249 -225 

 

a Includes 983 offsite spaces for County Office Building 
  

Source: The  Mobility Group, 2006 
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surplus during the weekday daytime, a 23-space surplus during the weekday evening, a 2-space 
surplus during the weekend daytime, and a 13-space surplus during the weekend evening.  The 
peak commercial parking demand for the total Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option is estimated to be 1,162 spaces during a weekday.  The peak parking demand is estimated 
to be 1,417 spaces during a weekday evening, 1,381 spaces during a weekend daytime, and 1,474 
spaces during a weekend evening.   

The proposed parking supply would be sufficient to accommodate the projected parking 
demand for development on Parcels W-1/W-2 and L and M-2 at all times.  While the proposed 
parking supply for Parcel Q would be sufficient to accommodate projected demand during the 
weekday daytime, it would not be sufficient during weekday evenings and during weekends 
when it would be between 145 spaces and 258 spaces short.  The small parking supply surpluses 
on Parcels W-1/W-2 and L and M-2 would not be sufficient to accommodate the Parcel Q 
shortfalls.  

The overall parking supply would come very close to meeting the estimated peak parking 
demands of the Project.  The Parcel Q parking garage would accommodate the peak daytime 
parking demands, but would be short by 145 to 258 spaces on weekday evenings and during 
weekends.   

The Parcel W-1/W-2 garage would provide adequate parking to meet retail commercial 
demands at all times, with small surpluses of between 2 and 33 spaces at different times. The 
Parcel L and M-2 garage will provide adequate parking for the retail commercial parking 
demands at all times, with small surpluses of 11 to 52 spaces at different times. 

The weekday evening and weekend deficits in commercial parking on Parcel Q cannot be 
accommodated on other Project parcels.  However, they could be easily accommodated by the 
considerable surplus parking capacity that exists at evenings and weekends in many of the 
parking garages on Bunker Hill – particularly the office building garages within a few blocks of 
the Project.  Use of this publicly available parking would be an effective use of existing 
resources and avoid providing an over-supply of parking in the area.  Therefore, it is concluded 
there would be no significant off-street parking supply impacts due to the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option. 

(viii)  Civic Park Activities 

It is not anticipated that events in the proposed Civic Park would cause a significant 
parking impact.  Not all of the parking needs for these events would always be new and 
additional.  For example, people arriving early for related events at the Music Center and the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall would park in parking garages located within those venues and would 
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be part of current parking demands.  Other incoming attendees would be arriving as daytime 
employees were leaving their jobs and exiting their parking spaces.  The incoming attendees 
could, therefore, use the parking spaces vacated by employees.  For example, because of the 
typically early start to their workday, many County employees leave between 4:00 P.M. and 5:00 
P.M. Both small and medium events could be accommodated in this manner in Civic Center and 
Bunker Hill parking garages.  For larger events that have earlier starting times, parking demand 
would also be met by parking lots and garages located farther from the Civic Park.  It is, 
therefore, concluded that there would be no significant parking impacts. 

With respect to parking for special events, as these events would generally occur on 
public holidays, on weekends, or in the evening hours, a substantial amount parking in the 
County garages, Civic Center and Bunker Hill garages, and numerous surface lots that are 
usually used by employees during the weekday daytime, would be available.  Therefore, there 
would be no significant parking impacts cause by these events. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

a.  Construction 

(1)  Worker Trips  

The construction of 93 related projects is anticipated in the Project study area.  These 
related projects would be dispersed throughout the study area and would draw upon a 
construction workforce from all parts of the Los Angeles region.  In general, the majority of the 
construction workers are anticipated to arrive and depart the individual construction sites during 
off-peak hours (i.e., arrive prior to 7:00 A.M. and depart between 3:00 to 4:00 P.M.), thereby 
avoiding travel during the A.M. and P.M. peak traffic periods.  Given the off-peak nature of 
construction worker traffic, cumulative worker traffic impacts are concluded to be less than 
significant.   

(2)  Hauling 

Excavation and grading phases for the related projects would generate the highest number 
of haul truck trips at the related project sites.  The haul truck routes for related projects would be 
approved by the LADOT, according to the location of the individual construction site and the 
ultimate destination.  However, the Project’s highest periods of haul truck activity would be in 
the initial six to eight months of construction for each parcel, when trucks would carry excavated 
material from the site.  During these periods, 130 trucks a day, to a peak of 300 trucks a day, are 
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estimated.  Because some of these trips would occur in the A.M. peak hour, peak hauling 
activities could cause short-term, significant cumulative traffic impacts.   

(3)  Emergency Access 

Related projects that would be large enough to cause lane closures or detours may be 
required, as is the case with the proposed Project, to prepare construction traffic/management 
plans, as is the case with the proposed Project.  Since the Project would be required to coordinate 
any street or lane closures with police and fire emergency services, it would not contribute to 
cumulative significant impacts on emergency access.  

(4)  Civic Mall Ramps 

The reconfiguration of the ramps that provide access to/from the existing Civic Center 
Mall parking garage on Grand Avenue would require the ramps to be shut down for a period of 
time during their reconstruction under the project.  During that time, traffic would have to enter 
and exit the existing Civic Center Mall garage via either the Hill Street ramps, or via the Music 
Center garage (which connects to the existing Civic Center Mall garage under Grand Avenue). 
Similarly the reconfiguration of the upper sections of the helical ramps to the garage on Hill 
Street would also require those ramps to be shut down for a period of time during reconstruction.  
During that time, traffic would have to enter and exit the existing Civic Center Mall garage via 
the Grand Avenue ramps. The diversion of traffic to alternate garage entrances would only affect 
streets in the immediate vicinity of the existing Civic Center Mall garage, but could potentially 
create temporary and short-term cumulatively significant traffic impacts. 

(5) Temporary Street Closures 

It is not expected that complete closures of any streets would be required during 
construction although they could occur due to unforeseen circumstances – in which case they 
could cause temporary significant impacts.  It is, however, expected that there would need to be 
certain temporary traffic lane closures on streets adjacent to the Project site for certain periods, 
although the specific location and duration of such closures is unknown at this time.  It is 
expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb may need to be closed at 
certain locations for certain periods of time.  Such lane closures could occur for periods of up to 
4-6 months, or up to about 18 to 24 months, depending on the stage of construction.  Although 
temporary in nature, such closures could cause temporary cumulatively significant traffic 
impacts during such periods of time.   
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b.  Operation 

(1)  Intersection Service Levels 

The cumulative traffic impacts associated with the 93 related projects and ambient 
growth have been considered for the purpose of assessing the Project’s traffic impacts.  
Cumulative effects on intersection operations attributable to traffic from ambient growth and the 
identified related projects have been incorporated into the above analysis of Cumulative Base 
(without Project) conditions.  Under 2010 Cumulative Base conditions, as previously shown in 
Table 16 on page 259, eleven intersections would operate at LOS D or E during the in the A.M. 
and/or P.M. peak hours.  Of these, seven intersections would be impacted during the A.M. peak 
hour and ten intersections would be impacted during the P.M. peak hour.  It is anticipated that 
related projects contributing to cumulative growth would be required on an individual basis to 
mitigate potentially significant traffic impacts to the extent possible.  However, since no 
guarantee exists that mitigation measures would be implemented with the identified related 
projects, in conjunction with the significant Project impact after mitigation, it is concluded that 
cumulative traffic impacts on intersection operations would be significant. 

During times in which events in the Civic Park might start earlier in the evening, or might 
be associated with concerts/programs at the Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
Civic Park traffic may worsen traffic conditions in the P.M. peak hour.  The number of such 
events would be infrequent and would not occur on a regular basis.  Although such a traffic 
impact would be temporary in nature, that impact may, on occasion, be significant in its 
magnitude.  Annual events, festivals, and holiday events could also potentially have temporary 
and short-term (one-time) significant traffic impacts.  These would typically be addressed, at the 
discretion of the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) or other appropriate 
agencies, by the preparation of special traffic management and controls plans on a temporary 
basis, as are currently prepared for special events as deemed necessary by the LADOT.   Such 
plans would reduce and minimize traffic impacts. Given the traffic management controls in such 
plans, the temporary and infrequent nature of such events, and the general acceptance of the 
public of some level of traffic congestion and vehicle delays in arriving at and departing these 
successful special events, there generally should be no significant traffic impacts. However, on 
occasion, the size of the event and other factors may cause this traffic impact to be significant.  
Since these Project traffic impacts are potentially significant, traffic impacts associated with such 
short-term activities are also considered cumulatively significant.  

(2)  Freeway Service Levels 

Ambient growth in accordance with CMP guidelines has been considered in the 
evaluation of the Project’s impact on regional freeways.  The Project with County Office 
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Building Option would cause an incremental increase of in the D/C ratio of 0.021 at the US-101 
Hollywood Freeway between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, and an incremental increase of in 
the D/C ratio of 0.020 at the US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street, both in the P.M. 
peak hour.  As these would be at, or very slightly above, the threshold of significance, it is 
concluded that the Project with County Office Building Option would cause two significant 
traffic impacts on the freeway system, one of which would occur at a CMP monitoring location 
(US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street). However, since related projects would 
also contribute to freeway traffic levels, the combination of the Project’s traffic with related 
projects’ traffic is considered to be cumulatively significant.  The Project with Additional 
Residential Development would not exceed D/C threshold ratios, and cumulative impacts are 
considered to be less than significant under this option.   

(3)  Access 

No related projects share conjoining or adjacent access points.  Therefore, no significant 
cumulative impacts relative to access would occur. 

(4)  Public Transit 

The Project study area is highly served by existing bus and rail transit services.  The use 
of transit services by the employees, visitors, and residents of the 93 related projects would use   
overlapping transit systems as the proposed Project.  Under City of Los Angeles transportation 
and land use policies, this effect is positive (i.e., the concentration of new employment and 
housing projects in close proximity to transit services).  Transportation policies also facilitate the 
ongoing expansion of the regional transit system to accommodate increased demand as a result 
of such land use policies.57  Consequently, cumulative impacts relative to transit systems are 
concluded to be less than significant. 

(5)  Parking 

Related projects within close proximity to the Project site may generate parking demand.  
Related projects located near or within a short walking distance from the Project in an area 
bounded by Fifth Street on the south, Los Angeles Street on the east, the Hope Street on the 
west, and Temple Street on the north, include the following:    

                                                 
57  City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Transportation Element of the General Plan, Chapter II, Background 

(http://cityplanning.lacity.org/Cwd/GnlPln/TransElt/TE/T2Bkgrnd.htm). 
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• Related Project No. 1:  Plaza de Cultura y Arte, a community cultural center in the 
500 block of N. Main Street;  

• Related Project No. 9:  162 apartments at 205-207 S. Broadway; 

• Related Project No. 25:  Metro 217, 277 lofts at 417 S. Hill (conversion of subway 
terminal building); 

• Related Project No. 27: Federal Courthouse, between First and Second Streets, south 
of Hill Street; 

• Related Project No. 28:  Douglas Building, a mixed residential and retail at 257 S. 
Spring Street (conversion of a 1898 building); 

• Related Project No. 30:  Rowan Building, 209 loft apartments at 458 S. Spring Street 
(conversion of Rowan Building); 

• Related Project No. 31:  Little Tokyo branch City of Los Angeles library at 203 S. 
Los Angeles Street; 

• Related Project No. 32:  Residential loft and retail, Fourth and Main Streets; 

• Related Project No. 33:  146-unit condominium project at 108 W. Second Street; 

• Related Project No. 43:  Police Headquarters facility at First and Main Streets; 

• Related Project No. 56:  Hall of Justice at Temple and Spring Street (30-employee 
increase); 

• Related Project No. 84: Title Guarantee Building with 74 apartments at 411 W. Fifth 
Street; and  

• Related Project No. 88: Mixed-use 450 apartments and 15,000 sq. ft. of retail at 250 
S. Hill Street. 

• Related Project No. 92:  Commercial-use including 960,000 sq. ft. of office floor area 
and 100,000 sq. ft. of retail in the block bounded by Third, Olive, Hill, and Fourth 
Streets. 

Four related projects, including No. 9, a 162-unit apartment building at 205-207 S. 
Broadway; No. 27, a new Federal Courthouse at the south side of Hill Street, between First and 
Second Streets; No. 88, a 450-unit apartment and retail complex at 250 S. Hill Street, and No 92 
in the block bounded by Third, Olive, Hill, and Fourth Streets, are located adjacent to the Project 
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site and could create an additional demand for public parking, particularly in Parcels W-1/W-2, if 
overflow conditions were to occur at these other locations.  However, related projects would 
comply with Municipal Code requirements, and it expected that demand for commercial and 
residential parking would be met for related projects as it is with the Project.  However, since the 
Project would not comply with the Advisory Agency Policy for residential uses, non-compliance 
with the Advisory Agency residential parking policy is considered cumulatively significant 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant 
traffic impacts. 

a.  Construction 

Mitigation Measure B-1:  Related with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, prior to the start of 
each construction work phase, a Construction Traffic Control/Management 
Plan to be approved by the LADOT and implemented by the responsible 
party.  The Plan shall include, but not be limited to,  Project scheduling, the 
location and timing of any temporary lane closures, traffic detours, haul 
routes, temporary roadway striping, and signage for traffic flow, as necessary, 
as well as the identification and signage of alternative pedestrian routes in the 
immediate vicinity of the Project, if necessary.  The Plan should also provide 
for the coordination of construction areas, and for safe pedestrian movement 
throughout the Project Area such that adequate and safe pedestrian movement 
access is maintained to adjacent uses including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
the Music Center, the County Courthouse, and the Metro Red Line station 
portals (on Parcel W-2 and on the Court of Flags).   

Mitigation Measure B-2:  After approval of the Construction Traffic 
Control/Management Plan(s) required under Mitigation Measure B-1 and 
prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
submit a copy of the Plan(s) to the Authority, and/or the City Chief 
Administrative Officer and the County of Los Angeles Chief Administrative 
Officer.  Following receipt of the Plan(s), the County of Los Angeles Chief 
Administrative Officer shall distribute that  information to all County 
properties on Grand Avenue, including the Hall of Administration, County 
Courthouse, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Music Center, for further 
distribution of  information to employees and visitors on construction 
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schedules, alternative travel routes, and lane and sidewalk closure 
information, as appropriate, and the Authority, or the City, shall distribute to 
the appropriate City departments for the same purposes.   

Mitigation Measure B-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall enter into one or more temporary arrangements 
with parking garages in the area of the Project, or with surface lot operators 
elsewhere in downtown or its periphery, to provide a sufficient supply of off-
street spaces for the construction workers during Project construction, and will 
require all construction workers to use these designated parking spaces.  These 
temporary arrangements shall be to the satisfaction of LADOT.   

b.  Operation 

Mitigation Measure 

The analysis of intersection capacity identifies significant impacts at seven intersections 
in the A.M. peak hour, and at seventeen intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  Of the seven 
significant impacts in the A.M. peak hour, there would be at intersections that would continue to 
operate at LOS D or better (an acceptable level of service), while four would be at intersections 
that would operate at LOS E.  Of the seventeen significant impacts in the P.M. peak hour, ten 
would be at intersections that would continue to operate at LOS D or better, four would be at 
intersections that would operate at LOS E, and three would be at intersections that would operate 
at LOS F.  In conjunction with the LADOT, it was concluded that physical mitigation measures, 
including roadway widening, lane re-striping, or signal timing/phasing changes would not be 
feasible.  The purpose and strategy of the following mitigation measures are described in Section 
9 of the Mobility Group Traffic Study, Appendix B of the Draft EIR.   

Mitigation Measure B-4:  If the Project proceeds with the County office building option, 
the County, on an on-going basis following initial occupancy, shall fund and 
implement a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program for the 
proposed County office use in Parcel W-1/W-2.  The County's Chief 
Administrative Officer shall ensure the County's review and approval of this 
TDM program.  The TDM program could, for example, include an onsite 
transportation coordinator, post information on transit, provide logistical 
support for the formation of carpools and vanpools, and other incentives to 
use transit and rideshare. 

Mitigation Measure B-5:  Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
implement ATCS in conjunction with the area-wide ATCS program, if not 
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otherwise implemented, prior to the completion of the first phase of 
development at the intersections identified by LADOT, although the 
implementation of this measure will provide mitigation to all three Project 
phases.  Implementation of ATCS shall occur in the northern part of 
downtown, north of Eighth Street, at the locations identified by LADOT.  
LADOT has determined that implementation of the ATCS mitigation 
improvements in the area surrounding the Project would comprise the 
following:  (1) upgrades to Model 2070 traffic signal controllers at 37 
intersections; (2) installation of 31 ATSAC/ATCS system vehicle detectors at 
6 intersections; and (3) installation of CCTV cameras to provide video 
information to the ATSAC Center at four locations.  Subject to a final 
determination by LADOT of the improvements required for the Project, 
ATCS shall  also include LADOT’s Transit Priority System (TPS). 

Mitigation Measure B-6:  The following menu of mitigation measures has been 
developed to further reduce the Project’s potential traffic and circulation 
impacts.  LADOT shall determine which of these mitigation measures are to 
be implemented.  

o Provide enhanced walking connections along the Project street 
frontages to transit service (to bus stops and to the Red Line station 
portals at First Street and Hill Street, and at Hill Street mid-block 
between First Street and Temple Street).  These could comprise 
pedestrian amenities along the Project’s street frontages, including 
landscaped sidewalks, wider crosswalks where feasible at key 
intersections, improved lighting for pedestrian safety at nighttime, and 
pedestrian wayfinding signage, to facilitate walking in the Project area.  
Related shall implement this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each 
development phase; while, the responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program, under the 
applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for each of these Project components. 

o Related, as determined by LADOT and prior to initial building 
occupancy for each development phase, shall provide enhanced bus 
stops on the street frontages of the five development parcels.  These 
enhanced bus stops may include bus shelters with passenger amenities 
such as benches, shaded areas, and transit information, that could be 
integrated into the overall urban design/landscaping of the Project. 

o Provide transit information kiosks at various strategic locations on the 
Project site.  Related shall implement this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each 
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development phase; while, the responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program, under the 
applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for each of those Project components. 

o Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall participate 
in an on-going basis during Project operations, in a Share-Car program 
(e.g., Flexcar) that makes cars available to registered members.  It is 
anticipated that up to three on-street parking spaces, subject to a 
determination of feasibility by LADOT, be provided at key locations 
adjacent to the Project frontage for up to three Share-Cars.  The Share-
Cars could be available to both Project and non-Project users as long 
as they were members of the Share-Car program.  The Project would 
support a Share-Car organization’s application to the City, and would 
promote the Share-Car concept and encourage its usage with Project 
residents and tenants.   

o Provide improved vehicular directional signage on surface streets 
approaching and within the Project area to direct vehicles to specific 
destinations and parking locations, as appropriate, to minimize 
vehicles circulating in the Project area.  Such signage should be 
approved to the satisfaction of LADOT.  Related shall implement this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels prior to initial 
building occupancy for each development phase; while, the 
responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements, shall implement these measures prior to the 
completion of construction for  the Civic Park.  

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION  

a.  Construction 

(1)  Hauling 

Excavation and grading phases for the related projects would generate the highest number 
of haul truck trips at the related project sites.  The haul truck routes for related projects would be 
approved by the LADOT, according to the location of the individual construction site and the 
ultimate destination.  However, the Project’s highest periods of haul truck activity would be in 
the initial six to eight months of construction for each parcel, when trucks would carry excavated 
material from the site.  During those periods, 130 trucks a day, to a peak of 300 trucks a day, are 
estimated.  Because some of these trips would occur in the A.M. peak hour, the peak hauling 
periods could cause an unavoidable, short-term, significant traffic impacts.   
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(2)  Civic Mall Ramps 

The reconfiguration of the ramps to/from the existing Civic Center Mall parking garage 
on Grand Avenue would require the ramps to be shut down for a period of time during their 
reconstruction.  During that time, traffic would have to enter and exit the existing Civic Center 
Mall garage via either the Hill Street ramps, or via the Music Center garage (which connects to 
the existing Civic Center Mall garage under Grand Avenue). Similarly the reconfiguration of the 
upper sections of the helical ramps to the garage on Hill Street would also require those ramps to 
be shut down for a period of time during their reconstruction.  During that time, traffic would 
have to enter and exit the existing Civic Center garage via the Grand Avenue ramps. The 
diversion of traffic to alternate garage entrances would only affect streets in the immediate 
vicinity of the existing Civic Center Mall garage, but could potentially create temporary and 
unavoidable, short-term significant traffic impacts. 

(3)  Temporary Lane Closures 

It is not expected that complete closures of any streets would be required during 
construction although they could occur due to unforeseen circumstances – in which case they 
could cause temporary significant impacts.   It is however expected that there would need to be 
certain temporary traffic lane closures on streets adjacent to the Project site for certain periods, 
although the specific location and duration of such closures is unknown at this time.  It is 
expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb may need to be closed at 
certain locations for certain periods of time.  Such lane closures could occur for periods of up to 
4-6 months, or up to about 18 to 24 months, depending on the stage of construction.  Although 
temporary in nature, such closures could cause significant traffic impacts during such periods of 
time..   

(4)  Construction Worker Parking 

Through required off-site, off-street parking for construction workers under Mitigation 
Measure B-3, the potential impact on parking from the Project’s estimated 250, to a peak of 600, 
construction workers who would choose to drive to work, would be reduced to a less than 
significant level. 
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b.  Operation 

(1)  Intersection Service Levels 

(a) Project with County Office Building Option 

(i)  Traffic Impacts – Project Operation 

The implementation of the ATCS and trip reduction measures, as required under 
Mitigation Measures B-5 through B-10 would partially mitigate, but would not eliminate traffic 
impacts.  Future intersection service levels with the implementation of ATCS and the trip 
reduction program for the office building are shown in Table 38 on page 323.  

As shown in Table 38, one significant unavoidable impact in the A.M. peak hour and 13 
significant unavoidable impacts in the P.M. peak hour, would occur at the following locations:   

A.M. Peak Hour: 

• Broadway / First Street     (LOS D) 

P.M. Peak Hour: 

• Olive Street / First Street    (LOS C) 

• Olive Street / Fourth Street    (LOS C) 

• Hope Street / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Hope Street /GTK Way/Second Place  (LOS D) 

• Grand Avenue / Temple Street   (LOS D) 

• Grand Avenue / First Street    (LOS D) 

• Olive Street / Fifth Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Second Street    (LOS D) 

• Hill Street / Fourth Street    (LOS D) 

• Hope Street / Temple St. (US-101 Ramps)(LOS E) 
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Table 38 
 

Traffic Impacts with the Implementation of Trip Reduction and ATCS Mitigation – Project with County Office Building Option 
 

    

Future Without 
Project 

Conditions Future With Project Conditions Future With Project with Mitigation Conditions 

    V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

Mitigates 
Impact 

A.  A.M Peak Hour 
1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.827 D 0.837 D 0.010 No 0.814 D -0.013 No  
2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.492 A 0.005 No 0.479 A -0.008 No  
3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.626 B 0.632 B 0.006 No 0.614 B -0.012 No  
4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.398 A 0.400 A 0.002 No 0.389 A -0.009 No  
5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps 0.902 E 0.921 E 0.019 Yes 0.895 D -0.007 No Full 
6 Hope St. / First St. 0.925 E 0.935 E 0.010 Yes 0.910 E -0.015 No Full 
7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.420 A 0.452 A 0.032 No 0.440 A 0.020 No  
8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.671 B 0.678 B 0.007 No 0.660 B -0.011 No  
9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.439 A 0.448 A 0.009 No 0.435 A -0.004 No  
10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.528 A 0.540 A 0.012 No 0.525 A -0.003 No  

11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 
Ramps 

0.693 B 0.724 C 0.031 No 0.703 C 0.010 No  

12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.930 E 0.929 E -0.001 No 0.903 E -0.027 No  
13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.791 C 0.818 D 0.027 Yes 0.795 C 0.004 No Full 
14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.537 A 0.670 B 0.133 No 0.651 B 0.114 No  
15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.502 A 0.015 No 0.489 A 0.002 No  
16 Olive St. / First St. 0.531 A 0.609 B 0.078 No 0.590 A 0.059 No  
17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.283 A 0.359 A 0.076 No 0.351 A 0.068 No  
18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.437 A 0.548 A 0.111 No 0.523 A 0.086 No  
19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.623 B 0.654 B 0.031 No 0.636 B 0.013 No  
20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.402 A 0.424 A 0.022 No 0.410 A 0.008 No  
21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.762 C 0.815 D 0.053 Yes 0.792 C 0.030 No Full 
22 Hill St. / First St. 0.744 C 0.766 C 0.022 No 0.743 C -0.001 No  
23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.765 C 0.793 C 0.028 No 0.770 C 0.005 No  
24 Hill St. / Third St. 0.968 E 0.996 E 0.028 Yes 0.966 E -0.002 No Full 
25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.518 A 0.542 A 0.024 No 0.526 A 0.008 No  
26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.457 A 0.466 A 0.009 No 0.453 A -0.004 No  
27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.858 D 0.895 D 0.037 Yes 0.866 D 0.008 No Full 
28 Broadway / First St. 0.824 D 0.915 E 0.091 Yes 0.880 D 0.056 Yes Partial 
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Future Without 
Project 

Conditions Future With Project Conditions Future With Project with Mitigation Conditions 

    V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

Mitigates 
Impact 

29 Broadway / Second St. 0.613 B 0.616 B 0.003 No 0.597 A -0.016 No  
30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.474 A 0.489 A 0.015 No 0.476 A 0.002 No  
31 Spring St. / First St. 0.592 A 0.609 B 0.017 No 0.592 A 0.000 No  
32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.609 B 0.612 B 0.003 No 0.596 A -0.013 No  
                          
B.  P.M Peak Hour 
1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.965 E 0.985 E 0.020 Yes 0.957 E -0.008 No Full 
2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.781 C 0.795 C 0.014 No 0.772 C -0.009 No  
3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.650 B 0.658 B 0.008 No 0.640 B -0.010 No  
4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.409 A 0.413 A 0.004 No 0.402 A -0.007 No  
5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps 0.971 E 1.015 F 0.044 Yes 0.985 E 0.014 Yes Partial 
6 Hope St. / First St. 0.733 C 0.830 D 0.097 Yes 0.806 D 0.073 Yes Partial 
7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.776 C 0.845 D 0.069 Yes 0.822 D 0.046 Yes Partial 
8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.546 A 0.569 A 0.023 No 0.552 A 0.006 No  
9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.517 A 0.535 A 0.018 No 0.519 A 0.002 No  
10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.498 A 0.515 A 0.017 No 0.500 A 0.002 No  

11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 
Ramps 

0.994 E 1.100 F 0.106 Yes 1.064 F 0.070 Yes Partial 

12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.844 D 0.896 D 0.052 Yes 0.868 D 0.024 Yes Partial 
13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.850 D 0.918 E 0.068 Yes 0.889 D 0.039 Yes Partial 
14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.504 A 0.708 C 0.204 Yes 0.689 B 0.185 No Full 
15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.565 A 0.597 A 0.032 No 0.580 A 0.015 No  
16 Olive St. / First St. 0.627 B 0.801 D 0.174 Yes 0.770 C 0.143 Yes Partial 
17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.406 A 0.583 A 0.177 No 0.567 A 0.161 No  
18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.653 B 0.740 C 0.087 Yes 0.719 C 0.066 Yes Partial 
19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.812 D 0.858 D 0.046 Yes 0.833 D 0.021 Yes Partial 
20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.486 A 0.513 A 0.027 No 0.499 A 0.013 No  
21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.933 E 0.941 E 0.008 No 0.915 E -0.018 No  
22 Hill St. / First St. 0.911 E 0.947 E 0.036 Yes 0.920 E 0.009 No Full 
23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.679 B 0.845 D 0.166 Yes 0.813 D 0.134 Yes Partial 
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Future Without 
Project 

Conditions Future With Project Conditions Future With Project with Mitigation Conditions 

    V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

Mitigates 
Impact 

24 Hill St. / Third St. 1.018 F 1.103 F 0.085 Yes 1.064 F 0.046 Yes Partial 
25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.760 C 0.851 D 0.091 Yes 0.819 D 0.059 Yes Partial 
26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.586 A 0.609 B 0.023 No 0.591 A 0.005 No  
27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.834 D 0.866 D 0.032 Yes 0.842 D 0.008 No Full 
28 Broadway / First St. 0.841 D 0.939 E 0.098 Yes 0.908 E 0.067 Yes Partial 
29 Broadway / Second St. 0.748 C 0.768 C 0.020 No 0.746 C -0.002 No  
30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.646 B 0.678 B 0.032 No 0.657 B 0.011 No  
31 Spring St. / First St. 0.582 A 0.622 B 0.040 No 0.603 B 0.021 No  
32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.509 A 0.517 A 0.008 No 0.503 A -0.006 No  
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• Broadway / First Street     (LOS E) 

• Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps (LOS F)  

• Hill Street / Third Street     (LOS F) 

All of these intersections would continue to operate at LOS D or better, except for two 
that would operate at LOS E in the P.M. peak hour (Hope Street / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps, 
and Broadway / First Street), and two that would operate at LOS F in the P.M. peak hour (Grand 
Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, and Hill Street / Third Street). 

With the exception of ATCS and trip reduction mitigation measures (Mitigation 
Measures B-5 through B-11), no other feasible mitigation measures are available to the Project to 
reduce significant traffic impacts to less than significant levels.  The feasibility of specific 
intersection improvements was investigated for the remaining intersection locations where the 
Project would cause significant traffic impacts, particularly resulting in level of service LOS E or 
LOS F.  In conjunction with LADOT staff, it was determined that re-striping traffic lanes and/or 
adding traffic lanes to modify intersection lane configurations, roadway widening, and potential 
changes to signal timing and phasing would not be feasible.  Roadway widening was not 
considered feasible due to lack of available right-of-way because of existing buildings or lack of 
control over adjacent right-of-way.  Lane re-striping was not considered feasible as it would 
result in inadequate lane widths; and signal timing/phasing changes were not considered feasible 
as they would worsen rather than improve intersection operations or potentially cause other 
problems and/or impacts elsewhere.  Therefore, the Project would result in potentially significant 
and unavoidable traffic impacts. 

(ii)  CMP and Freeway Impacts 

The analysis of CMP and freeway impacts concluded that two significant traffic impacts 
on the freeway system would occur under this Project Option.  The Project with County Office 
Building would cause an incremental increase in the D/C ratio of 0.021 at the US-101 
Hollywood Freeway between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, and an incremental increase in D/C 
ratio of 0.020 at the US-101 Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes Street (a CMP location), both 
in the P.M. peak hour.  Both would be at or very slightly above the threshold of significance.   

The effect of the trip reduction program for the County Office Building (Mitigation 
Measure B-5) would reduce the significant impact on the Hollywood Freeway north of Vignes 
Street to less than a significant level, thereby eliminating the impact at the CMP location.  As 
such, no significant, unavoidable impacts on CMP and freeway segments would occur.  The P.M. 
peak hour service levels, after mitigation, are summarized in Table 39 on page 327. 
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Table 39 
 

Freeway Impact Analysis – P.M. Peak Hour – Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Existing (2005) Cumulative  (2015) Base Cumulative + Project (2015) 

No. Freeway Segments 

CMP  
Locat

ion DIR Demand Capacity D/C LOS Demand Capacity D/C LOS 
Project 
Trips Demand Capacity D/C LOS 

Change 
in D/C 

Significant 
Impact 

1 I-10 at Budlong Ave. a Yes EB 18,620 12,500 1.490 F(3) 20,568 12,500 1.645 F(3) 100 20,668 12,500 1.653 F(3) 0.008 No 
   WB 18,620 12,500 1.490 F(3) 20,568 12,500 1.645 F(3) 110 20,678 12,500 1.654 F(3) 0.009 No 
                   
2 I - 10 East of Los Angeles Street b No EB 9,020 8,000 1.128 F(0) 9,964 8,000 1.245 F(0) 0 9,964 8,000 1.245 F(0) 0.000 No 
   WB 7,080 8,000 0.885 D 7,821 8,000 0.978 E 0 7,821 8,000 0.978 E 0.000 No 
                   
3 I - 10 at East Los Angeles City Limit a Yes EB 12,365 12,000 1.030 F(0) 13,659 12,000 1.138 F(0) 47 13,706 12,000 1.142 F(0) 0.004 No 
   WB 9,055 12,000 0.755 C 10,002 12,000 0.834 D 37 10,039 12,000 0.837 D 0.003 No 
                   
4 US - 101 south of Santa Monica Blvd. a Yes NB 11,100 8,000 1.388 F(2) 12,261 8,000 1.533 F(3) 103 12,364 8,000 1.546 F(3) 0.013 No 
   SB 10,280 8,000 1.285 F(1) 11,356 8,000 1.419 F(2) 85 11,441 8,000 1.430 F(2) 0.011 No 
                   
5 US - 101 from Alvarado St. to Glendale Blvd. b No NB 7,623 8,000 0.953 E 8,421 8,000 1.053 F(0) 89 8,510 8,000 1.064 F(0) 0.011 No 
   SB 8,104 8,000 1.013 F(0) 8,952 8,000 1.119 F(0) 90 9,042 8,000 1.130 F(0) 0.011 No 
                   
6 US - 101 Grand Ave. to Hill St. b No NB 5,951 8,000 0.744 C 6,574 8,000 0.822 D 83 6,657 8,000 0.832 D 0.010 No 
   SB 7,830 8,000 0.979 E 8,649 8,000 1.081 F(0) 160 8,809 8,000 1.101 F(0) 0.020 Yes 
                   
7 US - 101 north of Vignes St. a Yes NB 6,693 10,000 0.669 C 7,393 10,000 0.739 C 116 7,509 10,000 0.751 C 0.012 No 
   SB 11,099 8,000 1.387 F(2) 12,260 8,000 1.533 F(3) 146 12,406 8,000 1.551 F(3) 0.018 No 
                   
8 SR - 110 from Solano to Hill St. / Stadium Way b No NB 5,213 6,000 0.869 D 5,758 6,000 0.960 E 100 5,858 6,000 0.976 E 0.017 No 
   SB 6,231 6,000 1.039 F(0) 6,883 6,000 1.147 F(0) 88 6,971 6,000 1.162 F(0) 0.015 No 
                   
9 SR - 110 at Alpine St. a Yes NB 9,026 6,000 1.504 F(3) 9,970 6,000 1.662 F(3) 75 10,045 6,000 1.674 F(3) 0.013 No 
   SB 8,407 6,000 1.401 F(2) 9,287 6,000 1.548 F(3) 66 9,353 6,000 1.559 F(3) 0.011 No 
                   
10 SR - 110 south of US - 101 a Yes NB 12,007 8,000 1.501 F(3) 13,263 8,000 1.658 F(3) 31 13,294 8,000 1.662 F(3) 0.004 No 
   SB 11,131 8,000 1.391 F(2) 12,296 8,000 1.537 F(3) 37 12,333 8,000 1.542 F(3) 0.005 No 
                   
11 SR - 110 from Olympic Blvd. to Pico Blvd. b No NB 7,722 8,000 0.965 E 8,530 8,000 1.066 F(0) 130 8,660 8,000 1.082 F(0) 0.016 No 
   SB 9,231 8,000 1.154 F(0) 10,197 8,000 1.275 F(1) 145 10,342 8,000 1.293 F(1) 0.018 No 
                   
12 SR - 110 at Slauson Ave. a Yes NB 8,550 8,000 1.069 F(0) 9,445 8,000 1.181 F(0) 100 9,545 8,000 1.193 F(0) 0.013 No 
   SB 12,155 8,000 1.519 F(3) 13,427 8,000 1.678 F(3) 113 13,540 8,000 1.692 F(3) 0.014 No 
                   
13 SR - 60 at Indiana Street a Yes EB 15,425 12,000 1.285 F(1) 17,039 12,000 1.420 F(2) 47 17,086 12,000 1.424 F(2) 0.004 No 
   WB 6,445 12,000 0.537 B 7,119 12,000 0.593 C 37 7,156 12,000 0.596 C 0.003 No 
                   
14 I - 5 north of Stadium Way a Yes NB 12,855 10,000 1.286 F(1) 14,200 10,000 1.420 F(2) 50 14,250 10,000 1.425 F(2) 0.005 No 
   SB 10,560 10,000 1.056 F(0) 11,665 10,000 1.166 F(0) 44 11,709 10,000 1.171 F(0) 0.004 No 
  
a  Existing demand (factored from 2003 to 2005 conditions) and capacity obtained from LACMTA "2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County". 
b Existing demand (factored from 2004 to 2005 conditions) from Caltrans " 2004 California State Highway Traffic Volumes".  Existing capacity calculated using 2000 vehicles per lane. 
 
Source:  The Mobility Group, 2006. 
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(b) Project with Additional Residential Development Option(i)  Traffic 
Impacts – Project Operation 

The implementing of an ATCS program would mitigate all six significant impacts in the 
A.M. peak hour and 10 of 17 significant impacts in the A.M. peak hour to a less than significant 
level.  The mitigation measure would reduce the magnitude of the remaining significant impacts, 
but would not to the level of insignificance.   

As shown in Table 40 on page 329 the seven following intersections would continue to 
be significantly and unavoidably impacted in the P.M. peak hour:   

• Olive Street / First Street     (LOS C) 

• Olive Street / Fourth Street     (LOS C) 

• Hill Street / Second Street     (LOS C) 

• Hope Street / First Street     (LOS D) 

• Hope Street / GTK Way / Second Place  (LOS D) 

• Broadway / First Street      (LOS D) 

• Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps  (LOS F)  

As can be seen from the above list, all of the significantly impacted intersections would 
continue to operate at LOS D or better, except for intersection of Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 
Ramps, which would operate at LOS F in the P.M. peak hour. Although traffic impacts would 
not be as great as under the Project with County Office Building Option, since no other feasible 
mitigation measures exist to bring impacts to a less than significant level, traffic impacts are 
concluded to be significant and unavoidable.  

(ii)  CMP and Freeway Impacts 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not cause any 
significant CMP of other freeway impacts. 

c.  Civic Mall 

Early evening events in the Civic Park, or events associated with concerts/programs at the 
Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, may worsen traffic conditions in the Project 



IV.B. Traffic, Circulation and Parking 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 329 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Table 40 
 

Traffic Impacts with the Implementation of Trip Reduction and ATCS Mitigation – Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

    

Future Without 
Project 

Conditions Future With Project Conditions Future With Project with Mitigation Conditions 

    V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

Mitigates 
Impact 

A.  A.M Peak Hour 
1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.827 D 0.838 D 0.011 No 0.815 D -0.012 No  
2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.493 A 0.006 No 0.479 A -0.008 No  
3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.626 B 0.629 B 0.003 No 0.612 B -0.014 No  
4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.398 A 0.400 A 0.002 No 0.389 A -0.009 No  
5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps 0.902 E 0.921 E 0.019 Yes 0.896 D -0.006 No Full 
6 Hope St. / First St. 0.925 E 0.935 E 0.010 Yes 0.910 E -0.015 No Full 
7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.420 A 0.452 A 0.032 No 0.440 A 0.020 No  
8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.671 B 0.678 B 0.007 No 0.660 B -0.011 No  
9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.439 A 0.449 A 0.010 No 0.437 A -0.002 No  
10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.528 A 0.535 A 0.007 No 0.520 A -0.008 No  

11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 
Ramps 

0.693 B 0.722 C 0.029 No 0.702 C 0.009 No  

12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.930 E 0.925 E -0.005 No 0.899 D -0.031 No  
13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.791 C 0.817 D 0.026 Yes 0.795 C 0.004 No Full 
14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.537 A 0.680 B 0.143 No 0.662 B 0.125 No  
15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.487 A 0.503 A 0.016 No 0.490 A 0.003 No  
16 Olive St. / First St. 0.531 A 0.600 A 0.069 No 0.583 A 0.052 No  
17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.283 A 0.386 A 0.103 No 0.376 A 0.093 No  
18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.437 A 0.491 A 0.054 No 0.478 A 0.041 No  
19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.623 B 0.661 B 0.038 No 0.643 B 0.020 No  
20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.402 A 0.412 A 0.010 No 0.400 A -0.002 No  
21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.762 C 0.811 D 0.049 Yes 0.788 C 0.026 No Full 
22 Hill St. / First St. 0.744 C 0.760 C 0.016 No 0.740 C -0.004 No  
23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.765 C 0.792 C 0.027 No 0.770 C 0.005 No  
24 Hill St. / Third St. 0.968 E 0.986 E 0.018 Yes 0.959 E -0.009 No Full 
25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.518 A 0.543 A 0.025 No 0.528 A 0.010 No  
26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.457 A 0.467 A 0.010 No 0.454 A -0.003 No  
27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.858 D 0.867 D 0.009 No 0.843 D -0.015 No  
28 Broadway / First St. 0.824 D 0.863 D 0.039 Yes 0.839 D 0.015 No Full 
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Future Without 
Project 

Conditions Future With Project Conditions Future With Project with Mitigation Conditions 

    V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

Mitigates 
Impact 

29 Broadway / Second St. 0.613 B 0.617 B 0.004 No 0.600 A -0.013 No  
30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.474 A 0.490 A 0.016 No 0.477 A 0.003 No  
31 Spring St. / First St. 0.592 A 0.610 B 0.018 No 0.593 A 0.001 No  
32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.609 B 0.612 B 0.003 No 0.596 A -0.013 No  
                          
B.  P.M Peak Hour 
1 Figueroa St. / Third St. 0.965 E 0.980 E 0.015 Yes 0.954 E -0.011 No Full 
2 Figueroa St. / Fifth St. 0.781 C 0.790 C 0.009 No 0.769 C -0.012 No  
3 Figueroa St. / Sixth St. 0.650 B 0.658 B 0.008 No 0.640 B -0.010 No  
4 I-110 Off Ramp  / Temple St. 0.409 A 0.412 A 0.003 No 0.401 A -0.008 No  
5 Hope St. / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps 0.971 E 0.999 E 0.028 Yes 0.972 E 0.001 No Full 
6 Hope St. / First St. 0.733 C 0.832 D 0.099 Yes 0.809 D 0.076 Yes Partial 
7 Hope St. / GTK Way / Second Place 0.776 C 0.845 D 0.069 Yes 0.821 D 0.045 Yes Partial 
8 Flower St. / Third St. 0.546 A 0.564 A 0.018 No 0.548 A 0.002 No  
9 Flower St. / Fifth St. 0.517 A 0.529 A 0.012 No 0.514 A -0.003 No  
10 Flower St. / Sixth St. 0.498 A 0.513 A 0.015 No 0.499 A 0.001 No  

11 Grand Ave. / US-101 Ramps / I-110 
Ramps 

0.994 E 1.068 F 0.074 Yes 1.039 F 0.045 Yes Partial 

12 Grand Ave. / Temple St. 0.844 D 0.877 D 0.033 Yes 0.853 D 0.009 No Full 
13 Grand Ave. / First St. 0.850 D 0.890 D 0.040 Yes 0.866 D 0.016 No Full 
14 Grand Ave. / Upper Second St. 0.504 A 0.714 C 0.210 Yes 0.695 B 0.191 No Full 
15 Grand Ave. / Fifth St. 0.565 A 0.588 A 0.023 No 0.572 A 0.007 No  
16 Olive St. / First St. 0.627 B 0.753 C 0.126 Yes 0.733 C 0.106 Yes Partial 
17 Olive St. / Second St. 0.406 A 0.599 A 0.193 No 0.582 A 0.176 No  
18 Olive St. / Fourth St. 0.653 B 0.743 C 0.090 Yes 0.723 C 0.070 Yes Partial 
19 Olive St. / Fifth St. 0.812 D 0.851 D 0.039 Yes 0.828 D 0.016 No Full 
20 Olive St. / Sixth St. 0.486 A 0.513 A 0.027 No 0.499 A 0.013 No  
21 Hill St. / Temple St. 0.933 E 0.938 E 0.005 No 0.913 E -0.020 No  
22 Hill St. / First St. 0.911 E 0.941 E 0.030 Yes 0.915 E 0.004 No Full 
23 Hill St. / Second St. 0.679 B 0.803 D 0.124 Yes 0.781 C 0.102 Yes Partial 
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Future Without 
Project 

Conditions Future With Project Conditions Future With Project with Mitigation Conditions 

    V/C LOS V/C LOS 
Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact V/C LOS 

Change 
in V/C 

Significant 
Impact 

Mitigates 
Impact 

24 Hill St. / Third St. 1.018 F 1.050 F 0.032 Yes 1.021 F 0.003 No Full 
25 Hill St. / Fourth St. 0.760 C 0.802 D 0.042 Yes 0.781 C 0.021 No Full 
26 Hill St. / Sixth St. 0.586 A 0.603 B 0.017 No 0.587 A 0.001 No  
27 Broadway / Temple St. 0.834 D 0.866 D 0.032 Yes 0.843 D 0.009 No Full 
28 Broadway / First St. 0.841 D 0.918 E 0.077 Yes 0.893 D 0.052 Yes Partial 
29 Broadway / Second St. 0.748 C 0.767 C 0.019 No 0.746 C -0.002 No  
30 Broadway / Fourth St. 0.646 B 0.667 B 0.021 No 0.648 B 0.002 No  
31 Spring St. / First St. 0.582 A 0.611 B 0.029 No 0.595 A 0.013 No  
32 Spring St. / Second St. 0.509 A 0.518 A 0.009 No 0.504 A -0.005 No  
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area during the P.M. peak hour.  The number of such events would be infrequent and would not 
occur on a regular basis.  Although Civic Park traffic impacts would be temporary in nature, 
impacts may, on occasion, be significant in magnitude.  Annual events, festivals, and holiday 
events could also potentially have temporary and short-term (one-time) significant traffic 
impacts.  Therefore, on occasion, the size of the event and other factors may cause Civic Park 
traffic impacts to be significant and unavoidable.   

d.  Parking 

(1)  Residential Parking Impacts 

Neither the Project with County Office Building Option or the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would exceed its residential parking demand.  However, neither 
option would comply with the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) policy, 
which requires 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit.  As the proposed residential supply under both 
Project options would be less than the Advisory Agency Policy requirements, the Project is 
seeking an exception from that policy.  Should the exception be granted, which would occur after 
certification of the Final EIR by the Lead Agency, but concurrently with action on the 
entitlements requested from the City, this significant residential parking impact would be 
eliminated.  However, until the exception is granted, it is conservatively concluded that for the 
purposes of CEQA there would be a significant and unavoidable impact.   

(2)  Commercial Parking Impacts 

Sufficient parking would be provided to meet both the Municipal Code requirements and 
parking demands for the both Project options, with the exception that the Parcel Q parking 
garage will be short by 145 to 258 spaces on weekday evenings and on weekends.  This could be 
accommodated in currently available surplus public parking at other garages on Bunker Hill on 
the evenings and weekends.  Therefore, no significant, unavoidable commercial parking impacts 
would occur.   
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
C.  AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section will address the potential impacts that could result from the proposed Project 
with regard to visual quality, views, light and glare, and shade/shadow.  The analysis addresses 
potential Project impacts with regard to the following issues:  (1) visual quality, (2) views, (3) 
light and glare, and (4) shade/shadow.  The analysis of the Project with County Office Building 
Option is presented first, followed by a separate discussion of the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option.  References to the “Project,” alone, are intended to address 
both the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.  

Visual quality refers to the overall aesthetic qualities of an area or within a given field of 
view.  Visual quality includes aspects such as size, shape, color, texture, and general 
composition, as well as the relationships between these elements.  Aesthetic features often 
consist of unique or prominent natural or man-made attributes or several small features that, 
when viewed together, create a whole that is visually interesting or appealing.  The degree of 
visual access to an aesthetic resource contributes to the value of aesthetic features.  The analysis 
of aesthetics as presented below addresses the Project’s visual relationship with existing and 
future known land uses in the surrounding area, as well as consistency of the proposed Project 
with the applicable regulatory environment (e.g., Central City Community Plan, Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan). 

The analysis of views focuses on the extent to which the Project may interfere with visual 
access to aesthetic features.  Views or viewsheds are those areas that can be seen from a 
particular location.  Existing views may be partially obstructed or entirely blocked by 
modifications to the environment.  Conversely, modifications to the natural or man-made 
landscape of an area may create or enhance view opportunities.  In general, visual access is 
closely tied to topography and distance from a visual resource (i.e., something that someone 
wants to look at). 

Light impacts are typically associated with the use of artificial light during the evening 
and nighttime hours.  Artificial light may be generated from point sources (e.g., a lit sign), as 
well as from indirect sources (e.g., reflected light).  Uses such as residences, hospitals, and hotels 
are considered light sensitive since they are typically occupied by persons who have expectations 
for privacy during evening hours and who are subject to disturbance by bright light sources. 
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Glare is primarily a daytime occurrence caused by the reflection of sunlight or artificial 
light from highly polished surfaces, such as window glass or reflective materials, and, to a lesser 
degree, from broad expanses of light-colored surfaces.  Daytime glare generation is common in 
urban areas and is typically associated with mid- to high-rise buildings with exterior façades 
largely or entirely comprised of highly reflective glass or mirror-like materials from which the 
sun can reflect, particularly following sunrise and prior to sunset.  Glare generation is typically 
related to sun angles, although glare resulting from reflected sunlight can occur regularly at 
certain times of the year.  Glare can also be produced during evening and nighttime hours by 
artificial light sources, such as illuminated signage and vehicle headlights.  Glare-sensitive uses 
generally include residences and transportation corridors (i.e., roadways). 

Shade/shadow is of interest as new buildings can cast shadows onto existing buildings 
and/or outdoor open spaces used for recreational and outdoor dining purposes.  Shading is a 
common and expected quality in urban areas, and it is often considered a beneficial feature of the 
environment when it provides cover from excess sunlight and heat.  However, it can have an 
adverse impact if the blockage of direct sunlight substantially affects adjacent properties or when 
it interferes with the performance of sun-related activities. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Existing Visual Environment 

(1)  Topography 

The rolling terrain created by Bunker Hill is the area’s primary topographic feature.  
Grand Avenue, which crosses the crest of Bunker Hill in a north-south direction, drops gradually 
to the south, from a high of approximately 400 feet above mean sea level (msl) just south of the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall to 395 feet above msl at Third Street.  At Fourth Street, Grand Avenue 
drops sharply to approximately 355 feet above msl.  In the vicinity of First and Temple Streets, 
Grand Avenue is approximately 386 feet above msl, dropping to the north to approximately 361 
feet above msl at Cesar E.  Chavez Avenue.  First Street, which crosses Bunker Hill in an east-
west direction, drops to the west from a high point of 387 feet above msl at Grand Avenue to 340 
feet above msl at Figueroa Street.  To the east, First Street drops to approximately 351 feet above 
msl at Olive Street and to 322 feet above msl at Hill Street.  The hilly terrain in the Bunker Hill 
area contributes to the unique aesthetic character of Grand Avenue, Civic Center Mall, and the 
five development parcels.47  Grand Avenue’s placement along the high point of Bunker Hill 
gives visual prominence to the street and affords views through cross streets (east-west view 
                                                 
47  Elevations are derived from USGS (2005) - Google Earth Pro.   
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corridors).  The dropping terrain from Grand Avenue to Spring Street also enables the existing 
terracing and cascading effect of the Civic Center Mall.  The terrain also contributes to the 
potential for stateliness and drama in any future development in parcels located at the crest of the 
hill, including Parcels L, M-2, and Q.   

(2)  Project Site 

(a)  Grand Avenue Streetscape (Fifth Street to Cesar E.  Chavez Avenue) 

Within this section of Grand Avenue are landmark venues and architecturally interesting 
buildings, including MOCA, the Colburn School of Performing Arts, the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall, and the Los Angeles Music Center.  The latter contains the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the 
Mark Taper Forum, and the Ahmanson Theater.  Grand Avenue also passes along the west edges 
of the Civic Center Mall, the Los Angeles County Court House, and the County Hall of 
Administration, across from the Los Angeles Music Center.  North of Temple Street, Grand 
Avenue passes the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels and, north of the Hollywood Freeway, 
Grand Avenue passes by the future Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High School, 
currently under construction.  These destination venues create a unifying urban and cultural 
theme.  Although the street frontage is notable due to the exceptional buildings and activities 
occurring along its edges, gaps generally occur in the continuity of pedestrian activity, including 
daytime and pedestrian nighttime activity.  Although evening activity is higher in the area of the 
Los Angeles Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, evening pedestrian activity on 
Grand Avenue, generated by visitors to these venues, is partially reduced by the tunnel access 
below Grand Avenue to the Music Center from the parking structures below the Civic Center 
Mall.  Evening pedestrian activity is also reduced due to the low number of after-theater 
destinations, such as restaurants and bars, available in the vicinity.   

The existing Grand Avenue streetscape between Fifth Street and Cesar E.  Chavez 
Avenue consists of sidewalks and a variety of architecturally interesting buildings interspersed 
with undeveloped sites.  In the vicinity of Third Street and Grand Avenue, California Plaza, 
Wells Fargo Center, Omni Hotel, and the Grand Promenade Tower, provide several plazas and 
other aesthetic amenities, including fountains and the Water Court, that are directly accessible 
from the Grand Avenue sidewalk.  South of Third Street, Grand Avenue drops sharply in 
elevation and few amenities are available in the exiting street front and streetscape.  North of 
Third Avenue, between MOCA and First Street, the east side of Grand Avenue features concrete 
sidewalks leading to the main entrances of MOCA and the Colburn School of Performing Arts.  
Although both of these buildings are architecturally interesting, few street amenities and minimal 
landscape is located along their frontages.  Parcel Q is located between the Colburn School of 
Performing Arts and First Street.  Parcel Q is currently developed with a parking structure, which 
is partially obscured from visibility from the street and sidewalk by a chain-link fence and 
shrubbery and vines.  Since the parking structure is of an open, steel-frame construction, the 



IV.C  Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 336 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

second-to-the-top and top levels are visible from the Grand Avenue sidewalk and street.  The top 
surface parking level, rising above the chain-link fence, is entirely visible from the street and 
sidewalk.   

The west side of Grand Avenue, between First Street and Third Street, with the exception 
of street-front retail space associated with the Walt Disney Concert Hall and a street-side 
restaurant associated with the Grand Promenade Tower at the northwest corner of Third Street 
and Grand Avenue, offers minimal aesthetic features.  The streetscape along the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall consists only of sidewalks and the visual amenity of the building’s unique 
architecture and no amenities exist along the frontages of Parcels L and M-2.  As shown in 
Photograph 1, Figure 20 on page 337, although sidewalks fronting the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
were upgraded during the construction of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and include sidewalks 
with decorative pavement, no trees, seating, or other pedestrian amenities, with the exception of 
the street-front retail use, are located along its frontage.  As shown in Photograph 2, Figure 20, 
Parcels M-2 and L currently drop below the street level and are separated from the Grand 
Avenue sidewalk by the grade difference and a steel guardrail.  As shown in Photograph 2, 
Figure 20, no landscaping is located along the Grand Avenue frontage of Parcels L and M-2.   

Landscaping and other streetscape features are also minimal along Grand Avenue, 
between Temple Street and Cesar E.  Chavez Avenue.  As shown in Photograph 3, Figure 21 on 
page 338, single-head pedestrian lights and a newly planted row of street trees associated with 
Our Lady of the Angels Cathedral comprise the only amenities along the east side of Grand 
Avenue, north of Temple Street.  Between the Cathedral of Our Lady of Angels site and Cesar E.  
Chavez Avenue, Grand Avenue bridges over the Hollywood Freeway and passes the future Los 
Angeles Performing Arts High School site.  Street trees, as required by the City Code, would be 
installed along the future high school site.  As shown in Photograph 4, Figure 21, several palm 
trees on the east side of Grand Avenue and a single sidewalk tree on the west side of Grand 
Avenue are planted on the freeway over-crossing.  The Center Theater Group Building, a plain, 
two-story commercial building fronts the east side of Grand Avenue, north of Temple Street.  As 
shown in Photograph 4, no landscaping or other aesthetic amenities are located along this 
building frontage.  North of the freeway bridge, the west side of Grand Avenue is primarily 
dominated by freeway entrances and exits.  A Burger King fast food restaurant is located 
between the freeway entrance/exit streets and Cesar E.  Chavez Avenue.  With the exception of 
plantings along the Grand Avenue frontage of the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the 
streetscape north of Temple Street exhibits no particular continuity and contains no pedestrian or 
other aesthetic amenities.   

South of Temple Street, in the vicinity of the Los Angeles Music Center, sidewalks are 
richly landscaped with double rows of street trees and pedestrian amenities, including benches 
and pedestrian lighting.  The streetscape along the west side of Grand Avenue includes an 
outdoor dining area associated with the Music Center brasserie.  The streetscape along the Music 
Center is depicted in Photograph 5, Figure 22 on page 339.  At the east side of Grand Avenue, 
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between Temple Street and First Street, pedestrian amenities and aesthetic features, including 
pedestrian lighting, seating, mature landscaping and street trees are also featured along the Grand 
Avenue frontages of the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration and the Los Angeles County 
Courthouse.  However, as also shown in Photograph 6, Figure 22, due to the drop in elevation 
between the Civic Center Mall and Grand Avenue, pedestrian amenities, including visual access 
into the Civic Center Mall along the Grand Avenue frontage, are minimal. 

(b)  Civic Center Mall  

The existing Civic Center Mall consists of paved public open space with landscaping.  
The Civic Center Mall drops to the east by a series of staircases within the mall and along Grand 
Avenue, Hill Street, and Broadway.  The western section of the Civic Center Mall, located 
between Grand Avenue and Hill Street is an approximately two-block-long area constructed over 
a 1,274-space subterranean parking structure.  The parking structure entrances, consisting of 
wide entrance ramps and street-level signage for the parking structures are the dominant visual 
features on both Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  Although staircases lead from Grand Avenue 
into the park, as shown in Photograph 7, Figure 23 on page 341, the mall is generally obscured 
from view from Grand Avenue by a low concrete wall along the sidewalk frontage (also shown 
in Photograph 7) and by the parking structure entrances.  Views into the Civic Center Mall are 
also not available from the north and south due to the long edifices of the Los Angeles County 
Courthouse on First Street and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration on Temple Street.  
Since the County Courthouse is not oriented toward First Street, it has no primary entrances 
along this street, and the building exhibits a wall-like aspect, as viewed from the south.  
However, the entrances to the Hall of Administration and the County Courthouse along Grand 
Avenue are located within deep, landscaped setbacks with attractive mature trees.  
Architecturally, with the exception of entrances on Temple Street, the primary orientation of the 
buildings is toward the Civic Center Mall interior. 

Within the Civic Center Mall, broad staircases and terraces lead to wide and 
architecturally interesting entrances into the buildings.  Lawns, fountains, pools, gardens, and a 
Starbucks coffee shop with outdoor dining, are available to employees and visitors to the Hall of 
Administration and the County Courthouse.  Broad staircases lead from the park to Hill Street.  
However, the area has an aspect of isolation from the surrounding area due to the blockage 
created by the civic buildings and the change in grade relative to Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  
In addition, since a primary access to the Civic Center Mall is by escalators from the 
underground parking structure, the use of the park is strongly oriented toward visitors and 
employees who use the parking structure, and not to the surrounding pedestrian community. 

The eastern section of the Civic Center Mall, also called the Court of Flags, has a similar 
aspect of inaccessibility.  Located between Hill Street and Broadway, it is enclosed on the north 
by the Los Angeles County Hall of Records and on the south by the Law Library.  This section 
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of the Civic Center Mall also has a considerable change in gradient in relation to the adjoining 
streets and is accessed by stairs and terraces leading down from Hill Street to Broadway.  This 
section of the Civic Center Mall is also underlain by a subterranean parking garage and contains 
the northerly entrance plaza and escalators for the Red Line subway station.  The Court of Flags 
is decoratively paved and features a central mall displaying world flags and banners.  As with the 
westerly section of the Civic Center Mall, this area is landscaped with shade trees, gardens, and 
benches.  Also, as with the westerly section of the Civic Center Mall, the terraces contribute to a 
pleasant pedestrian experience.  At the Broadway end of the eastern segment of the Civic Center 
Mall, a broad staircase leads to Broadway.  In this area, a seating area and an excellent view 
vantage point of City Hall is provided.  The area east of the Civic Center Mall section, between 
Broadway and Spring Street, is entirely paved and is currently used as a surface parking lot.  The 
Los Angeles City Hall is designed to face Spring Street and the entrance area exhibits a broad 
staircase leading to an arch-enclosed plaza.  As shown in Photograph 8, Figure 23, the existing 
surface parking lot in front of City Hall, although vacant in the photograph, reduces the dramatic 
effect of the City Hall main entrance and disrupts the visual and physical continuity of the 
existing Civic Center Mall in relation to City Hall.   

(c)  Development Parcels 

All five Parcels proposed for development are currently utilized as vehicle parking lots 
and, with the exception of minimal screening landscaping along Grand Avenue and Hill Street, 
and, with the exception of the Red Line subway entrance, provide no visual amenities or 
contribution to the aesthetic value of the area.  The south entrance to the Red Line subway, 
which is located at the northeast corner of Parcel W-2, provides architectural interest due to the 
backdrop created by the retaining wall for the parking lot and the unique design of the portal.  
The station entrance, which is designed in a circular pattern recessed from the sidewalk level,  
provides an appropriate blend of function with visual quality.   

Parcel Q is occupied by a multi-level steel parking structure that provides limited 
screening of vehicles from adjacent streets and sidewalks.  Parcels L and M-2 are located below 
grade along Grand Avenue and generally create an open space through which views of high-rise 
buildings and other elements of the cityscape are available.   

(3)  Surrounding Area 

(a)  High-rise Environment 

The Project site is located on the north edge of the City’s distinctive cluster of modern 
high-rise buildings, located primarily in the Financial District.  The high-rise cluster, creates a 
skyline that is considered an aesthetic and visual resource.  Particularly distinctive towers in the 
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vicinity of the Project site include the 54-story Wells Fargo tower, the 42- and 53-story 
California Plaza towers, and the 73-story US Bank tower.   

Because of the high-quality architecture characterizing the downtown Los Angeles high-
rise towers, individual structures and the combined structures, which form the existing skyline, 
are also considered aesthetic resources.48  Individual, distinctive high-rise structures are depicted 
in the aerial photograph of downtown Los Angeles in Section II, Project Description (See Figure 
21 on page 338).  Prominent high-rise buildings located in the immediate vicinity of the Project, 
that contribute to the quality of the Los Angeles skyline, include the following: 

• Grand Promenade Tower (28 stories) at Grand Avenue/Third Street;  

• Wells Fargo Tower (54 stories) at Grand Avenue/Third Street;  

• KMPG Tower (45 stories) at Grand Avenue/Fourth Street;  

• One California Plaza Tower (42 stories) at Grand Avenue/Fourth Street; 

• Two California Plaza Tower (52 stories) at Grand Avenue/ Fourth Street;  

• Gas Company Tower (52 stories) at Grand Avenue/Fourth Street; 

• US Bank Tower (73 stories) at Grand Avenue/Fifth Street; 

• Biltmore Tower (25 stories) at Grand Avenue/Fifth Street;   

• Mellon Bank (26 stories) at Grand Avenue/Hope Place; 

• Bank of America Plaza (52 stories) at Hope/Third Streets 

• City National Bank (55 stories) at Flower/Fifth Streets; 
                                                 
48  The Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (page L.1-1) defines “urban features that may contribute to a valued 

aesthetic character or image include:  architectural or historic significance or visual prominence; public plazas, 
art or gardens; … consistent design elements (such as setbacks, massing, height, and signage) along a street or 
district; pedestrian amenities; landscaped medians or park areas.”  The methodology in the Thresholds Guide to 
determine aesthetic values provides no standards as to what specifically constitutes a structure of architectural 
significance or visual prominence.  For the purpose of this report, a building that would be considered aesthetic 
by a majority of people and meets the general criteria in the CEQA Threshold Guide is considered an aesthetic 
resource.  For instance, the Walt Disney Concert Hall is considered an aesthetic resource, since there is a 
consensus that it has visual prominence.  The Los Angeles City Hall is considered an aesthetic resource, since 
there is consensus that it has visual prominence and historic significance.  The aesthetics analysis is not 
attempting to evaluate historic significance, but the degree to which the historical and architectural qualities of 
a building add to its aesthetic significance.  Historic significance does not, in itself, constitute an aesthetic 
resource. 
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• Paul Hastings Tower (52 stories) at Flower/Fifth Streets; 

• Westin Bonaventure Hotel (35 stories) at Flower/Fourth Streets;  

• Bunker Hill Tower (32 stories) at Hope/First Streets;  

• Bunker Hill West (19 stories) at Figueroa/First Streets; 

• Bunker Hill South (19 stories) at Figueroa/Third Streets; 

• One Bunker Hill Building (17 stories) at Grand Avenue/Fifth Street; and 

• Angelus Plaza residential towers (17 stories) Olive Street/Second Street. 

(b)  Other Distinguished Buildings and Settings 

The immediate Project vicinity is also characterized by architecturally or historically 
distinguished buildings,49 which are considered aesthetic resources.  These include the following: 

• Walt Disney Concert Hall at Grand Avenue/First Street; 

• Los Angeles Music Center, including the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, Ahmanson 
Theater, and Mark Taper Forum, at Grand Avenue/First Street; 

• MOCA at Grand Avenue /Second Street; 

• Colburn School of the Performing Arts at Grand Avenue/Second Street; 

• Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels at Grand Avenue/Temple Street; 

• City Hall at Spring/First Street; 

• Landscaping and street trees on Grand Avenue associated with the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration and County Court House; 

• Fountain and pools in Civic Center Mall 

• Department of Water and Power Building at Hope/First Streets; and 

• California Plaza Water Court at Grand Avenue/Second Street. 

                                                 
49  Grand Avenue Project Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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(2)  Views 

The Central City, depending on weather conditions, is visible from many areas 
throughout the western portion of the Los Angeles Basin that are located south of the Santa 
Monica Mountains.  Locations from where views of the City skyline exist include those within 
the city itself, surrounding residential and commercial areas as well as from more distant 
locations such as those along the Santa Monica, Harbor, Santa Ana, and Hollywood Freeways.  
View resources available in the area include (1) views of the Los Angeles skyline from near and 
distant view locations; (2) focal views of individual, distinctive buildings, such as the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, 
and City Hall; (3) views of the surrounding urban environment from residential and commercial 
high-rise buildings; and (4) distant horizon or mountain views from the upper stories of the taller 
buildings in downtown residential buildings.   

Views of the City of Los Angeles skyline toward the direction of the Project site are 
depicted in Photographs 9 through 12 (Figures 24 and 25 on pages 346 and 347, respectively).  
Photograph 9 in Figure 24 depicts the existing view of the downtown skyline from Echo Park, 
located approximately 1.5 miles northwest of the Project site (Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2).  
The view of the downtown skyline from the Whittier Boulevard bridge is depicted in Photograph 
10 in Figure 24.  The Whittier Bridge is located approximately 1.75 miles southwest of the 
Project site.  Nearer views toward the Project area and adjacent downtown skyline are depicted 
in Photographs 11 and 12, in Figure 25.  Photograph 11 shows the existing view from Figueroa 
Terrace at Beaudry Avenue toward the Project site and the downtown skyline.  The intersection 
of Figueroa Terrace and Beaudry Avenue is located approximately 0.75 miles north of the 
Project site.  Photograph 12 depicts the existing view of the downtown skyline toward the 
direction of the Project site from the First Street Bridge near Boylston Street.  The bridge is 
located approximately 0.5 miles west of the Project site.  As shown in Photographs 11 and 12, 
the City’s high-rise cluster is prominent from public streets in the hilly residential area north of 
the Pasadena Freeway.  This area, including the Dodger Stadium area, is developed along south-
facing hills, which have direct views of the Los Angeles skyline.  From this perspective, the 
Project site is located to the left of the existing cluster of high-rise buildings.   

Prominent views of the downtown skyline are also available from public streets to the 
west of the downtown.  As shown in Figure 25, the cluster of high-rises is visible from Beverly 
Boulevard, west of the Harbor Freeway.  As with areas north of downtown, prominent views of 
the downtown skyline would also be available from the residential neighborhoods on east-facing 
slopes of the hills west of the Harbor Freeway and the east-facing streets leading toward the city 
center.  The Project site would not be effectively visible from the south and southwest, due to the 
existing cluster of high-rise buildings at the south sides of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2.  
Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would also not be visible from the northbound Harbor Freeway 
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in the proximity of Third Street due to the low elevation of the freeway with respect to Grand 
Avenue.   

Near views of the downtown skyline across Parcels W-1 and W-2 and Q are depicted in 
Photographs 13 and 14 in Figure 26 on page 349.  As shown in Photograph 13, views from Hill 
and First Streets across Parcels W-1 and W-2 currently show prominent high-rise structures and 
skyline, including the 17-story Angelus Plaza residential towers, the Museum Tower, California 
Plaza towers, Wells Fargo Tower, and the Bank of America Plaza (333 Hope Street) tower.  
From this perspective the future addition to the Colburn School of Performing Arts would be 
visible just beyond Parcel W-1.  As shown in Photograph 13, the 17-story Angelus Plaza 
residential high-rises are oriented to the east and west and have few direct views across Parcels 
W-1 and W-2.  However, north-facing views across Parcels W-1 and W-2 would be available 
from the Museum Tower residential high-rise and California Plaza, as well as the future Colburn 
School addition.   

In addition to the skyline, the Walt Disney Concert Hall is the most prominent landmark 
structure in the area, as viewed from westbound First Street, south of Grand Avenue.  As shown 
in Photograph 14, the Walt Disney Concert Hall dominates the backdrop at the crest of Bunker 
Hill, with varied angular shapes and reflective sunlight creating a visually effective landmark 
structure.  From the perspective of the Photograph 14, Parcel Q blocks a portion of the south 
section of the Walt Disney Concert Hall.   

Photographs 15 and 16 in Figure 27 on page 350 depict near views from Grand Avenue 
across Parcels L, M-2, and Q.  As shown in Photograph 15, the Grand Promenade Tower (Third 
Street and Grand Avenue) and the Bank of America Plaza tower (333 Hope Street) are visible in 
the southwest-facing views across Parcels L and M-2.  In addition, high-rise residential towers 
associated with Bunker Hill South are visible in the background.  The 32-story Bunker Hill 
Tower (located at First Street, between Hope and Figueroa Streets would be visible in northeast- 
facing views across Parcels L and M-2.  Views of the Civic Center and Walt Disney Concert 
Hall are currently available from the Grand Promenade Tower residential high-rise across 
Parcels M-2 and L.   

As shown in Photograph 16, portions of the Los Angeles County Court House, the Los 
Angeles County Hall of Records, Los Angeles City Hall, the top of the Times-Mirror Building, 
and other older buildings are currently visible from Grand Avenue in east-facing views across 
Parcel Q.  The top level of the existing parking structure in Parcel Q and intervening structures 
obscure much of the view of the older buildings from Grand Avenue, although these buildings 
would be visible from the Grand Promenade Tower and 333 Hope Street tower, and upper stories 
of Bunker Hill South.  Views of the potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District would 
also be visible across Parcels M-2 and L from the upper stories of the Bunker Hill Promenade 
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West and Bunker Hill Tower.  Views of the California Plaza towers would be available across 
Parcels M-2 and L from the upper stories of Bunker Hill Promenade Plaza. 

b.  Policy and Regulatory Environment 

(1)  General Plan Framework 

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework provides direction as to the City’s 
vision for future development in the Project vicinity.  Under the Urban Form and Neighborhood 
Design section of the General Plan Framework, the Project area is identified as a Downtown 
Center.  Although the General Plan Framework does not directly address the design of individual 
locales, it embodies generic design policies and implementation programs that guide local 
planning efforts.  For the Downtown Center and Regional Centers, the General Plan Framework 
encourages intensification of development in which the scale and built form of buildings 
encourage both daytime and nighttime use.  As an example, Policy 5.2.2.c states that the built 
form will vary by location and acknowledges that, although non-pedestrian-oriented, 
freestanding high-rises characterize many Regional Centers, Regional Centers should contain 
pedestrian oriented areas and incorporate pedestrian-oriented design elements as defined in 
Policy 5.8.1 and Policies 3.16.1 through 3.16.3.50  Urban design Policy 5.8.1 acknowledges the 
need for the enhancement of pedestrian activity through the provision of ground floor building 
frontages designed to accommodate commercial uses or community facilities (Policy 5.8.1.c); 
encourages shops with entrances directly accessible from the sidewalk and located at frequent 
intervals in regional centers (Policy 5.8.1.d); encourages well-lit exteriors to provide safety and 
comfort commensurate with the intended nighttime use (Policy 5.8.1.e); requires the screening or 
location of parking out of public view (Policy 5.8.1.g), and allows the area within 15 feet of the 
sidewalk to be developed as an arcade or other public use that is substantially open to the 
sidewalk to accommodate outdoor dining or other activities.  Policies 3.16.1 through 3.16.3 
recommend the accommodation of land uses and the design of buildings and streetscape 
amenities to enhance pedestrian activities, including the location of parking above or below 
street-fronting uses.51  The General Plan Framework also requires the livability of all 
neighborhoods to be improved through upgrading the quality of development and improving the 
quality of the public realm (Objective 5.5).52  Policies that support this objective include the 
planting of street trees which provide shade and give scale to the residential and commercial 
streets in all neighborhoods of the City (Policy 5.5.1) and the incorporation of street lights, bus 
shelters, benches, and other street furniture (Policy 5.5.4).  The General Plan Framework urban 
form policies are evaluated and compared to the proposed Project in the discussion of Project 
                                                 
50  General Plan Framework, Policy 5.2.2.c, page 5-8. 
51   General Plan Framework, Objective 3.16, page 3-53. 
52  General Plan Framework, page 5-14. 
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Visual Resources impacts in Section IV.C.2, below.  Urban form policies are also compared to 
the Project in EIR Section IV.A, Land Use, Table 5 on page 175.   

(2)  Central City Community Plan 

The Project is also subject to the policies and goals of the Central City Community Plan.  
According to the Central City Community Plan, the design of buildings in downtown Los 
Angeles in the last half century has been mostly at odds with the process of forming the kinds of 
streets, squares, and parks that are found in a pedestrian friendly city.  Buildings have been 
mostly oriented to their own sites, rather than how they might form amenable urban space along 
with their neighbors.  The Urban Design guidelines of the Community Plan prescribe the orderly 
development of streets and public open spaces and encourage the design of an architecturally 
diverse downtown, where all buildings would accommodate diversity and reinforce the character 
of the sidewalks, plazas, and parks that residents, workers, and visitors commonly share.  It is the 
intent of the Community Plan’s design policies that each downtown neighborhood and district 
attain a particular character, and that such neighborhoods be linked through a pedestrian 
network.53   

A primary objective of the Community Plan is the development of streetscape and 
landscape criteria that reinforce the pedestrian quality of the streets and public open spaces that 
take advantage of the local climate and that promote the use and enjoyment of the outdoors.54

Urban design policies for Bunker Hill include the maintenance of the highest standards of 
design and quality of material; maintenance of open, lushly landscaped development and 
encouragement of new development to continue the landscape treatment; and an increase in 
pedestrian friendly streetscapes.55   

The Community Plan also considers street rights-of-way to be public space deserving of 
specific criteria, including planting, paving, lighting, signage, and street furnishings that create 
pedestrian-friendly corridors that connect civic open spaces.  Such streets should be 
distinguished as the most prominent civic streets of Downtown.56

The policies of the Central City Community Plan regarding pedestrian linkages require 
that streets provide adequate sidewalk space for pedestrian circulation and for use by adjacent 

                                                 
53  Central City Community Plan, page V-1. 
54  Ibid. 
55  Ibid. 
56  Ibid. 
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retail businesses and recommend the creation of an extensive pedestrian network that helps 
merge the transportation (major streets and transit) and open space elements of the city.57  In the 
implementation of the Community Plan’s pedestrian linkage policies, recommended programs 
include the creation of avenidas, or pedestrian-oriented streets that connect the Civic Center 
Mall, squares, and open spaces.  Under this concept, bus lanes would be created, auto lanes 
would be reduced, sidewalks would be widened along one side of each street, and streetscape 
improvements, trees, furniture, and other pedestrian amenities would be added.58

The Community Plan’s pedestrian linkage programs also include the implementation of 
Grand Avenue as a Cultural Corridor.  Under this program, street improvements would be 
implemented between the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels at the Hollywood Freeway and 
the Central Library at Fifth Street.  Street improvements on Grand Avenue would promote 
pedestrian use and provide a unique and striking environment that links together the important 
civic, cultural, and institutional uses and facilities concentrated there.59  An analysis of the 
Community Plan’s Urban Design Policies are evaluated and compared to the proposed Project in 
the discussion of Project Visual Resources in Section IV.C.2, below.  Urban form policies are 
also compared to the Project in Section IV.A, Land Use (Table 6 on page 180).   

(3)  Bunker Hill Design for Development (1971) 

The existing Bunker Hill Design for Development, previously described in Section IV.A, 
Land Use, contains urban form policies, in addition to density and land use criteria, for the 
Bunker Hill area.  According to the Design for Development, the configuration and geographic 
position of Bunker Hill are fundamental to the concepts of urban form and the most important 
contribution of the Design for Development to the urban scene is a carefully conceived 
interaction of building volumes and open spaces.60  The Design for Development describes the 
Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area as three zones: the Upper Hill Commercial Zone, the 
Lower Hill Commercial Zone, and the Residential Zone.  Parcels Q and W are located in the 
Upper Hill Commercial Zone and Parcels L and M-2 are located in the Residential Zone.  Urban 
form criteria for each of the three “zones” include open space and building features, landscaping, 
building towers, and plazas.  In the Upper Hill zone, the focus of the open space system is a 
central park, an oasis of greenery and moving water in fountains, pools, waterways, and 
cascades.  Terraces, esplanades and outdoor restaurants around the park would provide pleasant 
relaxation.  The park and adjacent plazas would be bounded by major office buildings and a 
hotel.  Additional open space would be organized into plazas and squares related to building 
                                                 
57  Op. Cit., page V-4. 
58  Op. Cit., page V-5. 
59  Op. Cit., page V-6. 
60  Bunker Hill Design for Development (1971), page 4. 
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masses and reflecting human scale.  The Design for Development encourages creative use of air 
rights over public property to enhance the interrelationship of open spaces and building forms.61  

The Design for Development establishes policy that the top of Bunker Hill is to be 
dominated by a group of tall buildings symbolic of the burgeoning downtown area.  Accordingly, 
the buildings would be varied in height so that each achieves a specific identity while 
contributing to the cohesiveness of the whole.  The Design for Development also specifies that a 
single building would overlook the central park from the west and, surrounded by other high-rise 
buildings, would form an impressive regional landmark.  Under the Design for Development, the 
hilltop complex would be organized by the north-south spine of the Concourse (Olive Street).62   
Low-rise structures, open spaces, and pedestrian connections around the perimeter of the Upper 
Hill Commercial zone are to be designed to provide a natural integration into the downtown 
fabric.63   

Urban form policies for the Residential “zone” state that sloping topographic variation, 
raised plazas, and large landscaped areas will keynote the urban form in this zone.  The three 
recommended building types are towers, medium-rise, and low-rise structures.  The buildings are 
to be designed and located to shape a skyline that parallels and accentuates the topography by 
placing tall buildings on the higher elevations and lower buildings below.  Policies also 
recommend that the low profile cultural facility proposed for First Street shall be blended into 
Bunker Hill in a manner highly compatible with residential use.64  Design for Development 
urban form policies are evaluated and compared to the proposed Project in the discussion of 
Project Visual Resources impacts in Section IV.C.2, below.  Urban form policies are also 
compared to the Project in Section IV.A, Land Use, (see Table 8 on page 189).   

(4)  The Downtown Strategic Plan 

The Downtown Strategic Plan articulates open space and urban form policies that are 
generally consistent with the Central City Community Plan and the Bunker Hill Design for 
Development.  Civic Open Space policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan recommend parks that 
are full city blocks and surrounded on all sides by public streets and are not just the “front lawns” 
of any buildings.  Civic open space should be commonly accessible and designed for flexible use 
of space.  Under the Downtown Strategic Plan, streets connecting the public parks should also 

                                                 
61  Op. Cit., page 6. 
62  Ibid. 
63  Op. Cit., page 7. 
64  Op. Cit., page 9. 
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comprise an element of public open space and should be improved with plantings, paving, 
lighting, and furnishings and form pedestrian friendly corridors.65   

It is the intent of the Downtown Strategic Plan that each neighborhood and district attains 
a particular character.  Three main urban form objectives of the Downtown Strategic Plan are (1) 
bulk, profile, and street wall criteria for individual buildings that will define a series of street 
types unique to downtown (as shown in Downtown Strategic Plan Figures 16 and 17); (2) 
parking structure design that will generate places that provide safety, comfort, and convenience 
for the pedestrian; and (3) streetscape and landscape criteria that will reinforce the pedestrian 
quality of downtown streets and public open spaces by taking advantage of the great local 
climate and promote the use and enjoyment of the outdoors.66  Although “Type B” street wall 
requirements apply to First Street, under the Downtown Strategic Plan, no street wall 
requirements apply to Bunker Hill.  Applicable objectives of the Downtown Strategic Plan are 
evaluated and compared to the proposed in the discussion of Project Visual Quality impacts in 
Section IV.C.2, below. 

c.  Light and Glare 

(1)  Artificial Light 

Artificial light may be generated from point sources, such as shielded and unshielded 
light sources, as well as illuminated surfaces.  The effects of a project’s artificial light sources are 
contextual and depend upon the existing lighting environment, light intensity and proximity to 
light sources.  Light impacts may include visual prominence, decrease of available views, 
alterations to the nature of a community or neighborhood character, or illumination of a sensitive 
land use.  Nighttime illumination of sensitive properties may adversely affect certain land use 
functions, such residential uses.  Such uses constitute sensitive receptors as they are typically 
occupied during evening hours and are subject to disturbance by bright light sources. 

Nighttime lighting, consisting of street lights, illuminated signage on restaurants, hotels, 
and other commercial buildings, vehicle headlights, building façade and interior lighting 
associated with high-rise structures, and landscaping lighting, is present throughout the Project 
area.  According to the CEQA Threshold Guide, light-sensitive land uses are those in which light 
has the potential to interfere with certain functions, including vision, sleep, privacy, and general 
enjoyment of the natural nighttime vicinity.67  In the vicinity of the Project, sensitive uses to 

                                                 
65  Downtown Strategic Plan, page 106. 
66  Op. Cit., page 121. 
67  Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guide, page L.4-1. 
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nighttime light and glare are the Angelus Plaza residential high-rises located south of Parcels W-
1/W-2; the Museum Tower apartments on Olive Street, across from the Angelus Plaza 
development; the Grand Tower residential high-rise at Third Street and Grand Avenue; and the 
Bunker Hill Promenade Apartments and Bunker Hill Tower residences, west of Hope Streets, 
between First and Third Streets.  The Omni Hotel, located between MOCA and the California 
Plaza, is also considered a light-sensitive use due to the expectation of guests of a restful 
nighttime environment, although this hotel features illuminated signage and has effective black-
out drapes.   

Cultural uses, including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and 
MOCA are not considered light-sensitive since these uses depend on lighting for active nighttime 
use and are, otherwise, unoccupied during the nighttime hours.  Nearby office buildings are not 
considered light sensitive since they are generally not in use during the evening hours, although 
many of these uses maintain interior and landscape lighting during the late hours for the purpose 
of maintenance and security.  Existing streetlights and pedestrian lights are located along Grand 
Avenue and First Street, adjacent to the Project site.  Although a portion of the adjacent Colburn 
School would provide student housing, student residency would be short-term, and significance 
thresholds for residential uses are not considered applicable. 

(2)  Glare 

Reflective light or glare is primarily a daytime phenomenon caused by the reflection of 
sunlight or artificial light by highly polished surfaces such as window glass or reflective 
materials, and to a lesser degree from broad expanses of light-colored surfaces.  Reflective light 
is common in urban areas, where it can be an annoyance for residents and pedestrians and create 
hazards for motorists.  Instances of adverse glare generation are typically associated with 
buildings with exterior facades largely or entirely comprised of highly reflective glass or mirror-
like material from which the sun reflects at a low angle in the periods following sunrise and prior 
to sunset.  Where it is a result of sunlight striking a reflective surface at a low angle, glare is a 
stationary, but potentially regularly-occurring phenomenon, intensified at certain times of the 
year. 

During evening and nighttime hours, glare effects may result from vehicle headlights 
reflecting off the polished surfaces of buildings or other structures, thereby potentially affecting 
other motorists or nearby residents.  Glare can also occur when a brightly illuminated object, 
such as a sign or billboard is introduced in a dark area, creating a strong contrast from the 
ambient light conditions.  Although glare can be experienced in stationary locations, such as a 
bright or garish light intruding into a residential living space, it is generally a transitory event.  It 
frequently relates to a moving vehicle, in which the glare event is eliminated when the vehicle 
moves past the shining object.  Glare sources can also vary according to seasons and time of day.  
Similar to light impacts, glare impacts may adversely affect residents and motorists, both of 
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which would be considered sensitive receptors.  As no adopted city policies exist regarding the 
measurement of reflective glare impacts, the determination of significance is generally subjective 
and relative to existing conditions.  Adopted policies regarding contrasting light foot-candles 
(light intensity), however, can be applicable to bright signage in residential areas. 

Sensitive receivers relative to daytime glare from reflected sunlight include motorists 
traveling on the adjacent roadways and adjacent office uses.  There are no buildings or facilities 
within the Civic Center Mall or proposed development parcels that presently generate substantial 
glare, although the existing surface parking lots in the development parcels may generate 
reflective light from windshield glass and other reflective surfaces on parked automobiles.  The 
open level of the parking structure in Parcel Q, which rises above the street and is visible from 
Grand Avenue, is a source of reflective light during certain hours of the day.   

(3)  Policy and Regulatory Environment 

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework contains policies relating to street 
lighting within the Infrastructure and Public Services Element.  These policies describe 
guidelines related to lighting on private streets and pedestrian-oriented areas, ensuring quality 
lighting to minimize or eliminate the adverse impact of lighting. 

The City of Los Angeles has also incorporated into its Municipal Code several 
requirements pertaining to lighting within development projects.  In addition, the City relies on 
CEQA mitigation measures for additional lighting standards if necessitated by potential Project 
impacts.  Municipal Code provisions applicable to the Project include the following: 

• Plans for the street lighting system shall be submitted to and approved by the Bureau 
of Street Lighting (LAMC, Ch.  1, Sec.  12.08); 

• No sign shall be arranged and illuminated in such a manner as to produce a light 
intensity of greater than three foot-candles above ambient lighting, as measured at the 
property line of the nearest residentially zoned property.  (Division 62, Sec.  
91.6205.13); and 

• No sign shall be permitted which, because of its size, nature, or type constitutes a 
hazard to the safe and efficient operation of vehicles upon a street or freeway 
(Division 62, Sec.  91.6205.5). 

In addition, the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Street Lighting maintains a list of general 
street lighting issues which would be applicable to the Project, addressing the need for 
determination of roadway and sidewalk illumination levels in accordance with Illuminating 
Engineers Society (IES) standards and adopted city standards; the necessity for equipment 
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testing and approval by the Bureau of Street Lighting; mandatory street tree placement at least 20 
feet from existing or proposed streetlights; and the minimization of glare and light impacts on 
private offsite property. 

Building permits must be obtained from the Department of Building and Safety for any 
proposed signs, and electrical permits must be obtained for signs illuminated by electrical 
lighting.  Specific Municipal Code requirements and restrictions are dependent on signage type, 
design, construction, materials, and potential for hazard to traffic. 

d.  Shade/Shadow 

The concentration of high-rise buildings along Grand Avenue creates a unique 
shade/shadow environment, with shadows extending into the surrounding area during the early 
morning and late afternoon hours throughout the year.  Shading within the Project area increases 
with proximity to the City’s Financial District core, located south of the Project area.  No 
substantive shading is currently generated by the existing parking structure in Parcel Q or by the 
parking facilities in the other development parcels.  Due to the number of high-rise buildings, a 
varying pattern of shadows rotates in a sweeping arc around the City’s high-rise core, toward the 
west, north, and east, according to the movement of the sun so that almost all sections of the 
Financial District core experience a variable pattern of shading during any sunny day and during 
any season.   

Shade sensitive uses in the adjacent area include the Angelus Plaza residential high-rises 
located south of Second Street; the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Grand Promenade Tower 
residential high-rise at Third Street and Grand Avenue, and the Bunker Hill high- and mid-rise 
residential uses, located west of Flower/Hope Streets, between First and Third Streets.  
Recreational uses associated with the existing Bunker Hill Towers development would be 
considered particularly shade-sensitive.  While not meeting the aforementioned criteria, the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall is also considered shade-sensitive, since its stainless steel exterior was 
designed to work with the changing and reflected California sun.68  The outdoor plaza associated 
with the Los Angeles Music Center is also considered a shade-sensitive use, since an array of 
outdoor, daytime activities and cultural events are conducted in the plaza. 

                                                 
68 Grand Avenue Project Historic Resources Technical Report, Section III.D.2,b, attached to this Draft EIR as 

Appendix C. 
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3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

(1)  Visual Quality/Aesthetics 

The analysis of visual quality is based on a three-step process as follows:   

Step 1:  Describe the massing and general proportion of buildings and open space, and 
proposed treatments around the proposed Project edges, which may be anticipated on the basis of 
the proposed Project’s design features.  The maximum building heights and mass are anticipated 
in the evaluation. 

Step 2:  Compare the expected appearance to the existing site appearance and character of 
adjacent uses and determine whether and/or to what extent a degrading of the visual character of 
the area could occur (considering factors such as the blending/contrasting of new and existing 
buildings given the proposed uses, density, height, bulk, setbacks, signage, etc.); and 

Step 3:  Compare the anticipated appearance of the Project to standards within existing 
plans and policies which are applicable to the proposed Project site (regulatory analysis). 

(2)  Views 

The analysis of views compares the changes resulting from the development of the 
proposed Project to existing views.  The intent of the analysis is to determine if view resources 
exist and whether view resources would be blocked or diminished.  “Views” refers to visual 
access to a particular sight from a given vantage point or corridor.  “Focal views” focus on a 
particular object or building of visual interest and “panoramic views” on vistas that provide 
visual access to a large geographic area, for which the field of view can be wide and extend into 
the distance.69  Due to the location of the Project in downtown Los Angeles and the high-rise 
nature of some of the Project’s components, the Draft EIR evaluates view impacts relative to 
distant and panoramic views of the downtown skyline and to focal views of existing notable 
buildings.  Buildings that are identified in the Historic Resources Technical Report, presented in 
Appendix C of this Draft EIR, as having distinguished architectural or historical characteristics 
are also considered view resources.  The determination of significance is based on whether view 
blockages of view resources would occur.  The determination of significance is also based on the 
type of land uses that would experience view blockages.  View blockages from public places, 
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such as designated scenic highways, corridors, parkways, roadways, bike paths and trails are 
considered significant under the City of Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guide.  The impact 
analysis conservatively extends views from residential buildings as significant, since a resident’s 
expectations concerning views may be similar to the public expectations from the public places 
listed above.  Accordingly, views from other uses, including office buildings or other private 
sites are not considered in this analysis.  The analysis of views is based on a five-step process as 
follows: 

Step 1:  Define the view resources.   

Step 2:  Identify the potential obstruction of view resources as a result of development of 
the Project site.  An assumption is made that any obstruction of a resource would constitute a 
change in the environment and would be considered an adverse impact regardless of effect on the 
overall view. 

Step 3:  Evaluate whether a potential obstruction would substantially alter the view.  The 
“substantiality” of an alteration in viewing is somewhat subjective and dependent on many 
factors.  In this case an obstruction in the view of a particular view resource was considered 
substantial if it exhibited the following traits:  (1) the area viewed contains a view resource; (2) 
the obstruction of the resource covers more than an incidental/small portion of the resource; and 
(3) the obstruction would occur along a public view area or residential use.   

Step 4:  Consider whether the proposed Project includes design features that offset the 
alteration in views or loss of views of a particular valued view resource.  A design feature would 
need to lessen the impact to be considered a mitigating factor.   

Step 5:  Consider whether the blockage is permanent, as viewed from an occupied 
residence or scenic vantage point; or whether the blockage would be momentary, as viewed by a 
mobile pedestrian or from a vehicle. 

(3)  Light and Glare 

The analysis identifies the potential for increases in ambient light, street and pedestrian 
lighting, illuminated signage, glare from point source lights, and reflected light associated with 
line-of-sight from adjacent roadways.  The analysis then determines whether such lighting would 
substantially contribute to light and/or glare impacts in surrounding areas.   

(4)  Shade/Shadow 

Consequences of shadows on land uses can be positive, including cooling effects during 
warm weather, or negative, such as loss of warmth during cooler weather and natural light.  
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Shadow effects are dependent on several factors, including local topography, the height and bulk 
of a project’s structural elements, sensitivity of surrounding uses, season, and duration of shadow 
projection.  In determining the effects of shading, the locations of sensitive uses (such as 
residential, cultural, hotel, and educational uses) in the surrounding area are identified and the 
shading effects are calculated according to standard criteria.  Impacts are calculated according to 
the proposed building heights and the distance from the sun obstructing structures to the sensitive 
use.  Shadow patterns are determined for the following periods: 

Season Date Time of Day 
Winter Solstice December 21 9 A.M.  PST 

11 A.M.  PST 
1 P.M.  PST 
3 P.M.  PST 

Spring Equinox March 21  9 A.M.  PST 
11 A.M.  PST 
1 P.M.  PST 
3 P.M.  PST 

Summer Solstice June 21 8 A.M.  PDT  
11 A.M.  PDT 
2 P.M.  PDT  
5 P.M.  PDT  

Fall Equinox September 21  8 A.M.  PDT 
11 A.M.  PDT 
2 P.M.  PDT 
5 P.M.  PDT 

Shading impacts are evaluated in accordance with the City of Los Angeles’ CEQA 
Threshold Guide Standards.  Shadows have been calculated and plotted for representative hours 
during the spring and fall equinoxes and winter and summer solstices.  Residential, cultural, 
educational, and hotel uses where routinely used outdoor recreation areas as well as solar 
collectors associated with multiple-family residences and institutional uses may occur, and where 
sunlight may be important to physical comfort or function, are considered sensitive uses.  The 
Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide significance criteria applies to the hours occurring 
between 9:00 A.M.  and 3:00 P.M.  during the winter and spring and between the hours of 8:00 
A.M.  and 5:00 P.M.  during the summer and fall.  The varying and seasonally adjusted daytime 
hours represent the period of the day in which the expectation of available sunlight exists.  For 
the purpose of establishing the hours in which significant impacts occur, winter and spring are 
described as occurring between late October to early April and summer and fall are described as 
occurring between early April and late October.   
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b.  Significance Thresholds 

(1)  Visual Quality/Aesthetics 

Based on the factors set forth in the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide, the proposed Project 
would have a significant impact on visual quality/aesthetics, if:   

• The proposed Project would substantially alter, degrade or eliminate the existing 
visual character of the area, including visually prominent existing features or other 
valued resources; 

• The proposed Project features would substantially contrast with the visual character 
of the surrounding area and its aesthetic image; or  

• The implementation of the proposed Project would preclude the attainment of 
existing aesthetics regulations or applicable plans.   

(2)  Views 

Based on the factors set forth in the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide, the proposed Project 
would have a significant impact on views, if: 

• Project development would substantially obstruct an existing view of a visually 
prominent resource as viewed from a public street, sidewalk, park, community 
cultural center, trail, public vantage point, or residential use.   

The City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide provides that project impacts to visual 
resources must analyze views from such public places as designated scenic highways, corridors, 
parkways, roadways, bike paths and trails.  The significance threshold for the Grand Avenue 
Project analyzes potential impacts to views from those public places and, in addition, 
conservatively extends the significance threshold to encompass views from residential buildings. 

(3)  Light and Glare 

Based on the factors set forth in the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide, the proposed Project 
would have a significant light and glare impact, if: 

• The Project would substantially alter the character of the off-site areas surrounding 
the Project; or 
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• Lighting would substantially interfere with the performance of an off-site activity. 

(4)  Shade/Shadow 

Based on the factors set forth in the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide, a Project would 
have a significant shade/shadow impact if: 

• The Project would shade currently unshaded off-site, shadow-sensitive uses more 
than three hours between the hours of 9:00 A.M.  and 3:00 P.M.  PST, between late 
October and early April, or more than four hours between the hours of 9:00 A.M.  and 
5:00 P.M.  PDT between early April and late October. 

c.  Analysis of Project Impacts 

(1)  Project Design Features 

(a)  Grand Avenue Streetscape 

Potential improvements to the Grand Avenue streetscape are shown in the Conceptual 
Plan in the Project Description (see Figure 8 in Section II of this Draft EIR).  As shown therein, 
an enhanced street would be introduced to provide a continuous landscape.  However, in order to 
retain existing access to light and air to Lower Grand Avenue, a median may not be developed in 
the light well area passing over Lower Grand Avenue.  Notwithstanding, Grand Avenue 
improvements would include wider sidewalks, where feasible, to facilitate and improve 
pedestrian movement and to create more space for sidewalk cafes, special events, and building 
entrances.  According to the Conceptual Plan, a varied landscape, comprised of trees to provide 
shade and seasonal color, as well as flower beds and other plantings would be implemented.  
Contemporary benches and lights would be introduced, to provide consistent and modern 
identity for the street.  Suggested improvements include the following: 

• Installation of landscaping and landscape irrigation systems for new street trees, 
landscaping and potted plants, and plants and shrubs; 

• Paving systems for sidewalks and adjoining plazas, streets, and curbs; 

• Banners, graphics, signage, and way-finding systems, as needed; 

• Special improvements, including public art, water features, pavilions for private and 
public use, and kiosks; 
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• Street, pedestrian, and landscape lighting; 

• Benches, chairs, and other seating systems; 

• Parking meters (if applicable); and 

• Trash receptacles.  

(b)  Civic Park 

The current Conceptual Plan for Civic Park is shown in the Project Description (see 
Figure 7 in Section II of this Draft EIR).  As shown in Figure 4, a Great Lawn and a Grand 
Terrace would be located in the westernmost section, in which the focus would be on cultural 
and entertainment uses.  As the “Cultural and Entertainment” section, this area would include 
public activity kiosks, movable seating and tables, and food and drink concessions.  Most of the 
existing trees and shrubs would be removed or relocated for the construction of a new lawn, 
garden, and plaza spaces.  New restrooms, as well as other pavilions, would also be constructed.  
The proposed design also provides for new stepped terraces from the Grand Avenue plaza down 
to the current level of the garage escalators.  New enclosures for the existing escalators, which 
connect to the park from the garage below, would be constructed.  The existing fountain may be 
dismantled and reassembled, possibly in another location within the Civic Park.  Night lighting 
would include security lighting and occasional special event lighting. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, the upper sections of the existing helical ramps at both Grand 
Avenue and Hill Street would be reconfigured to enable the creation of new pedestrian plazas.  
The new street entrance ramps would be connected to the existing helical ramps, one level down.  
Some structural improvements to the garage may be required to support the landscaping and park 
infrastructure to be constructed at the surface.  Existing tunnels below Grand Avenue would be 
replaced by new stairs and elevators, which would extend from this section of Civic Park to the 
park’s new Grand Avenue Plaza.  The pedestrian crossing at this location would be enhanced and 
pedestrians would continue to cross Grand Avenue at grade.  The Conceptual Plan for this 
section of the Civic Park would work with the existing contours to maintain principal access and 
connections to the existing County buildings that currently flank this section of the future Civic 
Park. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, the existing Court of Flags would be renovated into a new 
garden-oriented space.  The primary purpose of this area of the Civic Park is the cultivation of 
spectacular gardens for public enjoyment.  The preliminary conceptual plan for this area would 
maintain the Metro Red Line plaza and entrances, currently located on the west end of the Court 
of Flags, in their existing locations.  It is possible, however, that minor changes to the transit 
plaza would be implemented without disruption to operations.  Implementation of the 
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Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic Park would require the demolition of most existing 
surface features, with the intent of causing minimal impact to the garage structure below.  The 
subterranean parking garage would be repaired and remain in place, and a new multi-use 
pavilion that could be located in the southeast corner of this section of the Civic Park would 
contain elevators to the restored subterranean parking garage.  The stairs to Broadway would be 
rebuilt, and various elements of the existing mall, including flagpoles and plaques would be 
relocated.   

The existing surface parking lot in the easternmost section of the Civic Park would be 
removed and this area would feature a large paved plaza with landscaping at its north and south 
sides.  The Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic Park also incorporates small, multi-use 
pavilions into the proposed facilities.  The intent of this section of the Civic Park is to provide a 
setting for festivals and civic event programming, along with small pavilions that could host food 
and drink concessions. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, new broader pedestrian access crossings would be 
established to enhance the aesthetics and vitality of the area.  The ramps leading to the existing 
Civic Center Mall parking structure would be reconfigured in order to enhance pedestrian access.  
The major components of the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park are illustrated in Figure 7 in 
Section II of this Draft EIR. 

(c)  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

Components of the proposed development, which have aesthetic implications, include 
building setbacks, building heights, quality of materials, variety of building heights, and open 
space.  As discussed in Section II, Project Description, no building setbacks (front, side, or rear 
yards) would be implemented for those components of the Project that only include commercial 
uses or those areas that include a mix of residential and commercial uses, with the residential 
uses above the first floor.  For buildings used only for residential purposes, buildings would have 
a front yard setback of not less than 15 feet, which is reduced to 10 feet in some cases.  Mid- and 
high-rise residential buildings would have a side yard setback not to exceed 16 feet and a rear 
yard setback not to exceed 20 feet.  Building heights are organized according to individual 
blocks.  Building height standards would include a height overlay zone and a supplemental 
height zone that would allow building heights on portions of each development block to reach a 
higher height, so that each parcel would have a variety of high and mid-rise structures.  Height 
overlays are expressed in terms of mean sea level at the top of the highest story, as well as in 
number of stories.  Height overlays provide a representation of possible building heights and do 
not dictate the building coverage or building envelope for each parcel. 
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In Parcel Q, building height overlays have been developed to accommodate the two 
towers shown on the Conceptual Plan, which would consist of a mid-rise tower containing 
residential uses and a high-rise tower containing a hotel and residential uses.  The height overlay 
in Parcel Q would allow a building height of 1,135 feet above mean sea level on 10 percent of 
the site; a building height of 835 feet above mean sea level on 20 percent of the site; a building 
height of 535 feet above mean sea level on 60 percent of the site; and a building height of 460 
feet above mean sea level on 80 percent of the site.  The overlay configuration would confine the 
higher tower, under the Conceptual Plan, to a small portion (10 percent) of the site, resulting in a 
single tall structure, rising to a height of up to 750 feet above Grand Avenue.  The second tower 
would rise to a height up to 450 feet above Grand Avenue.  These two towers could not exceed 
20 percent of the total site.  Buildings that would not exceed a height of 150 feet and 75 feet, 
respectively, above Grand Avenue would be allowed on the remainder of the site (80 percent).  
Of the remaining 80 percent, buildings rising to a height of up to 150 feet above Grand Avenue 
could be developed on approximately half of the remaining area and buildings rising to a height 
of up to 75 feet above Grand Avenue would be allowed on the balance of Parcel Q.   

Building height overlays in Parcels W-1/W-2, would allow one high-rise tower and a 
separate mid-rise tower.  Height overlays in Parcels W-1 and W-2 consist of a building height of 
950 feet above mean sea level on 15 percent of the site; a building height of 800 feet above mean 
sea level on 60 percent of the site; and a building height of 500 feet above mean sea level on 80 
percent of the site.  The overlay configuration would confine the elevation of the taller tower, 
under the Conceptual Plan, to a small portion (15 percent) of the site.  Under the Project with 
County Office Building Option, this building would rise to a height of up to 640 feet above Hill 
Street.  Mid-rise building(s), under the Conceptual Plan, would be allowed on 60 percent of the 
site, although the high-rise and mid-rise buildings would not exceed a combined total of 60 
percent of the total site.  The second high-rise building would rise to a height of up to 490 feet 
above Hill Street.  Buildings rising to a height of up to 190 feet above Hill Street would be 
allowed on the remainder of the site.  Although the lower buildings (up to 190 feet above Hill 
Street) would comprise a smaller percentage of Parcels W-1/W-2, than the lower buildings in 
Parcel Q, the overlay would create a variation in building heights and, thereby, reduce the overall 
mass of the development and add visual interest to the skyline.  Also, since the height above 
mean sea level of the highest buildings in Parcels W-1/W-2 would be less than the highest 
buildings in Parcel Q, the buildings would have the visually interesting effect of following the 
contour of the hill.   

Building height overlays in Parcels L and M-2 would allow two high-rise towers as 
shown on the Conceptual Plan.  Height overlays in Parcels L and M-2 would allow a building 
height of 985 feet above mean sea level on 30 percent of the site, a building height of 685 above 
mean sea level on 40 percent of the site, and a building height of 460 feet above mean sea level 
on 100 percent of the site.  The overlay configuration would allow the two high-rise buildings 
shown on the Conceptual Plan to occupy a combined total of 30 percent of the site.  These 
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buildings would rise to a height up to 600 feet above Grand Avenue.  Mid-rise and high-rise 
building could occupy up to 40 percent of the site, since an additional 10 percent of the parcel 
area would allow buildings rising to a height up to 300 feet above Grand Avenue could occur.  
Buildings rising to a height up to 75 feet above Grand Avenue would be allowed on any portion 
of Parcels L and M-2 not occupied by the taller buildings.  The Conceptual Plan shows the 
construction of two low-rise retail buildings and the provision of open space on the remaining 70 
percent of the site.  The low-rise element as shown on the Conceptual Plan would be located 
along the north end of Parcel L’s Grand Avenue frontage, where it would interface with Second 
Street and the south wall of the Walt Disney Concert Hall.  The south wall of the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall is primarily used as a service entrance and has no pedestrian access.  The low-rise, 
street-front shops as shown on the Conceptual Plan along Parcel L would be consistent with the 
scale of the adjacent low-rise Walt Disney Concert Hall.   

Among other signs, signage for the Project would consist of building and identification 
signs.  Identification signs may be located at the primary entrances to pedestrian and vehicular 
access points.  Building signs would be located on building facades along Grand Avenue, First 
Street, Olive Street, and Hill Street.  Residential and commercial signage would be illuminated 
for security, according to Fire Department requirements.  Signage for the hotel/residential tower 
would be illuminated to establish the buildings’ presence in the context of downtown Los 
Angeles.  The Project may seek a signage district for the Project area.  However, details 
associated with the approval of a signage district are not currently known.  If such an action were 
sought in the future, it would be subject to discretionary approval and, if necessary, additional 
CEQA review.   

(2)  Project Impacts  

(a)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(i)  Visual Quality 

Construction Impacts 

Construction activities, which would involve the demolition, excavation, and construction 
of new structures and facilities.  Construction activities generally cause a contrast to, and 
disruption in, the general order and aesthetic character of an area.  Although temporary in nature, 
extensive construction activities may cause a visually unappealing quality in a community or 
neighborhood.  The overall construction of the proposed Project would be divided into three 
phases, which would reduce the scope (intensity) of the aesthetic impact, but increase the overall 
duration.  The initial construction phase would include the simultaneous completion of Civic 
Park; Grand Avenue streetscape improvements between Second and Temple Streets; and the 
development of Parcel Q.  The second phase of development would include the development of 
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Parcels L and M-2 and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements between Second and Fifth 
Streets.  The third phase would include the complete development of Parcels W-1 and W-2 and 
the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements between Temple Street and Cesar E.  Chavez 
Avenue.  Each of the three development phases for the parcels would require a period of 
approximately three years of active construction.  Construction stages for each phase would 
include; demolition, excavation, and construction of foundations, garages, and podium to the 
street level (Year 1); construction of the superstructure from the top of the podium and the initial 
shell enclosure (Year 2); and interior and exterior finish construction and landscaping (Year 3).  
The approximate timeline for the three development phases would be late 2006-2009 for the first 
phase; 2010-2012 for the second phase; and 2013-2015 for the third phase.   

Two possible scenarios for Project construction have been identified.  Under the first 
scenario, construction on the development parcels would be sequential (e.g., Parcel Q, followed 
by Parcels L and M-2, which would be followed by Parcels W-1/W-2), with each construction 
phase lasting about three years.  Under the second scenario, a greater near-term demand for 
Project development occurs.  In response to this increased demand, the construction schedule 
would be accelerated such that the Project’s first two phases would overlap, while the timing of 
the third phase remains constant.  Under the accelerated phasing plan, second phase construction 
would commence upon the completion of site preparation for the first phase.  The aesthetic 
impacts of the two construction schedules would differ in that the accelerated schedule would 
cause more intensive construction activities. 

Grand Avenue Streetscape 

The construction of the proposed Grand Avenue streetscape and sidewalks would require 
the disruption and replacement of existing sidewalks and some existing landscaping.  
Construction activities would make unavailable the enjoyment of segments of the Grand Avenue 
sidewalk throughout the ten-year construction phase.  However, with the proposed development 
phasing, disruption of sidewalk segments, including the area between Second Avenue and 
Temple Street, would occur concurrently with adjacent development; thereby, reducing the 
overall extent of disruption.  Although general landscaping is sparse along Grand Avenue, street 
trees exist along the frontages of the Los Angeles Music Center, the County Hall of 
Administration, and the County Hall of Justice.  Street trees have also been recently installed 
along the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels Grand Avenue sidewalk.   

Shrubbery is also planted along the Parcel Q Grand Avenue frontage to screen the 
existing parking structure.  Existing street trees may have to be relocated for sidewalk widening 
and any existing landscaping that would not contribute to the theme or quality of the trees, 
shrubs, and flowerbeds, to be prescribed under the Streetscape Conceptual Plan, would be 
removed.  Existing street trees along the Los Angeles Music Center, County Hall of Justice, 
County Hall of Administration, and the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels would be evaluated 
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for their contribution to the streetscape.  Existing mature trees that would be consistent with the 
intent of the streetscape plan to provide trees and extensive shade, and which would meet the 
standards established by the proposed streetscape plan, including condition and species type, 
would be retained to the degree possible.   

Existing shrubbery along Parcel Q’s Grand Avenue sidewalk would be removed for 
sidewalk widening and access to the proposed hotel plaza.  This existing vegetation does not 
substantially screen the existing parking structure, provide shade, contribute to a unified theme 
or pattern of landscaping along Grand Avenue, or contribute to the valued visual character and 
image of Grand Avenue.  Since sidewalk construction would be coordinated with the 
development of adjacent parcels and the Civic Park, overall disruption would be reduced to an 
acceptable level.  Construction would be temporary and any adverse visual conditions would 
cease once construction is completed.  Also, replacement landscaping would be considerably 
more extensive than under existing conditions, and sidewalk width and pavement styles would be 
improved compared to existing conditions.  The replacement of existing aesthetic features with 
aesthetic features of an equal or greater quality is an important consideration in the determination 
of significance.  With the application of this consideration, and due to the temporary nature of 
construction activities, the removal or relocation of existing landscaping and sidewalk disruption 
would not rise above the threshold of significance in that the visual character of the area would 
not be substantially altered, degraded or eliminated.  Therefore, the visual impacts of the removal 
or relocation of landscaping and the temporary disruption of sidewalks during construction 
would be considered less than significant.   

Civic Park 

Based on the Civic Park Conceptual Plan, it appears that a large number of trees and 
shrubs would be removed to create larger public areas, plazas, and gardens.  Although mature 
trees would be retained or relocated, to the extent possible, it is conservatively assumed that most 
of the existing trees and shrubs in the Civic Center Mall would be removed or relocated for the 
construction of a new lawn, gardens, and plaza spaces and, although segments of the park would 
remain open throughout the construction phase, in areas where construction occurs, it would 
cause a sense of disruption and disrepair.  Since escalators to the existing subterranean garages 
would be kept in operation as continuously as possible, construction activities would be visible 
to pedestrians entering and leaving the parking structures.  Disruption would also be visible from 
adjacent County Buildings.  During the construction phase, the removal or relocation of the 
fountain and the removal of mature trees and other landscaping would contrast with, and detract 
from, the existing valued visual character and image of the park.  However, construction impacts 
would be temporary, occurring over a three-year completion period in the Project’s initial 
construction phase, and adverse aesthetic impacts would cease after construction is completed.  
Aesthetic features would be replaced by improved aesthetic components, including greater visual 
connectivity between the park and Grand Avenue; and, under the Conceptual Plan, the location 
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of the Grand Staircase, the Great Lawn, broader staircases, colorful gardens in the existing Court 
of Flags, and the replacement of the existing surface parking lot east of the existing Civic Center 
Mall with a paved and landscaped plaza.  The Civic Park’s aesthetic components would be 
greatly improved compared to existing conditions and proposed aesthetic features would have 
greater public exposure due to increased public use.  In addition, the renovated park would be 
more visible than the existing park to pedestrians and vehicles along Grand Avenue.  The 
replacement of existing aesthetic features with aesthetic features of an equal or greater quality is 
an important consideration in the determination of significance.  With the application of this 
consideration, the improved visitation and visibility into the park from surrounding public areas, 
and the temporary nature of construction impacts all contribute to the conclusion that Project 
construction impacts would not be considered significant.   

Repairs to the subterranean parking garages would not be visually detrimental since 
construction would be primarily conducted out of public view.  Construction associated with the 
redesign of the subterranean garage entrance and exit ramps would cause temporary disruption 
and visual detriment including torn concrete, exposed soil, equipment storage, and temporary, 
unavailable enjoyment of the Hill Street, Broadway and Grand Avenue sidewalks in the area of 
the existing park.  Although such disruption would cause an aspect of untidiness.  construction of 
the garage entrances would be temporary in nature and, as such, would not substantially degrade 
the existing visual character of the area.  Therefore, construction activities associated with 
creation of the Civic Park would create a less than significant visual quality impact. 

Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

Construction of buildings in Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would cause disruption and 
visual clutter typical of any major construction site.  Demolition activities would expose soils, 
and debris to public view.  Existing shrubs on the periphery of Parcels W-1 and W-2 would be 
removed.  Construction sites would contain cranes, booms, incomplete structural facades, 
equipment storage areas, and stockpiled materials that may be visible to visitors to the downtown 
area.  Temporary barriers (fencing) would be placed along the periphery of the site that would 
screen some of the disruption from view from the street level.  Construction fencing is generally 
not an aesthetic structure and could potentially serve as a target for graffiti, if not appropriately 
monitored.  Construction of the five development parcels would occur either under a sequential 
or accelerated phasing plan.  While two phasing plans are under consideration, neither scenario 
would have a decided aesthetic advantage, since the preference for a longer duration versus a 
more intense, shorter duration would vary from individual to individual. 

Although the construction site would be screened, the public interface along the 
construction sites and work-in-progress visible above the fencing are generally not considered 
attractive since construction sites have a general aspect of untidiness and are devoid of 
landscaping and architectural detail.  Although a percentage of viewers would consider 
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demolition, excavation, and construction activities interesting, others would consider these 
activities detrimental to the aesthetic value of the City’s cultural and civic center and as such, the 
visual quality of the area.  Another aesthetic consequence of excavation is the activity of dump 
trucks and other trucks hauling dirt as well as demolition materials from the parcels.  As with on-
site activities, the visual aspect of trucks loaded with debris and/or soils would be interesting to 
some viewers and unsightly to others.  Trucking would also be required for the delivery and 
removal of excavation equipment, cranes, other machinery, and for the delivery of materials.  
Proposed haul routes for dump trucks, semi-trailers, and truck and trailers in the removal of 
construction debris and excavated soils and delivery of heavy equipment would be directed to the 
freeways by means of Grand Avenue and other major streets and would not enter any local 
residential neighborhoods.  Since major roadways are intended to accommodate a range of 
vehicle types, including trucks incidental to construction and deliveries, visual quality associated 
with truck traffic would be considered less than significant. 

Although construction activities would reduce the existing visual attributes of the parcels 
during the construction phases, these parcels do not currently contain any aesthetic features that 
contribute to the existing visual character of the area.  Since no existing aesthetic features occur 
within the parcels, construction activities would not substantially alter, degrade or eliminate the 
existing visual character of the area due to disruption of the existing sites.  Although construction 
activities would contrast with the aesthetic image established by the adjacent Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, MOCA, the Colburn School, and the Los Angeles Music Center, due to the 
temporary nature and phasing of construction activities, construction activities would not 
substantially contrast with the visual character of the surrounding area.  Construction activities 
would be consistent with the on-going development of the city’s high-rise core and other current 
construction projects in the vicinity, including the current expansion of the Colburn School and 
other major projects on First Street.  Therefore, construction activities associated with the 
development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would be less than significant.   

Operation (Post-Construction) 

Grand Avenue Streetscape 

The Conceptual Streetscape Plan would improve the aesthetic quality and ambience of 
Grand Avenue.  The installation of paving systems for sidewalks and adjoining plazas, graphics, 
banners, way-finding systems, shade trees, potted flowers and shrubs, public art, water features, 
pavilions and kiosks, landscape and pedestrian lighting, benches, chairs and other seating 
systems, and trash receptacles, as suggested by the Conceptual Streetscape Plan, would enhance 
existing landmark buildings and create an appealing pedestrian environment that would increase 
public use of the area.  Such streetscape improvements and additional features would increase 
the perception of Grand Avenue as a primary boulevard and the center of the City’s cultural core.   
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The proposed streetscape improvements would contribute to the existing visual character 
of the area and would not cause any degradation or loss of existing aesthetic resources along this 
street.  Since the proposed improvements would be designed to enhance the cultural ambience of 
Grand Avenue and adjacent visually prominent buildings, such as the Walt Disney Concert Hall, 
the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Ahmanson Theater, MOCA, and the Colburn School of 
Performing Arts, it would not contrast with the aesthetic image of the area.  Therefore, the 
proposed Grand Avenue Streetscape would cause a less than significant impact with regard to 
visual quality.   

Civic Park 

The current Conceptual Plan for Civic Park is to install attractive and accessible 
components that would increase the appeal, function, and versatility of the park.  Features that 
would draw public use include the Grand Staircase leading down from Grand Avenue; the Great 
Lawn; facilities for cultural and entertainment uses, including public activity kiosks, movable 
seating and tables, and food and drink concessions; and public gardens and view areas.  The 
Conceptual Plan would enhance the connection between Grand Avenue and the park by a plaza 
and Grand Staircase and would eliminate the concrete wall concealing the park entrance.  The 
plan would also diminish the existing dominance of the parking structure entrances.  The existing 
Court of Flags would be converted into a new garden-oriented space for public enjoyment.  The 
Conceptual Plan would capitalize on the topographic change between Broadway and Spring 
Street with cascading staircases between the three park sectors.  Flagpoles and plaques in the 
Court of Flags would be relocated.   

The surface parking lot in the east segment of the park would be relocated and a public 
plaza and landscaping would be installed in its place.  The proposed public plaza, replacing the 
existing surface parking lot in front of City Hall, would enhance the City Hall entrance plaza and 
provide unity between City Hall and the cascading mall formed by the new Civic Park.  With the 
implementation of the Conceptual Plan, the front entrance of City Hall would directly view the 
paved and landscaped public plaza leading to the Broadway staircase and the upper levels of 
Civic Park, rather than the existing surface parking lot.  From Civic Park, the views of the City 
Hall entrance area would be broader and unobstructed.  The conversion of the east park segment 
to a public plaza under the Conceptual Plan would also enhance the use of the rebuilt Broadway 
staircase.  Access to, and throughout, the park would be improved and visually enhanced through 
wider pedestrian crossings between the park segments.  Although existing trees and landscape 
would likely be removed, proposed landscape plans would provide superior gardens and 
landscaping with greater visual and physical accessibility than under existing conditions.  The 
proposed renovation and expansion of the Civic Center Mall would contribute to the existing 
visual character of the area.  As such, the changes created by the Project, including the relocation 
of mature vegetation, would not constitute the permanent removal of an existing aesthetic 
resource.  The renovation project would be consistent with the existing visual ambience of the 
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surrounding area and would be designed to enhance the ambience and visual quality of the park.  
Therefore, impacts relative to visual quality would be less than significant.   

Development Parcels 

The strong aesthetic components that represent downtown’s aesthetic image are its 
modern high-rise towers, distinctive skyline, and architecturally notable buildings such as the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Ahmanson Theater, MOCA, the 
Colburn School of Performing Arts, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, and City Hall.  
Development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2 would contribute to the area’s aesthetic value 
through high quality construction and design and the provision of open space and integration of 
street-front plazas and retail uses with the Grand Avenue streetscape.   

Parcel Q 

Parcel Q would be developed concurrently with the creation of the Civic Park and the 
implementation of landscaping and streetscape improvements on Grand Avenue, between 
Temple and First Streets.  The existing parking structure would be removed and under the 
Conceptual Plan the development would be designed across multi-levels, incorporating a central 
plaza space, outdoor terraces, large amounts of landscaping and outdoor pools and terraces for 
the hotel, restaurant, and residential uses.  Outdoor and indoor spaces would be blended to take 
advantage of the Southern California climate. 

With the implementation of the height overlay, the proposed high-rise tower would be an 
icon or centerpiece for the block.  The hotel would also contain a generous outdoor pool area 
with an adjoining roof bar and club.  The restaurant and bar fronting Grand Avenue and the plaza 
would take advantage of views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and add to an active ambience.  
The Conceptual Plan for Parcel Q also includes a high-rise tower to be located nearer to Olive 
Street.  The second building, also under the Conceptual Plan, would include sun terraces 
overlooking the plaza and the Walt Disney Concert Hall.  The two tower buildings would 
comprise approximately 20 percent of the total parcel.  The remainder of the site would be 
developed with lower buildings and open space, including a large central plaza accessible to the 
public.  The variation in building heights imposed by the height overlay would create a stepped-
effect and would enhance the dramatic effect of the single highest building, particularly since the 
higher tower would be set along Grand Avenue at the crest of Bunker Hill.  The variation in 
building heights would also reduce the overall sense of mass and add visual interest to the 
skyline.   

Since the Project with County Office Building Option’s high-rise components would 
occupy only 20 percent of the total site, the mass and contrast of the Project would be consistent 



IV.C  Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 374 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

with surrounding uses, including the adjacent low-rise Colburn School of Performing Arts and its 
13-story addition.  The oblique angle of the high-rise tower created by the Project’s low-rise 
development along Second Street would also reduce contrast between the Project and the 
adjacent school.   

Parcel Q, under the Conceptual Plan, would also have its own outdoor public open space 
with pedestrian connections to Grand Avenue, First Street, and by a pedestrian bridge over Olive 
Street to Parcels W-1/W-2.  The pedestrian-oriented open space would include a landscaped 
plaza, numerous seating areas, integrated public art and/or fountains, and a collection of 
gathering places.  The outdoor orientation of the development on Parcel Q, under the Conceptual 
Plan, would also be maximized on multiple floor levels through the use of patios, elevated 
walkways, and roof terraces.  The outdoor public space would also be integrated into the Grand 
Avenue streetscape.   

Development on Parcel Q and the proportion of open space to tower development, under 
the Conceptual Plan, would be consistent with other high-rise development in the area, including 
California Plaza at Grand Avenue and Wells Fargo Center at Third Street and Grand Avenue.  
As with the Project with County Office Building Option, these developments feature attractive 
high-rise buildings set at an oblique angle from the adjoining public street, with extensive 
landscape features, including the Water Court in California Plaza, that are integrated into the 
adjacent public sidewalk.   

The anticipated modern design of the Project with County Office Building Option would 
also be consistent with the quality of surrounding visually prominent buildings, including 
MOCA, the Colburn School, Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, and the 
Cathedral of Our Lady of Angels.  The proposed development of Parcel Q would remove the 
existing open parking structure and, with its public art and sidewalks integrated into the Grand 
Avenue streetscape, would contribute to the existing visual character of city’s surrounding 
cultural and high-rise core.  Since the proposed development is anticipated to be consistent with 
the quality and design of surrounding uses and the context of the urban setting, it would not 
substantially alter, degrade or eliminate the existing visual character of the area.  In addition, 
development would not significantly contrast with existing, visually prominent buildings.  
Therefore, visual quality impacts associated with the development of Parcel Q would be less than 
significant.   

Parcels W-1/W-2 

Parcels W-1/W-2, under the Conceptual Plan, would be constructed with a mid-rise and a 
high-rise County office building, under the Project with County Office Building Option, 
surrounded by lower buildings.  Although the taller buildings would comprise a greater 
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percentage of the site than the tall buildings in Parcel Q, the height overlay would create a 
variation in building heights and, as such, reduce the overall mass of the development.  The 
variation in building height would also create visual interest to the skyline.  Also, since the 
height above mean sea level of the highest buildings in Parcels W-1/W-2 would be less than the 
highest buildings in Parcel Q, the buildings would have the visually interesting effect of 
following the contour of the hill dropping toward Hill Street.   

The proposed buildings in Parcels W-1/W-2, under the Conceptual Plan, would be 
centered on a large internal public plaza, trending in an east-west direction between Olive and 
Hill Streets.  The integration of open space between Parcels W-1/W-2 and Parcel Q created by 
the pedestrian bridge would enhance pedestrian connection between Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street.  The subway portal station at the northeast corner of the parcel would remain in it existing 
configuration.  The interface with the corner of Olive and First Streets would feature low-rise 
buildings, which would create a setback between the towers and the First Street frontage.  In 
addition, the variation in building heights along the Second Street frontage, including the high-
rise residential tower and the low-rise retail buildings, under the Conceptual Plan, would reduce 
contrast between the proposed development and the 17-story Angelus Plaza residential towers 
south of Second Street.   

The proposed development of Parcels W-1/W-2 would remove the existing surface 
parking lot and, with the implementation of landscaped, high-quality architecture, and public 
open space, the proposed development would contribute to the existing visual character of the 
area.  The high-rise development would be consistent with the urban context of the setting and 
the variation in building heights would reduce mass and contrast.  Since Parcels W-1/W-2 would 
not substantially alter, degrade or eliminate the existing visual character or resources of the area, 
or significantly contrast with existing, adjacent visually prominent buildings, visual quality 
impacts associated with the development of Parcels W-1/W-2 would be less than significant.   

Parcels L and M-2 

Development of Parcels L and M-2 is envisioned to contribute to revitalizing the street 
space by adding a street-front retail edge that would help define Grand Avenue as an active 
urban avenue.  The street front of Parcels L and M-2 would be integrated with the Grand Avenue 
streetscape and the street-front retail uses would provide an amenity that now only occurs 
minimally along Grand Avenue.  The active street front would reinforce the street front plazas 
that would be incorporated into Parcel Q and would provide continuity along the sidewalk 
between the Walt Disney Concert Hall and Third Street.  Hope, Second, and Third Streets 
adjoining Parcels L and M-2, would be designed with pedestrian friendly street edges that would 
be enhanced with entrances to residential buildings and streetscape amenities, including trees, 
landscaping, paving systems, benches, trash receptacles, street graphics, and lighting.  Building 
height overlays in Parcels L and M-2, under the Conceptual Plan, would allow a cluster of two 
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high-rise towers and low-rise buildings.  The buildings up to 600 feet above Grand Avenue 
would be allowed to occupy approximately 30 percent of the site; buildings up to 300 feet above 
Grand Avenue would be allowed to occupy 40 percent of the site; and buildings up to 75 feet 
above Grand Avenue would be allowed to occupy 100 percent of the site.  The variation in 
building heights would reduce the overall mass of the development and would reduce the 
contrast of the development with the low-rise Walt Disney Concert Hall, located north of Second 
Street.  The south frontage of the Walt Disney Concert Hall (interfacing Parcel L and Upper 
Second Street), is designed primarily as a service entrance, and has no direct patron access from 
Upper Second Street in the vicinity of Grand Avenue.    Although proposed buildings in Parcel L 
would not be oriented toward the Walt Disney Concert Hall, Parcel L’s buildings nearest the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall, under the Conceptual Plan, would be low-rise street-front shops.  The 
use and scale of Parcel L’s low-rise retail component would be compatible in scale and function 
with the adjoining low-rise Walt Disney Concert Hall, which also features a street-front theme 
shop on Grand Avenue.   

Height variations created by the building overlay would also add interest and variation to 
the skyline.  The proposed development of Parcels L and M-2 would remove the existing surface 
parking lot and would contribute to the existing visual character of the area by raising the site to 
the Grand Avenue street level and would create a continuous interface with the sidewalk that is 
currently missing along the west side of Grand Avenue.  Development would be consistent with 
the context of the urban setting and with the surrounding high-rise uses, including the adjacent 
28-story Grand Promenade Tower and the nearby 52-story Bank of America Plaza tower (333 
Hope Street).  Proposed development of Parcels L and M-2 would not substantially alter, degrade 
or eliminate the existing visual character or resources of the area, or significantly contrast with 
existing, adjacent visually prominent buildings.  Therefore, visual quality impacts would be less 
than significant.   

Los Angeles Downtown Skyline  

The Los Angeles skyline, characterized by visually prominent buildings and towers, 
constitutes an aesthetic image and resource.  The Project site is located on the north edge of the 
City’s distinctive high-rise cluster, which is located primarily in the City’s Financial District and 
Bunker Hill.  Since Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 are situated adjacent to the existing high-
rise cluster, they would contribute to the visual continuity of the tall and varied structures 
comprising the City’s skyline.  Distant views of the City of Los Angeles skyline from Echo Park 
and the Whittier Boulevard Bridge, depicted in Figure 24 on page 346; and nearer views, 
depicted in Figure 25 on page 347, from Figueroa Terrace/Beaudry Avenue and from First Street 
near Boylston Street would cross the line-of sight of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 and would 
incorporate any high-rise buildings constructed on the Project site.   
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From the Echo Park vantage point, as well as similarly oriented vantage points west of 
the Project site, the Project with County Office Building Option’s proposed high-rise buildings 
would appear as additional tower structures on the left of the high-rise skyline.  Because of the 
varied heights of the Project with County Office Building Option’s high-rise buildings and the 
distances and setbacks between the Project with County Office Building Option’s highest 
structures, imposed by the building height overlay, the Project with County Office Building 
Option would contribute to the variety and interest of the skyline from this location.  The Project 
with County Office Building Option’s buildings would not conceal and, therefore, not alter 
existing views of prominent towers.  The Project with County Office Building Option’s buildings 
would similarly contribute to the distinctiveness of the City’s skyline as viewed from all of the 
distant locations shown in Figures 24 and 25.  From the Whittier Bridge vantage point, as well as 
similarly oriented vantage points west of the Project site, the Project’s buildings would appear as 
additional towers on the right of the visible cluster.  From Figueroa Terrace and First Street, 
depicted in Figure 25, the Project’s buildings would be visible to the left of the visible cluster of 
high-rises.   

The Project with County Office Building Option’s proposed high-rise buildings would 
not be effectively visible from the south and southwest, including the westbound Santa Monica 
Freeway and the northbound Harbor Freeway, due to the locations of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, 
and M-2 on the north side of the Financial District and the existing high-rise cluster.  Parcels Q, 
W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would also not be visible from the northbound Harbor Freeway in the 
proximity of Third Street due to the low elevation of the freeway with respect to the Grand 
Avenue.  The Project with County Office Building Option’s other components, including Grand 
Avenue streetscape and the renovated Civic Park, would have no contribution to, nor effect on, 
the existing skyline. 

Since the proposed Project with County Office Building Option would comprise a variety 
of building heights and configurations, including a distinctive high-rise tower in Parcel Q, the 
Project with County Office Building Option would contribute to the existing visual quality of the 
City’s skyline and would be consistent with the variety of building heights and setbacks 
characterizing the existing skyline.  The Project with County Office Building Option would not 
substantially alter, degrade or eliminate the existing visual character of the area, including valued 
existing features, nor would the Project contrast with the visual character of the surrounding area, 
the impact of the Project relative to the City’s valued skyline.  As such, Project with County 
Office Building Option development would result in a less than significant impact with regard to 
the Los Angeles Downtown skyline.   
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Policy and Regulatory Compliance  

General Plan Framework 

The Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent with the policies set 
forth in the Urban Form and Neighborhood Design section of the City’s General Plan 
Framework.  The Primary Urban Form and Neighborhood Design goals of the General Plan 
Framework for Downtown and Regional Centers encourages the intensification of development 
in which the scale and built form encourage both daytime and nighttime use (Policy 5.8.1.e).  
Under existing conditions, many restaurants and retail uses are closed during the evenings and 
weekends, causing visitors to avoid the downtown during those time periods, or leave the 
downtown immediately after attending weekend or evening performances.  Through the increase 
of residential, retail, hotel, and restaurant/bar uses, the intent of the Project with County Office 
Building Option is to increase the aspect of the downtown as a 24-hour city, in which weekend 
and nighttime use would increase.   

The General Plan Framework also encourages the enhancement of the livability of all 
neighborhoods by upgrading the quality of development and improving the quality of the public 
realm.  Since the Project with County Office Building Option would provide upgrades to the 
Grand Avenue streetscape and renovation and expansion of the Civic Center Mall into the 
proposed Civic Park, both of which would improve pedestrian amenities and enhance activity in 
the public realm, the Project with County Office Building Option would be substantially 
consistent with the Urban Form and Neighborhood Design policies of the General Plan 
Framework.  Also, the Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent with the 
intent of the General Plan Framework to avoid free-standing high-rises that have no pedestrian 
amenities or pedestrian orientation (Policy 5.2.2.c. by the following: (1) the provision of 
streetscape amenities, including shade trees, enhanced sidewalks, street furniture, trash 
receptacles, public art, improved street crossings, integration of plazas and street-front retail uses 
into streetscape improvements, and (2) the provision of public access open space through Parcel 
Q and Parcels W-1/W-2, and a pedestrian bridge over Olive Street connecting these parcels, 
which provide a pedestrian connection between Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  The Project with 
County Office Building Option would be consistent with Policy 5.8.1, which encourages shops 
and other uses that are directly accessible from the sidewalk.  Policy 5.8.1 also encourages well-
lit exteriors to provide safety and comfort commensurate with nighttime use.  The proposed 
streetscape improvements would include streetlights and pedestrian-scale lighting.  In addition, 
the Project with County Office Building Option would include plazas and evening uses that 
would be illuminated for pedestrian accessibility and security and would be consistent with this 
policy. 

The Project with County Office Building Option would also be consistent with General 
Plan Framework Urban Form Policies 3.16 and 5.8.1.g that recommend the screening or location 
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of parking below or above street-fronting uses.  The Project with County Office Building Option 
would eliminate existing surface parking (with replacement parking underground) and would 
provide no surface parking along the street front of the development parcels.  The Project with 
County Office Building Option would also support Policies 5.5.1 and 5.5.4, which recommend 
urban design elements that give scale to residential and commercial neighborhoods, such as 
street trees, streetlights, benches, and other street furniture.  Since the Project with County Office 
Building Option would substantially comply with the urban design policies of the General Plan 
Framework and would not preclude the attainment of the existing aesthetics regulations of the 
General Plan Framework, the impact of the Project with County Office Building Option relative 
to policy and regulatory compliance associated with this plan would be less than significant.  The 
comparison of General Plan Framework policies with the design features of the Project with 
County Office Building Option is provided in detail in Section IV.A, Land Use (see Table 5 on 
page 175).   

Central City Community Plan 

The Central City Community Plan implements the Urban Form and Neighborhood 
Design policies of the General Plan Framework.  Under the Community Plan, projects must 
comply with the applicable urban design policies outlined in the Community Plan, to the 
maximum extent feasible.  The Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent 
with the Community Plan’s applicable urban design policies, which establish the minimum level 
of design that shall be observed.  Community Plan Urban Design policies, applicable to the 
Project with County Office Building Option, include the use of high standards of design and 
quality of materials; open landscaped development and pedestrian friendly streetscapes.  The 
Project with County Office Building Option would be subject to architectural review by the 
Grand Avenue Authority, as well as the CRA/LA.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan calls for a 
canopy of trees, shrubs, and flower gardens.  In addition, landscaping would be provided in the 
public open space areas of the developed parcels.  Pedestrian-friendly streetscapes would be 
achieved through the integration of street-front retail uses and plazas with the Grand Avenue 
streetscape.  In addition, the raising of Parcels L and M-2 to the Grand Avenue street level would 
provide continuous activity and pedestrian-friendly uses along the west side of Grand Avenue, 
where none currently exist, between the Walt Disney Concert Hall and Third Street.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent with urban design 
policies pertinent to civic open space, which recommend a framework of civic open spaces that 
would provide suitable settings for the public life of the community.  The Project with County 
Office Building Option would also renovate and expand the Civic Center Mall into an accessible 
and versatile public space that would accommodate public entertainment, cultural activities, 
gathering areas, and gardens for public viewing.  The Project with County Office Building 
Option would also improve the streetscape on Grand Avenue with the provision of benches, 
canopy trees, flower gardens, and pedestrian lights.  This results by creating a setting suitable for 
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public life associated with the diverse communities of the City and the City’s cultural core 
centered in the area of the Los Angeles Music Center, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and 
MOCA.   

The redevelopment of the Civic Center Mall would also be consistent with the urban 
design policies that recommend that civic open spaces be the size of a full city block and 
accessible from all sides.  Although Civic Park is not bounded on all sides by public streets, it 
would be 16 acres in size and would be accessible from Grand Avenue, Hill Street, Broadway, 
and Spring Street.  Wider street crossings would improve east-west access through the park and 
from surrounding areas, and sidewalk improvements, including reduced parking structure 
entrance areas and conflicts between driveways and pedestrians, would improve access from 
First and Temple Streets, on the south and north, respectively.   

The development of the Civic Park under the Project with County Office Building 
Option, would also be consistent with the Community Plan design policies that recommend the 
flexible use of public space to accommodate sizable numbers of people, and a forum for 
organized public events as well as for everyday casual use.  The Civic Park is anticipated to be 
designed for a variety of uses that would accommodate sizable numbers of people.  The large 
public area in the westerly segment would contain eight acres for cultural and entertainment 
uses, under the Conceptual Plan, would contain public activity kiosks, movable seating and 
tables, and food and drink concessions.  Civic and community activities would be accommodated 
in the four-acre easterly sector.  Park-wide events and activities would be held throughout the 16-
acre park, while under the Conceptual Plan, the gardens and Great Lawn would be available for 
casual use and enjoyment.  Civic Park development plans would address security and the 
increase in pedestrian activity throughout the park and surrounding area would enhance 
nighttime and weekend activity for downtown residents, employees, and visitors.  The Civic Park 
development would also be consistent with the recommended use of durable materials, 
implementation of public art, and symbolic information conveying the sense of place, so that 
visitors have a sense of, and comfort with, the city’s downtown.   

The Grand Avenue streetscape program would also convey a sense that the area is the 
core and cultural center of the City of Los Angeles.  Banners, graphics, and way-finding signage 
along Grand Avenue would also convey a sense that the area is the core and cultural center of the 
City of Los Angeles.  The development of the Grand Avenue Streetscape program would be 
reviewed by the City of Los Angeles and/or the CRA/LA to assure the use of high-quality 
materials and a standard of public art that would most convey a sense of place.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would also be consistent with the 
recommendations of the Community Plan that streets should be improved with planting, paving, 
lighting, signage, and street furnishings to form pedestrian corridors connecting civic open 
spaces, and that such streets should be distinguished as the most prominent civic streets of the 
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downtown area.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue proposes banners, graphics, 
and way-finding systems, as well as other streetscape improvements, including trees, gardens, 
street furniture, water fountains, pedestrian lighting, and enhanced sidewalks.  In accordance 
with the Community Plan, pedestrian improvements on Grand Avenue and improved access to 
Civic Park, including crosswalk improvements, would distinguish Grand Avenue as one of the 
most prominent civic streets of downtown Los Angeles.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would also be consistent with urban 
design policies that recommend adequate sidewalk space for pedestrian circulation and for use 
by adjacent retail businesses through the provision of enhanced sidewalks and integrated access 
to the street-front retail uses and plazas in Parcels Q, L, and M-2 from Grand Avenue.  The 
Project with County Office Building Option would also be consistent with policies that 
recommend a pedestrian network to help merge the transportation (major streets and transit) and 
open space elements of the city through the retention of the Metro Red Line plaza and entrances 
within the Civic Park and improved street crossings and access to the transit portal adjacent to 
Parcel W-2, through connecting public open space in Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 and the pedestrian 
bridge over Olive Street, that provides direct access between Grand Avenue and the Hill Street 
transit portal in Hill Street.   

In addition, the Project with County Office Building Option would support the 
Community Plan’s urban design policy that calls for Avenidas, or pedestrian-oriented streets, to 
connect the Civic Park with other open spaces.  Access to Civic Park would be improved through 
streetscape improvements, including enhanced sidewalks, shade trees and other landscaping, 
street furniture, water fountains, trash receptacles, and pedestrian lighting.  The development of 
Parcels W-1/W-2 would improve the streetscape along Hill Street and enhance access between 
Civic Park and Pershing Square at Hill and Fifth Streets.  Since the Project would be 
substantially consistent with the Community Plan’s Urban Design policies and would not 
preclude the attainment of the existing aesthetics regulations of the Community Plan, the impact 
of the Project with County Office Building Option relative to policy and regulatory compliance 
associated with this plan would be less than significant.  A detailed comparison of the Project 
with County Office Building Option with the Community Plan’s applicable urban design policies 
is presented in Section IV.A, Land Use (see Table 6 on page 180).   

Bunker Hill Design for Development (1971) 

The Project with County Office Building Option would be substantially consistent with 
the open space and building form policies of the existing Bunker Hill Design for Development, 
which establishes design and land use standards to implement the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project with County Office Building Option.  The Design for Development calls for the focus of 
the open space in a central park, “an oasis of greenery and moving water, esplanades and outdoor 
restaurants” in the Upper Hill zone containing Parcels Q and W-1/W-2.  Under the Design for 
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Development, additional open spaces should be organized in plazas and squares related to 
building masses and reflecting human scale.  In addition, the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements would support street-side plazas and restaurants to be integrated in the vicinity of 
the park, and an existing restaurant is located at the sidewalk level in the Los Angeles Music 
Center, located directly across Grand Avenue from the Civic Park entrance.  The Project with 
County Office Building Option would also provide continuous public open space and plazas in 
the interior of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, to reflect human scale within the proposed residential 
high-rise and mixed-use development.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent with the building 
form policies of the Design for Development for the Upper Hill area in which the top of Bunker 
Hill is recommended for development by a dominant group of tall buildings symbolic of a 
burgeoning Downtown Los Angeles.  The Project with County Office Building Option’s highest 
structure (currently programmed to be approximately 750 feet above Grand Avenue) would be 
constructed in Parcel Q on the crest of Bunker Hill along Grand Avenue.  In addition, building 
height would be reduced in Parcels W-1/W-2, to create a stepped-down aspect in the high-rise 
towers, consistent with the topography of Bunker Hill.   

Under the Design for Development, the buildings in the Upper Hill area shall be varied in 
height and balanced and related so that each achieves a specific identity while contributing to the 
whole.  Predominant in this urban design pattern is an anticipated single building, noticeably 
taller, that would form an impressive regional landmark to be visible from a great distance.  The 
proposed building height overlay, which would create a variety of building heights for Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2, and the topographic location of the proposed high-rise tower would emphasize 
this single structure, which is anticipated to serve as a highly visible, regional landmark.   

Under the Design for Development, the hilltop complex would be further organized and 
unified by the north-south spine of the Concourse (Grand Avenue), culminating in the central 
park.  Under the Design for Development, all of the major buildings shall relate directly to these 
elements, visually emphasizing their existence, and gain a high level of functional convenience 
from that relationship.  The Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent 
with this policy since proposed development of Parcel Q would be organized along Grand 
Avenue, which would serve a primary concourse along the spine of Bunker Hill.  Development 
would include the integration of public open space and public art into the proposed Grand 
Avenue streetscape.  Although the hilltop complex would not culminate directly at the Civic 
Park, the Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand Avenue would facilitate the visual and physical 
connection between the hilltop development and the renovated entrance into the Civic Park.  The 
Project with County Office Building Option’s development would enhance the functional 
convenience created by the Grand Avenue streetscape through the provision of interfacing 
plazas, storefronts and restaurants. 
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The Design for Development requires that the Concourse (Grand Avenue) be designed to 
serve as a powerful visual and functional connection between the Cultural/Civic Center area on 
the north and the business district on the south.  The Conceptual Streetscape Plan for Grand 
Avenue would implement this policy by creating a primary pedestrian concourse and 
identification of the street as a “Cultural Corridor,” and would facilitate the visual and functional 
connection between the business area south of Third Street and the Cultural Center comprising 
MOCA, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and the Civic Park, all 
located between Third and Temple Streets to the north. 

The Design for Development also requires that the Upper Hill area be naturally integrated 
into the Downtown fabric through the development of low-rise structures, open spaces, and 
pedestrian connections around the perimeter of the Upper Hill Commercial Zone.  Proposed 
development within Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 include a variety of building heights, including low-
rise structures, open spaces, and pedestrian linkages that would be integrated into the 
surrounding downtown.  Integration includes the provision of public open space and plazas 
within the interiors of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2, linked by a pedestrian bridge over Olive Street 
that would facilitate pedestrian access between Hill Street/Civic Center and Grand Avenue.  The 
Project with County Office Building Option would provide pedestrian access from all adjoining 
sidewalks, and open space and plazas would be integrated into the Grand Avenue sidewalk. 

The Project with County Office Building Option would also be substantially consistent 
with the Bunker Hill Design for Development building form policies for the Bunker Hill 
residential zone containing Parcels L and M-2.  The Design for Development policies call for 
buildings to shape a skyline that parallels and accentuates the topography by placing tall 
buildings on the higher elevations.  Under the Project with County Office Building Option, high-
rise residential towers (approximately 600 feet above Grand Avenue) would be constructed on 
Grand Avenue at the crest of Bunker Hill.  The Project with County Office Building Option 
would also be consistent with the Design for Development requirement that the residential zone 
shall have an environment conducive to walking and a variety of amenities to make it appealing, 
in that the proposed development of Parcels L and M-2 would create a pedestrian-friendly 
environment with amenities including widened crosswalks, street trees, flower gardens, 
pedestrian lighting, street furniture and the integration of street frontages, including plazas and 
street-front shops and restaurants into the streetscape.  The raising of Parcels L and M-2 to the 
Grand Avenue street level would enhance pedestrian access along Grand Avenue between the 
business center to the south and the cultural center to the north and between existing Bunker Hill 
uses to the west and Grand Avenue.  Due to the change in grade between Hope Street and Grand 
Avenue, the internal plaza would be above the level of Hope Street.  Since low-rise buildings and 
open space would occupy 70 percent of Parcels L and M-2, development would be consistent 
with the requirement of the Design for Development that sloping topographic variation in the 
residential zone shall be augmented by low building coverage and large landscaped areas.   
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The anticipated development in Parcels L and M-2 would also be consistent with the 
building form requirements of the Design for Development, which recommend a variation of 
towers, medium-rise, and low-rise structures that would shape a skyline that parallels and 
accentuates the topography by placing tall buildings on the higher elevations and lower buildings 
below and which blend the low profile cultural facility proposed for First Street (Walt Disney 
Concert Hall) into Bunker Hill in a highly compatible manner.  The Conceptual Plan’s two 
proposed high-rise towers in Parcels L and M-2, that would be constructed between Grand 
Avenue and Hope Street, would accentuate the higher topography of Grand Avenue.  One tower 
building would be directly located on Grand Avenue, and the other would be setback from Grand 
Avenue behind a low-rise retail building fronting on Grand Avenue.  The south frontage of the 
adjacent cultural facility (Walt Disney Concert Hall) interfacing Parcel L is designed primarily 
as a service entrance, with no pedestrian access or orientation.  The development on Parcel L 
would not be oriented toward the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and buildings nearest the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall along Grand Avenue, under the Conceptual Plan, would be low rise.  As 
such, the Project with County Office Building Option would be compatible in scale with the 
adjoining low-rise cultural use.   

Since the Project with County Office Building Option would be substantially consistent 
with the open space and building form policies of the Bunker Hill Design for Development, and 
would not preclude the attainment of the policies of the Design for Development, the impact of 
the Project with County Office Building Option relative to policy and regulatory compliance 
associated with this plan would be less than significant.  A detailed comparison of the Project 
with County Office Building Option with the applicable open space and building form policies is 
presented in Section IV.A, Land Use (see Table 7 on page 186).   

Downtown Strategic Plan 

The Project would be substantially consistent with the open space and urban form 
policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan.  A goal of the Downtown Strategic Plan is to develop 
public open space (including streets) as a major visual and organizing feature and activity 
element in the Civic Center Area.  Conceptual streetscape improvements within the Grand 
Avenue right-of-way (a public open space) would visually identify Grand Avenue as a 
significant boulevard and would be organizing elements in the identification of Grand Avenue as 
a Cultural Corridor.  The renovated the Civic Park would provide greater physical and visual 
public access to the park from Grand Avenue, so that the Civic Park would serve as a greater 
organizing feature and activity element in the Civic Center area.  In addition, the upgrading of 
the public use of the park to provide features that are shown on the Conceptual Plan, such as the 
Grand Staircase, the Great Lawn, formal gardens, a cultural and entertainment area, use of the 
park for such activities as start/finish of bike races and running marathons, and other features 
would create a focus of activity in the Civic Center area.   
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Another open space policy of the Downtown Strategic Plan is to establish a public park 
space network downtown that is commensurate with its role as the center of a great word class 
city, and to achieve a high quality of open space at all scales which enhances the quality of life, 
the economic well-being and the health of Downtown residents, workers and visitors.  The 
expansion of the Civic Park, including the replacement of existing surface parking in front of 
City Hall with a public plaza; enhanced pedestrian access through the Civic Park between 
Bunker Hill and City Hall; the inclusion of public plazas within the interiors of Parcels Q and W-
1/W-2, including pedestrian linkages between Grand Avenue and Hill Street by way of a 
pedestrian bridge over Olive Street; the implementation of the Conceptual Streetscape Plan for 
Grand Avenue, and the integration of plazas, street-front retail and restaurants, and public art 
into the Grand Avenue public right-of-way, would support the policy of the Strategic Plan to 
achieve a high quality of public open space commensurate with the City’s position as a world 
class city and would enhance the well-being  of the City’s Downtown residents.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would also be consistent with the goal 
of the Downtown Strategic Plan to complete the Civic Center as an architecturally distinctive 
complex and make the Civic Center Mall a more pedestrian-accessible and amenable place 
befitting its unique symbolic role.  Through the removal of surface parking in the section east of 
the Civic Center Mall and extending the Civic Park to City Hall, the Project with County Office 
Building Option would physically and visually unify City and County government offices and 
support the Civic Center as an architecturally distinctive complex.  The inclusion of landmark 
architectural features, that are shown on the Conceptual Plan, such as the Great Lawn, the Grand 
Staircase, formal gardens, and the facilitating of on-going activities in the park that reflect the 
cultural values of the citizens of the City would also re-establish the role of the park as the 
symbolic heart of the City’s governing center.  Accessibility to the park would be improved 
through sidewalk and crosswalk improvements on adjacent streets and the reconfiguration of the 
driveway ramps. 

Another goal of the Downtown Strategic Plan for Bunker Hill is the promotion of a 
pedestrian network within a framework that accommodates large buildings and a variety of open 
space.  The Project with County Office Building Option would be consistent with this goal since 
it would support a pedestrian network in the improvement of existing streetscape and in the 
provision of the Olive Street pedestrian bridge.  The Project with County Office Building Option 
would be consistent with the urban form objectives of the Downtown Strategic Plan, which 
establish bulk, profile, and street wall criteria for individual buildings.  The Project with County 
Office Building Option would be consistent with the street wall setbacks recommended along 
First Street, by providing plaza entrances within broad setbacks and openings along this street.  
In the provision of interior parking structures, the Project with County Office Building Option 
would also be consistent with the intent of the Downtown Strategic Plan to provide parking 
structures that would be safe and comfortable for the pedestrian.  The Project with County Office 
Building Option would also be consistent with the Downtown Strategic Plan in that it would 
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provide streetscape and landscape improvements that would reinforce the pedestrian quality of 
downtown streets and public open spaces, and open plazas within the development parcels that 
would take advantage of the great local climate and promote the use and enjoyment of the 
outdoors.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would support the policy of a pedestrian 
network within the context of large buildings by featuring a variety of open spaces among the 
proposed high-rise towers, including public access and plazas within the interiors of Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2, and street-front plazas along the public sidewalk.  Since the Project would be 
substantially consistent with the goals of the Downtown Strategic Plan, and would not preclude 
the attainment of the existing aesthetic goals of the Strategic Plan, the impact of the Project with 
County Office Building Option relative to policy and regulatory compliance associated with this 
plan would be less than significant.  A detailed comparison of the Project with County Office 
Building Option with the Downtown Strategic Plan’s applicable open space policies is presented 
in Section IV.A, Land Use (see Table 8 on page 189). 

The Los Angeles the Civic Center Shared Facilities and 
Enhancement Plan 

The Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan sets forth design 
recommendations for the Civic Park, including crosswalks and medians.  According to the 
Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan, the walls at each auto ramp should be removed for 
improved visibility and pedestrian access into the park should be reconfigured.  The Project with 
County Office Building Option would be consistent with this recommendation since such walls 
would be removed and pedestrian access would be reconfigured under the Civic Park’s 
Conceptual Plan.   

The Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan recommends that sidewalk areas should 
have warm, friendly garden-style paving, such as decomposed granite, in some locations.  The 
Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan recommends that the concept of the Gardens should be 
reinforced through the use of a green or gray-green concrete detail.  The Project with County 
Office Building Option would be consistent with the intent of the Shared Facilities and 
Enhancement Plan in that paving would be thoughtfully designed to provide a garden-style, yet 
well-articulated design.  The park would feature a paved plaza and an overlook at the western 
edge of the park for events with milling crowds.   

The Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan also recommends that the Civic Park should 
be re-conceptualized as a network of terraced gardens with improved access both from the 
bordering streets and through the surrounding buildings.  It also recommends that the park 
should be extended to the east, with the block between Broadway and Spring Street developed as 
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a multi-use area.  The Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park includes re-grading of existing 
topography to create terraces, including the Grand Staircase at Grand Avenue, and dividing the 
park into three functional sections.  Gardens would include the Great Lawn in the westerly 
section and formal gardens in the center section.  The park would be extended to Spring Street, 
and the easternmost section between Broadway and Spring Street would be deigned to 
accommodate specific programmed uses, particularly the Civic and community functions.  
Access from the surrounding area would be improved through upgraded crosswalk connections 
and the reconfiguration of the existing driveway ramps along the north-south streets dividing the 
three the Civic Park sections.  The Conceptual Plan for this section also incorporates small, 
multi-use pavilions into the proposed facilities to provide a setting for the Civic event 
programming and festivals, along with small pavilions that could host food and drink 
concessions.   

The Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan also recommends that garden-type lighting 
with pole lights, lights in trees, and up-lighting of trees should be the main light source in the 
park.  Security lighting would be enhanced in the Civic Park, over existing conditions, and would 
generally increase lighting throughout the revitalized park.  Also, the Project with County Office 
Building Option has the potential to introduce a high level of lighting in association with special 
events during the evening hours.  Security and special events lighting in Civic Park are addressed 
in more detail under Subsection (c) Light and Glare Impacts, below. 

The Project with County Office Building Option would be substantially consistent with 
the visual quality goals of the Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan, and would 
not preclude the attainment of the aesthetics goals of the Plan.  Therefore, the impact of the 
Project with County Office Building Option relative to policy and regulatory compliance 
associated with the Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan would be less than significant.  A 
detailed comparison of the Project with County Office Building Option with the applicable 
policies of the Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan is presented in Section 
IV.A, Land Use, (see Table  9 on page 195). 

Summary of Visual Quality Analysis 

Based on the preceding analyses, the Project with County Office Building Option would 
result in a less than significant impact with regard to visual quality/aesthetics.  This conclusion is 
based on the following:  (1) the Project would not remove, alter, or demolish, elements of the 
environment that substantially contribute to the valued visual character or image of the adjacent 
surrounding area or Central City;  (2) the Project would not contrast with the existing features 
that represent the area’s aesthetic image including the scale and style of visually prominent 
buildings and existing tower structures in the surrounding area, nor would the Project with 
County Office Building Option contrast with existing skyline features; (3) the Project with 
County Office Building Option would not detract from the existing style or image of the area due 
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to its density, height, bulk, setbacks or signage; (4) the Project with County Office Building 
Option would contribute buildings that exhibit a high-quality of architecture, including landscape 
and tower structures that would enhance the City’s skyline; and (5) the Project with County 
Office Building Option would be consistent with the applicable urban design guidelines and 
regulations of the City’s General Plan Framework, the Central City Community Plan, the Bunker 
Hill Design for Development, the Los Angeles Downtown Strategic Plan, and the Los Angeles 
the Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan.  Since the development of the Project 
with County Office Building Option would not (1) degrade the existing visual character of the 
area; (2) substantially contrast with the visual character or the aesthetic image of the surrounding 
area; or (3) preclude the attainment of existing aesthetics regulations or applicable plans, visual 
quality impacts would be less than significant.   

(ii)  View Impacts 

In evaluating the impact of the Project with County Office Building Option relative to 
views, the nature and quality of views in the area must first be identified.  If development 
substantially obstructs an existing view of a visually prominent or aesthetic resource, a 
potentially significant view impact would occur.  Sensitive receptors to distant and near views 
would be people viewing a visual resource from a residence or public location, such as a park, 
public street, or sidewalk.  Aesthetic resources available in the area include panoramic views of 
the Los Angeles skyline from near and distant view locations and views of individual, distinctive 
features, such as the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the Los Angeles City Hall.   

Views of the Skyline 

As previously shown in Photographs 9 through 12 (Figures 24 and 25, on pages 346 and 
347, respectively) dramatic views of the City of Los Angeles skyline would be available from 
several locations throughout the region.  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 are located along 
the north edge of the City’s high-rise core, and as such, high-rise development within these 
parcels would be highly visible in relation to the existing skyline, as viewed from the north, west, 
and east.  The Project with County Office Building Option’s proposed high-rise buildings would 
not be effectively visible from the south and southwest, due to the existing cluster of high-rise 
buildings along the south edges of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L/M-2.  Public locations from which 
the Project with County Office Building Option’s high-rise buildings would not be visible and, 
therefore, would cause no potential view blockage, include the westbound Santa Monica 
Freeway and the northbound Harbor Freeway.   

As viewed from Echo Park, northeast of downtown Los Angeles (Photograph 9), the 
Project with County Office Building Option’s high-rise towers would appear as a distinctive 
cluster, contributing to the interest and variation in the existing skyline.  From a northeast 
perspective, the proposed high-rises would appear as a continuation of existing development at 
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the left of the city’s existing high-rise buildings.  Since the proposed high-rise and mid-rise 
towers would not be adjacent to or abutting other existing high-rise buildings that form the city’s 
particularly distinctive skyline, they would not block views of other distinctive buildings that 
form the skyline.  From the Whittier Boulevard Bridge, southeast of downtown Los Angeles 
(Photograph 10), the Project with County Office Building Option’s mid-rise and high-rise towers 
would be visible to the right of the existing high-rises, also contributing to the distinction of the 
downtown skyline.  As with the view from Echo Park, in the view from the southeast, the Project 
with County Office Building Option’s high-rise buildings would not block views of other 
distinctive high-rise structures that form the City’s distinctive skyline. 

In closer views of the City’s skyline, as depicted in Photographs 11 and 12, the Project 
with County Office Building Option’s proposed mid-rise and high-rise towers would be 
prominent in the skyline, also without blocking views of other distinctive buildings.  As viewed 
from the intersection of Figueroa Terrace and Beaudry Avenue (Photograph 11), located just 
north of downtown Los Angeles and from the Beverly Boulevard (First Street) bridge near 
Beaudry Avenue (Photograph 12), just west of downtown Los Angeles, the Project with County 
Office Building Option’s future high-rise buildings would appear at the edge of the existing 
skyline and, although contributing to the continuity and effectiveness of the skyline, would not 
obstruct distinctive towers comprising the existing skyline.  Development in Parcels Q, W-1/W-
2, L, and M-2 would not be visible from the northbound Harbor Freeway in the proximity of 
Third Street, due to the low elevation of the freeway with respect to Grand Avenue.  The Project 
with County Office Building Option would not obstruct views of the skyline from distant and 
mid-distant view locations.  As such, Project with County Office Building Option development 
would not substantially obstruct an existing view of a valued view resource that comprises 
distant views of the downtown skyline.   

Views from Surrounding Streets, Sidewalks, and Buildings 

Since Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 are currently developed with surface parking lots 
and a steel, open parking structure, in the case of Parcel Q, views from all cardinal directions are 
available across the line-of-sight of all of these parcels.  As such, future development within 
these parcels would cause a degree of obstruction of existing views from the adjacent and 
surrounding sidewalks and streets and from nearby cultural, office, and residential uses.  
Development associated with the Grand Avenue streetscape and the Civic Park would have no 
impact on near views from surrounding buildings, streets, and sidewalks.  An evaluation of the 
significance of potential view obstruction is described below. 

Views across Parcel Q 

Existing south-facing views across Parcel Q include views of the California Plaza and 
Wells Fargo Plaza towers and the north façade of the Colburn School of Performing Arts.  The 
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proposed development of Parcel Q would block existing south-facing views from the adjacent 
sidewalk and street across the parcel.  The Los Angeles County Hall of Justice also has a south-
facing view across Parcel Q.  The impact on views from the street and pedestrian vantage point 
would be considered greater than views from the Hall of Justice since the Hall of Justice is 
designed with few available views toward the south.  Although Parcel Q, under the Conceptual 
Plan, contains a variety of high- and mid-rise components, due to the proximity of the view 
vantage point on First Street, all views toward existing buildings south of Parcel Q would be 
blocked.  However, although the California Plaza and the Wells Fargo towers form an interesting 
backdrop, the skyline view from this perspective is not as distinctive as distant views.  In 
addition, the view of tall buildings is typical of views within Los Angeles’s high-rise core and 
similar views would continue to be available from the Grand Avenue corridor and other street 
and sidewalk areas in the city.  The Project with County Office Building Option would replace 
the view of existing high quality towers, with views of the proposed high-quality high-rise in 
Parcel Q, which, under the Conceptual Plan, would be centered on a landmark high-rise tower.  
The exchange of existing views of high-quality urban development with future views of high-
quality urban development is an important factor in assessing the magnitude of view blockage.  
Therefore, the impact of development relative to south-facing views of the California Plaza and 
Wells Fargo towers would be considered less than significant.   

North-facing views across Parcel Q are available from the Colburn School of Performing 
Arts, located immediately to the south.  The proposed development of Parcel Q would block 
future north-facing views from the existing Colburn School and its 13-story addition, currently 
under construction.  Although a portion of the Colburn School addition would provide student 
housing, student residency would be short-term, and significance thresholds for residential uses 
are not considered applicable.  Therefore, any future north-facing view blockages relative to the 
Colburn School, that would be created by the development of Parcel Q, would be considered less 
than significant from this location.  The development of Parcel Q would also impact north-facing 
views from the approximately 20-story Museum Tower.  The Colburn School’s 13-story addition 
would have been completed by the time Parcel Q is developed, and existing north-facing views 
across Parcels W-1/W-2 would only be available from the upper floors of the approximately 20-
story Museum Tower, a high-rise residential building just south of the Colburn School addition, 
as the views from the lower floors would be blocked by the Colburn School addition.  Since the 
Project with County Office Building Option would block possible views of the San Gabriel 
Mountains and the horizon that would exist after the completion of the Colburn School addition, 
the Project with County Office Building Option would have a potentially significant view impact 
on limited portions of the Museum Tower.  North-facing views of the horizon and, possibly, the 
San Gabriel Mountains are also available across Parcel Q from the 42-story California Plaza 
towers, the 54-story Wells Fargo tower, and the 52-story Bank of America Plaza tower.  Since 
portions of Parcel Q could be developed with two high-rise towers, the development of Parcel Q, 
under the Conceptual Plan, could also block some north-facing views of the horizon from the 
California Plaza, Wells Fargo, Bank of America Plaza towers.  Although north-facing views 
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across Parcel Q do not contain scenic vistas of the City’s skyline or significant buildings, partial 
view blockage from these nearby offices towers would occur.  View blockages, however, would 
not be considered significant since the threshold of significance relative to views, does not apply 
to views available from commercial properties.   

West-facing views across Parcel Q from Olive Street are currently blocked by the 
existing parking structure.  Due to the topographical rise to the west and the mass of the parking 
structure, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, an architecturally significant building located to the 
north of Parcel Q, is largely obscured from Olive Street.  However, as previously depicted in 
Photograph 14, Figure 26 on page 349, westbound First Street provides a spectacular view of the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall.  Beginning at the intersection of First and Olive Streets, as shown in 
Photograph 14, the lower portion of the south edge of the Walt Disney Concert Hall is currently 
blocked by the parking structure.  As the viewer moves toward the west, the vista of the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall continues to open up, so that the entire Walt Disney Concert Hall is visible 
from the intersection area of First Street and Grand Avenue.  Existing views are better from the 
north sidewalk of First Street than from the south sidewalk.  The proposed development in Parcel 
Q would mimic the effects of the exiting parking structure, depending on the height of the low-
rise component proposed in the northwest corner of Parcel Q.  The view of the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall would be entirely open and unobstructed in the approach toward First Street and 
Grand Avenue.  Since the Project with County Office Building Option would implement a low-
rise component in the northwest corner of Parcel Q, which would create a setback between the 
view of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the high-rise tower, the impact of development in 
Parcel Q on west-facing views of Walt Disney Walt Disney Concert Hall would be less than 
significant.   

East-facing views across Parcel Q from the Grand Avenue street and sidewalk and from 
the Walt Disney Concert Hall entrance plaza include partial views of older downtown buildings, 
including the Los Angeles Times Building and City Hall, as previously depicted in Photograph 
16 in Figure 24.  As shown in Photograph 16, views of the cityscape toward the east are partially 
obscured (and contextually impaired) by the interceding view of parked cars on the roof of the 
foreground parking structure on Parcel Q.  Development on Parcel Q may include a central 
plaza, which would allow a view corridor, as shown in the Conceptual Plan, that would allow an 
east-facing view across the mid-portion of Parcel Q.  Even if east-facing views across Parcel Q 
were opened up by the removal of the existing parking structure, any views of older downtown 
buildings and City Hall through the open space on Parcel Q would be ultimately blocked by 
future development on Parcels W-1/W-2.   View impacts would not be considered significant, as 
east-facing views from Grand Avenue are not currently available.  In addition, due to the 
location of City Hall to the north of First Street, unobstructed views of City Hall would continue 
to be available from the Walt Disney Concert Hall entrance plaza through the opening created by 
First Street.  The development of Parcel Q would not block the view of City Hall from the 28-
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story Grand Promenade Tower or from any other residential uses.  Therefore, proposed 
development on Parcel Q would have a less than significant impact on east-facing views. 

Views across Parcels W-1/W-2 

Existing south-facing views across Parcels W-1/W-2 include views of the California 
Plaza, Wells Fargo, and the Bank of America towers, as previously shown in Photograph 13 in 
Figure 26 on page 349.  The proposed future development of Parcels W-1/W-2 would block 
sidewalk and street views across the parcel.  The Los Angeles County Law Library and the Los 
Angeles County Hall of Justice also have southwesterly- and south-facing views across Parcels 
W-1/W-2.  The impact on views from the street and pedestrian vantage point would be 
considered greater than views from the Law Library, since the design of the Law Library does 
not contain significant views or windows (the Law Library was designed to close off sunlight 
from the book stacks).  South-facing views across Parcels W-1/W-2 from the County Hall of 
Justice would also not be considered an aesthetic resource, since the Hall of Justice is designed 
with few available views toward the south.  As such, no views from this public location would be 
affected.  The Project with County Office Building Option would cause the loss of existing 
public views from the north of notable high-rise buildings.  However, although the design of the 
California Plaza, Wells Fargo, and the Bank of America towers are interesting, with interesting 
facades, the skyline view from this perspective.  is typical of views within Los Angeles’s high-
rise core and similar views would continue to be available from the Grand Avenue corridor and 
other street and sidewalk areas in the city.  The Project with County Office Building Option 
would replace the view of existing high quality towers, with views of the proposed high-quality 
high-rise in Parcels W-1/W-2, in which the higher buildings would be located in the higher 
portion of the site to reflect and emphasize the rising topography.  The exchange of existing 
views of high-quality urban development with future views of high-quality urban development is 
an important factor in assessing the magnitude of view blockage.  Therefore, the impact of 
development relative to blocked south and southwest-facing views of the California Plaza, Wells 
Fargo, and the Bank of America towers are concluded to be less than significant.   

The existing parking structure on Parcel Q forms the primary backdrop for west-facing 
sidewalk and street views across Parcels W-1/W-2 from Hill Street.  Due to the topographical 
rise to the west, the Walt Disney Concert Hall, an architecturally important building located to 
the north of Parcel Q, is largely obscured from the street and sidewalk views.  Views of the Walt 
Disney Concert Hall are available from the west-facing upper stories of the existing office 
building, located east of Hill Street, directly across from Parcels W-1/W-2.  As previously 
discussed, the view blockage from the existing office building would not be deemed significant 
since the threshold of significance relative to views does not apply to views from commercial 
properties.   
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North-facing views across Parcels W-1/W-2 from the Angelus Plaza, an existing 
residential complex consisting of several 17-story buildings, directly to the south, south of 
Second Street, may include horizon views to the northwest and northeast, across Parcels W-1/W-
2.  Views available from this location may include views of the San Gabriel Mountains from the 
upper stories.  A certain amount of existing north-facing view blockage occurs as a result of the 
existing County Hall of Justice, to the north of Parcels W-1/W-2.  A field inspection of the 
Angelus Plaza buildings reveals that these residential buildings are primarily oriented toward the 
east and west, with few windows along the north sides.  Therefore, view blockages caused by the 
development of Parcel W-1 on the Angelus Plaza buildings would be considered less than 
significant.  North-facing views of the horizon are also available across Parcels W-1/W-2 from 
the upper stories of the 52- and 42-story California Plaza towers, the 54-story Wells Fargo tower, 
and the 52-story Bank of America Plaza tower.  Since portions of the development in Parcels W-
1/W-2, under the Conceptual Plan, would be developed with mid- and high-rise buildings, the 
development of Parcels W-1/W-2 could also block some north-facing views of the horizon from 
the California Plaza, Wells Fargo, and Bank of America Plaza towers.  Although the Project with 
County Office Building Option would cause partial view blockage to these nearby high-rise 
offices, the view impact would not be deemed significant since the threshold of significance 
relative to views, as previously discussed, does not apply to views available from commercial 
properties.   

East-facing views across Parcels W-1/W-2 from Olive Street primarily encompasses 
older buildings to the east of Hill Street, the former State Office Building, and City Hall (to the 
northeast).  Less obstructed easterly views of City Hall, an architecturally and historically 
significant building, are available in the proximity of the intersection of Olive and First Streets.  
Future development in Parcels W-1/W-2, under the Conceptual Plan, would consist of mid- and 
high-rise buildings, which would block the existing east-facing views of the existing older 
buildings and City Hall, although views of City Hall, due to its location to the north of First 
Street, would not be blocked near the Olive and First Streets intersection.  The view of City Hall 
would be considered a view resource and, as such, the blockage of the easterly view from Olive 
Street across Parcels W-1/W-2 would be considered significant.  Combined with proposed 
development on Parcel Q, the development of Parcels W-1/W-2 would also block northeast-
facing views from the 28-story Grand Promenade Tower, a residential building west of Grand 
Avenue.  The Grand Promenade Tower also faces the 17-story Omni Hotel to the south and the 
52- and 42-story California Plaza buildings to the southeast.  Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are not 
located within the line-of-sight between the Grand Promenade Tower and City Hall, or other 
known scenic resources.  Therefore, the impact of development on Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 on 
views from the Grand Promenade Tower residential use is concluded to be less than significant.   
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Views across Parcels L/M-2 

The existing grade of Parcels L and M-2 is located below the Grand Avenue street level, 
as depicted in Photograph 2, Figure 20 on page 337.  The 28-story Grand Promenade Tower 
forms the south edge of Parcels L and M-2 and the Walt Disney Concert Hall and Upper Second 
Street form the north edge of Parcels L/M-2.  As such, the south wall of the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall creates the backdrop in the existing north-facing view across Parcels L and M-2 and the 
Grand Promenade Tower creates the backdrop in the existing south-facing view across Parcels 
L/M-2, as views from the existing street level.  From the existing level of Parcels L/M-2, the 
south façade of the Walt Disney Concert Hall is primarily a service entrance and, due to the 
proximity of the view, has a less dynamic aspect than when viewed from the north, east, and 
west, or from a greater distance.  Since the existing views (below the level of Grand Avenue) 
would not be considered valued view resources, impacts on below-grade views would be 
considered less than significant.   

North-facing views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall across Parcels L and M-2 are 
currently available from the north façade of the 28-story Grand Promenade Tower, an existing 
residential building.  Views of the horizon and, possibly, the San Gabriel Mountains may also be 
available from some north-facing windows in the Grand Promenade Tower.  From the Grand 
Promenade Tower, views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall are more complex and interesting 
than from the below-grade location and would be considered an architecturally and culturally 
significant view resource.  The proposed high-rises in Parcels L and M-2 that are shown in the 
Conceptual Plan would block the views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall from the Grand 
Promenade Tower.  The Project with County Office Building Option would also block any 
north-facing views of the horizon and San Gabriel Mountains that would be currently available 
from the Grand Promenade Tower.  Since the Grand Promenade Tower is a residential use, the 
view impact created by the proposed development in Parcels L and M-2 is considered potentially 
significant.  North-facing views along Grand Avenue from the vicinity of Third Street contain 
the upper edge and front of the Walt Disney Concert Hall.  The development of Parcels L and M-
2 would not substantially alter the views of the front edge of the Walt Disney Concert Hall from 
the street, although the south façade would be partially obscured, as viewed from the west side of 
Grand Avenue.  From the east side of Grand Avenue, the Walt Disney Concert Hall would be 
largely visible and, as such, the impact of the development of Parcels L and M-2 on views of the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall from Grand Avenue would be less than significant.   

North-facing views across Parcels L and M-2 are also available from the upper stories of 
the 54-story Wells Fargo tower.  Development in Parcels L and M-2 would also block views 
from the Wells Fargo tower; however, the view impacts would not be deemed significant since 
the threshold of significance relative to views, as previously discussed, does not apply to views 
from commercial properties.   
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No above-grade south-facing views across Parcels L and M-2 from the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall exist and, as such impacts attributable to the development of Parcels L and M-2 
would be less than significant in relation to south-facing above-grade (at the level of Grand 
Avenue and above) views.  Southeast-facing views across Parcels L and M-2 are currently 
available from the 19-story Bunker Hill Promenade apartments and the 32-story Bunker Hill 
Tower, located west of Hope Street.  Due to the elevation difference between Grand Avenue and 
Flower Street, except for the upper floors, the Bunker Hill Tower and the Promenade Apartments 
have limited views to areas of the city beyond (east of) Grand Avenue.  East-facing views of the 
city from Bunker Hill Tower and the Promenade Apartments are also currently blocked by the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall.  Therefore, development in Parcels L and M-2 would have a less than 
significant impact on views from the existing Bunker Hill Tower and Promenade Apartments.   

The proposed development of Parcels L and M-2 would also block northeast-facing 
views from the Bank of America tower (333 Hope Street).  As previously discussed, the view 
impacts would not be deemed significant since the threshold of significance relative to views 
does not apply to office buildings.   

The 52-story Bank of America Plaza tower is prominent in west- and southwest-facing 
views across Parcels L and M-2 from Grand Avenue, MOCA, and the Colburn School.  As with 
other cityscape views, typical of Los Angeles’s high-rise core, similar views would continue to 
be available from the Grand Avenue corridor and other street and sidewalk areas in the city.  The 
Project with County Office Building Option would replace the view of existing high quality 
towers, with views of the proposed high-quality high-rise development, which would provide 
lower scale uses along the street front of Parcel M-2.  The exchange of existing views of high-
quality urban development with future views of high-quality urban development is an important 
factor in assessing the magnitude of view blockage.  Therefore, the impact of development 
relative to west and southwest-facing views of the Bank of America Plaza tower (333 Hope 
Street) would be considered less than significant.   

Summary of View Impacts 

As described above, due to the location of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 along the 
north edge, and not within, the city’s existing high-rise cluster, the Project with County Office 
Building Option’s mid-rise and high-rise towers would not obstruct views of the skyline from 
distant and mid-distant view locations.  As such, Project with County Office Building Option 
development would not substantially obstruct an existing view of a scenic resource that 
comprises distant views of the downtown skyline.    As previously discussed, the Project with 
County Office Building Option would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and 
distant vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand 
Promenade Tower, a 28-story residential building located at the south side of Parcel M-2.  
Development in Parcels W-1/W-2 would substantially block views of City Hall from Olive 



IV.C  Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 396 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Street, a public street, under both the Project with County Office Building Option.  In addition, 
development on Parcel Q would block distant vistas to the north, possibly including the San 
Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories of the Museum Tower residential building.  Therefore, 
view impacts on the Grand Promenade Tower, Olive Street, and Museum Tower would be 
significant and unavoidable.  Views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall from adjacent streets, 
including westbound First Street would be generally unobstructed and, therefore, Project with 
County Office Building Option view impacts would be less than significant, relative to this 
location.  The Project with County Office Building Option would result in considerable northerly 
view blockage from the 52- and 42-story California Plaza towers, the 54-story Wells Fargo 
tower, and the 52-story Bank of America Plaza tower.  However, the view blockage from 
existing office buildings would not be deemed significant since the threshold of significance 
relative to views does not apply to views available from these uses. 

(iii)  Light and Glare 

As an overview, light and glare impacts would occur if lighting substantially alters the 
character of off-site areas surrounding the Project with County Office Building Option or 
interferes with the performance of an off-site activity.  Light and glare impacts would also occur 
if reflected light interferes with the performance of an off-site activity.  The significance of light 
and glare impacts is determined according to the degree to which Project with County Office 
Building Option lighting would substantially alter the character of off-site areas surrounding the 
Project with County Office Building Option, the degree to which light and glare would interfere 
with the performance of an off-site activity.  Sensitive receptors to light and glare impacts would 
be pedestrians, vehicle operators and passengers, people in their homes, or others who have the 
need for and expectation of a dark environment, such as evening hotel guests.   

Construction 

City of Los Angeles noise regulations, which prohibit nighttime noise-generating 
construction activities, would also prevent light impacts associated with these construction 
activities.  Under LAMC §40.41, Project construction activities which have the potential to 
disturb persons would be conducted in accordance with the provisions of the LAMC, which 
among other regulations, limits the hours of Project construction from 7:00 A.M.  to 9:00 P.M. on 
weekdays and between the hours of 8:00 A.M. and 6:00 P.M. on Saturdays.  Furthermore, 
construction noise is not permitted on Sundays or holidays in the City of Los Angeles.  Any 
nighttime construction, as permitted by the LAMC, would be limited to the early evening hours, 
if it occurs at all.  Although the construction site may be illuminated for safety and security 
purposes, nighttime construction limitations of the Municipal Code would preclude any 
significant light and glare impacts on residential or sensitive land uses due to the Project with 
County Office Building Option’s construction activities.  Artificial light associated with 
construction activities would not substantially alter the character of offsite areas surrounding the 



IV.C  Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 397 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

construction area or interfere with the performance of an offsite activity.  Therefore, artificial 
lighting impacts associated with construction would be less than significant. 

Operation 

Grand Avenue 

Conceptual streetscape plans for Grand Avenue recommend a unified theme of pedestrian 
and street lighting and it is expected that ambient light would increase along Grand Avenue as a 
result of a brighter and more pedestrian-friendly lighting program.  Pedestrian lights would be 
directed to the sidewalk and would not create glare that would interfere with the performance of 
any off-site activities, such as the operation of a vehicle.  In addition, the increase in ambient 
lighting would not alter the character of the surrounding area since the intent of the Project with 
County Office Building Option is to contribute to the vibrancy of the Central City, and a 
relatively high level of ambient light is anticipated in this type of urban environment. 

Civic Park 

The existing landscape, security, and pedestrian lighting in the Civic Center Mall would 
be renovated to increase lighting in pedestrian areas.  In addition, special events occurring during 
the evening hours may require the temporary use of bright lights.  Although ambient lighting 
would increase, pedestrian and landscape lighting would not increase lighting in the area to the 
degree that it would interfere with the performance of an offsite activity or alter the character of 
the surrounding area.  Special events lighting, which may include Klieg lights or other special 
effect lighting, would be a temporary source of increased light levels during special events.  Such 
events would be infrequent, and temporary bright lights would be largely shielded by existing 
County buildings situated on the north and south sides of the Civic Park.  County buildings are 
generally unoccupied during the evening hours and would not be significantly impacted by these 
high levels of light in the Civic Park.  In the case of Klieg or search lights, existing County 
buildings would shield surrounding uses from the light source and significant increases in 
ambient light would focus directly above the park.  Special events lighting would not regularly 
occur and would not be a significant source of increased ambient light.  Therefore, light impacts 
associated with the Civic Park would be less than significant.   

Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L/M-2 

Artificial Light 

The building facades in Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 would be clad primarily in 
high quality building materials, including non-reflective glass.  On-site lighting would be 
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designed to accent the architectural features of the buildings.  Lighting on the residential tower 
buildings are anticipated to be low key and, if used, would be intended to enhance the 
architectural design of the structures.  Illuminated signage may consist of building signs, which 
would be illuminated in accordance with City-established requirements, among other things, to 
establish the presence of commercial businesses in the context of the location.  Illuminated 
building signs may be installed on the high-rise tower on Parcel Q and at the street level for retail 
businesses and restaurants along Grand Avenue.  Signage illumination lighting would not exceed 
the City’s established standards for these residential buildings (three foot-candles above ambient 
lighting at the property line).  Details associated with the approval of a signage district are not 
currently known.  If such an action were sought in the future, it would be subject to discretionary 
approval and, if necessary, additional CEQA review.   

The Project with County Office Building Option would also introduce greater light and 
glare to the Project site than under existing conditions, due to transparent surfaces (window 
glass) in the residential towers.  During full occupation, ambient nighttime lighting would be 
greater that under existing conditions due to spillage from tower windows during the evening 
hours.  Such light spillage, however, has a low glare potential and minimal effect on ambient 
lighting.  Although architectural lighting would be directed toward the building walls, lighting of 
the Project’s towers and hotel/residential building would increase light and glare potential.  Since 
the Project is located within the context of a dense urban center, in which high ambient light 
levels already exist, the increase in ambient light associated with architectural lighting, signage, 
and light spillage from the windows of residential units and the proposed hotel/residential 
building would not be great enough to interfere with activities at nearby residential, office, and 
cultural uses.  Also, since the lighting from the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
high-rise towers would be similar to lighting from other existing towers in the area, it would not 
alter the character of the highly urbanized area.  As such, artificial light impacts occurring within 
Parcels Q, W-1/W-2 and L and M-2 would be less than significant.   

Glare 

Daytime glare can result from sunlight reflecting from a shiny surface that would 
interfere with the performance of an offsite activity, such as the operation of a motor vehicle.  
Reflective surfaces can be associated with window glass; polished surfaces, such as metallic 
building cladding and trim; and other vehicles, such as parked vehicles.  In general, sun 
reflection that interferes with driving occurs from the lower stories of a structure.  Sun reflection 
from the project could occur during the morning hours from westbound First Street.  Future 
building surfaces that could reflect sunlight and create glare relative to westbound First Street 
include the east façade of the proposed buildings in Parcels W-2 and Parcel Q.  During the 
afternoon hours, the sunlight is frequently over the shoulder of drivers on northbound Grand 
Avenue and shiny surfaces located in front of the driver also have the potential to reflect light 
and create glare.   
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Future buildings that would have glare potential include the south façade of buildings in 
Parcel Q, or street front fixtures along Grand Avenue, such as awnings and other trim that would 
be visible to the northbound driver.  Although views of the south façade of future buildings in 
Parcels L and M-2 would be largely blocked by the existing Grand Tower, any shiny trim or 
awnings visible from northbound Grand Avenue would have the potential to reflect sunlight.  It 
is noted, however, that Grand Avenue also experiences a great deal of existing afternoon 
shading.  No sun reflection toward southbound streets is anticipated since, in order to receive sun 
reflection, the sun must be behind the viewer and reflect on a surface that is in front of the 
viewer.  In addition, no sun reflection toward eastbound First Street, west of Grand Avenue is 
expected, even during the afternoon hours, since the light source would not occur behind the 
driver.  Any reflective surfaces have the potential to create glare and, although building glare 
impacts are not anticipated, recent experience with the Walt Disney Concert Hall demonstrated 
that glare impacts may not be entirely understood prior to the construction of a new structure.  
Since the surface materials, trim, and other design elements of the Project with County Office 
Building Option are unknown, the Project with County Office Building Option has the potential 
to create a potentially significant glare impact from reflected light and mitigation is 
recommended.   

Glare can also occur when a brightly illuminated sign is introduced in a dark area, 
creating a strong contrast from the ambient light conditions.  The Project with County Office 
Building Option’s retail businesses, services, and restaurants would install illuminated, 
pedestrian-oriented signage along the street fronts.  All of the Project with County Office 
Building Option’s commercial signs would comply with the requirements of the City of Los 
Angeles in relation to intensity and glare, no sign shall be permitted, because of its size, nature, 
or type that would constitute a hazard to the safe and efficient operation of vehicles upon a street.  
Due to high vehicle traffic (a source of ambient light) and increased street and pedestrian lighting 
on Grand Avenue, signage is not expected to create a strong contrast with ambient light levels or 
to be a significant glare source that would alter the character of the highly urbanized area.  Also, 
with the implementation of City signage regulations, which prohibit illuminated signs that 
prevent the safe operation of a motor vehicle on adjacent streets, future signs are not expected to 
interfere with the operation of an offsite activity.  Kleig lights or floodlights associated with 
special events in the Civic Park also have the potential to cause occasional glare impacts.  
However, existing County buildings bordering the north and south sides of the Civic Park would 
substantially reduce glare impacts of special events lighting on surrounding uses, since the light 
source would be shielded from uses in which glare could interfere with the safe operation of a 
motor vehicle or other activity.  As the County buildings are not used during the late evening or 
weekends, the occupants of these buildings would not be affected by special events lighting.  
Also, mitigation measures have been identified that would require that no bright light would be 
directed toward any residential or other glare sensitive use.  Therefore, glare impacts associated 
with artificial or reflected light would be less than significant.   
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(iv)  Shade/Shadow Impacts 

Locations that would be sensitive to potential shade/shadow impacts include routinely 
useable outdoor spaces associated with recreational or residential uses, schools, and commercial 
uses such as pedestrian-oriented outdoor spaces or restaurants with outdoor eating areas in which 
sunshine is important to function, physical comfort, or commerce.70  While not meeting the 
aforementioned criteria, the Walt Disney Concert Hall is also considered shade-sensitive, since 
its stainless steel exterior was designed to work with the changing and reflected California sun.71  
Although no shade/shadow impacts would occur as a result of the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program or the renovated the Civic Park, shade/shadow impacts would be created by the 
proposed high-rise buildings in Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L/M-2.   

A complete list of shade/shadow sensitive uses in the area and their mapped locations are 
presented in Figures 27 through 38 in this Draft EIR.  Due to the density of high-rise structures 
in the Los Angeles Financial District, located just to the south of Parcels L/M-2, existing 
buildings create an extensive existing pattern of shading, particularly for those locations within 
close proximity to the buildings themselves.  Therefore, the shade/shadow analysis identifies 
those areas that are currently shaded by existing buildings, the areas that would be shaded by the 
Project with County Office Building Option’s high-rise buildings, and the new shadows that 
would occur in areas that are not currently shaded, as a result of the Project with County Office 
Building Option.   

The Project with County Office Building Option’s potential shading impacts on sun-
sensitive uses are calculated according to the heights of the Project with County Office Building 
Option’s structures and the approximate percentage of lot coverage under the Project with 
County Office Building Option’s proposed Building Height Overlay.  Project with County Office 
Building Option shadows are identified for the winter and summer solstices as well as the spring 
and fall equinoxes.  Shadows for all other times of the year can be extrapolated between these 
four seasons and would not exceed the shadows identified as occurring at these four points in 
time.  Shadow lengths, based on maximum building heights are identified for specific times of 
the day and vary somewhat by the season of the year.   

Figures 37 through 39 depict the shade patterns created by existing uses, the shade 
patterns that would be created by the Project with County Office Building Option, and the shade 
patterns that would be created by the combination of existing uses and Project with County 
Office Building Option during the evaluated time periods.  As shown in these figures, shadow 

                                                 
70  Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, page L.3-1. 
71  Grand Avenue Project Historic Resources Technical Report, Section III.D.2.b, attached to this Draft EIR as 

Appendix C. 
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patterns vary throughout the day and the seasons of the year.  The potential for shading to occur 
between the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M. during the winter and spring and between the hours 
of 9:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. during the summer and fall is identified.  These periods have been 
selected for analysis, in accordance with the provisions of the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds 
Guide, as they represent the portion of the day during which maximum seasonal shadows occur 
that would be of concern to most people.   

Winter Solstice  

Figure 28 on page 402depicts the shadows generated by existing uses during the winter 
solstice.  As shown in Figure 28, a pattern of shading that creates greater morning shading to the 
west of Figueroa Street and, to some extent to the west of the Harbor Freeway exists.  Existing 
afternoon shadows extend to the vicinity of Temple Street and, west of Grand Avenue, to the 
Hollywood Freeway, and Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and M-2 are shaded by offsite uses during 
the afternoon.  Figure 29 on page 403 depicts the winter solstice shading pattern that would be 
created by the proposed development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L/M-2.  As shown in Figure 
29, the Project with County Office Building Option’s morning shadows would extend primarily 
to the west of Grand Avenue, shading the Bunker Hill Promenade apartments and any 
recreational uses associated with this use.  Afternoon shadows, which would extend to the north 
of Temple Street and the Hollywood Freeway, would shade the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the 
Los Angeles Music Center, and the future Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High 
School.  However, as shown in Figure 30 on page 404, the new areas of shading (areas that are 
not currently shaded) include the future Central Los Angeles Performing Arts Senior High 
School.  A significant impact occurs if the Project with County Office Building Option shades 
currently unshaded off-site, shadow-sensitive uses for more than three hours between the hours 
of 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M. during the winter solstice.  As shown in Figure 30, although the 
Project with County Office Building Option would result in shading where it does not currently 
occur, shading would not continue for more than three hours in any one location between the 
hours of 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M.  Therefore, the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
shade/shadow impacts would be less than significant during the winter solstice. 

Spring Equinox  

Figure 31 on page 405 depicts the shadows generated by existing uses during the spring 
equinox.  As shown in Figure 31, shading is considerably less than during the winter solstice.  
Morning shadows during the spring equinox do not substantially shade any offsite, sensitive 
uses.  Existing spring equinox afternoon shadows, which extend more easterly than during the 
winter solstice, create shade at the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Angelus Plaza Senior 
Housing development.  However, existing shade effects are not considered substantive.  Figure 
32 on page 406 depicts the spring shading pattern that would be created by the Project with 
County Office Building Option.  As shown in Figure 32, the Project with County Office Building 
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IV.C  Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 407 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Option’s shadows would extend to the Bunker Hill Promenade property and to the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall during the morning (from Parcel Q).  The Walt Disney Concert Hall would also be 
shaded by buildings in Parcels L and M-2 during the afternoon.  As shown in Figure 33 on page 
408, new shading of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the Bunker Hill Promenade property 
would occur during the morning hours.  New shading would also occur during the afternoon 
hours in the Civic Park, however, since this use is part of the Project with County Office 
Building Option, it would not be considered a sensitive use.  A significant impact would occur if 
the Project with County Office Building Option would shade currently unshaded off-site, 
shadow-sensitive uses for more than three hours between the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M. 
during the spring equinox.  As shown in Figure 33, although the Project would result in morning 
and afternoon shading where it does not presently occur, shading would not continue for more 
than three hours in any one location between the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M.  Therefore, the 
Project with County Office Building Option’s shade/shadow impacts would be less than 
significant during the spring equinox. 

Summer Solstice  

Figure 34 on page 409 depicts the shadows generated by existing uses during the summer 
solstice.  As shown in Figure 34, shading extends much more easterly than during the winter 
solstice and spring equinox.  Existing morning shadows do not substantially shade any offsite, 
sensitive uses.  Existing afternoon shadows create shade at several offsite sensitive receptors 
along Grand Avenue and Olive Street, including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, Museum Tower 
Apartments, and the Angelus Plaza Senior Housing development.  However, existing shade 
effects would not be considered substantive.  Figure 35 on page 410 depicts the summer shading 
pattern that would be created by the Project with County Office Building Option.  As shown in 
Figure 35, the Project with County Office Building Option’s morning shadows would extend 
across the Grand Promenade Tower residential building, the Museum Tower Apartments, and the 
northwest corner of the Angelus Plaza senior housing complex.  As shown in Figure 36 on page 
411, new shading from Parcels W-1/W-2 would occur at the Angelus Plaza housing complex 
during the morning, but would not occur at any other sensitive uses during either the morning or 
afternoon periods.  Since morning shadows are fast moving and would move away from the 
Angelus Plaza site prior to 11:00 A.M., significant impacts that are based on the shading of 
sensitive uses for more than four hours between the hours of 8:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. during the 
summer solstice would not occur.  Therefore, the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
shade/shadow impacts would be less than significant during the summer solstice.  

Fall Equinox  

The existing shade/shadow pattern for the fall equinox is considerably more extensive 
than for the spring equinox, since it extends from 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.  As shown in Figure 37 
on page 412, several sensitive uses are shaded during the morning and the afternoon periods.  
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During the morning period, the Maguire Gardens east of Flower Street is shaded.  During the 
afternoon, the Bunker Hill Promenade Tower apartments, and Angelus Plaza Senior Housing are 
shaded.  Figure 38 on page 414, which depicts the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
fall equinox shading pattern, shows that the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
morning shadows from would extend across the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the open space 
property associated with the Bunker Hill Promenade apartments.  Afternoon shadows, although 
extending to the north of Temple Street, would not shade any sensitive uses.  As shown in Figure 
39 on page 415, a section of new shading would occur on the Bunker Hill Promenade 
apartments’ open space during the 8:00 A.M. hour and no other sensitive uses would be affected.  
As shown in Figure 39, no new shading impacts would occur for more than four hours.  
Therefore, significant impacts that are based on the shading of sensitive uses for more than four 
hours between the hours of 8:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. during the fall equinox would not occur.  
Therefore, the Project with County Office Building Option’s shade/shadow impacts would be 
less than significant during the fall equinox.   

(b)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would replace the proposed 
681,000 square-foot County office building on Parcels W-1/W-2 with a residential building of an 
equivalent size, although the mass and floor area may vary.  The Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would have a maximum floor area of 3,600,000 square feet, the 
same as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  In addition, the Conceptual 
Plan’s building height overlays would also be the same as under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  For purposes of this analysis only, open space and building mass also is 
assumed to be comparable to that under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option would also implement the Civic Park 
and Grand Avenue Streetscape Program, in the same manner as under the Project with County 
Office Building Option. The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 
thus have the same visual character as the Project with County Office Building Option and, as 
with the Project with County Office Building Option, would not substantially contrast with the 
visual quality of the surrounding area.  Also, since the design features of both Options would be 
of comparable high architectural standards, the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would not impede the achievement of the urban design goals of the applicable land use 
plans.  As both Project Options would have a comparable height and building mass, the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option would, therefore, create similar and potentially 
significant view impacts.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option would have similar cladding materials and 
specific design would be unknown.  As such, glare impacts would be potentially significant.  
Since the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would have greater nighttime 
occupancy than the Project with County Office Building Option, due to its residential 
component, light spillage and ambient light onto off-site areas would be greater.  However, due 



��������	
����������
����������������

� ��������	
���������	
�����
���������������

��
�
�������
��� ���������

������

����������������

	��������	��������������

	��������������� ����!�"���#�����$�
%&�������!�"���'���
���������!�"���'���
(&�������!�"���'���
�&�������!�"���'���
��%&������!�"���'���

�

��������

�

�

��

�	

	

��

�


	���

	���
	���

�

	���

���������������������

��� ������	
�������������
��� �������������
����������
��� �������	
�������������
��� ������� ��!��"���
���
�����
#�� ���������$��������������
%��  �
�������	
����& �
������� ��!�&'��(��������	
�������������
)�� *���������������
+�� ������������������
,�� ���-������
�����������
�.�����������������
���� �
�
�����/0"��"����1$���������
��� ��(�
����'����������������
�
������������/
��������� ��2
�������������-�"�-

��1�������
��������
��
����'��(��������	
��������������




���

��

��

� �

)*+	,*��)�**)

�-��)��)�**)�-��)��)�**)

�*
#.���)�**)

)!-����)�**)

�#/�)!��)�**)

�
-0
/
*
�
#
1
��
)
�
*
*
)

0
�
1
.
�
�1
2
*
.
/
*

!
#
	
*
��
)
�
*
*
)

�
,#
3
*
�
��
)
�
*
*
)

��
*
+
#
.
)�
12
*
.
/
*

!
-,
,�
�
)
�
*
*
)

!
-,
,�
�
)�
*
*
)

�
�

�
�

�
�

��
�

	

��

	��������	

4*..*)!�!1/.
!1,,�#��1�+-.-�)�1)-#.

�)1.,*5�+#�4
,�1��
#/.)5�
#/�)�!#/�*

�#�#)!5

!1.�,*�
	12-,-#.

+1�4
)1	*�
�#�/+

1!+1.�#.
)!*1)*�

31,)
�-�.*5

#.
*�)
!1,,

)*+	,*��)�**)

6*2*�,
5�6#/,

*21��

0,*.�1,*�6#/,*21��

)!-����)�**)

�#/�)
!��)�*

*)

�-�)!��)�**)

#
,-
2
*
��
)
�
*
*
)

6
�
#
1
�
3
1
5

�
	
�
-.
0
��
)
�
�
*
)

+
1
-.
��
)
�
�
*
)

���

���


*�1��
!12*'�12

���

	��

���

����

	��



��������	
����������
����������������

� ��������	
���������	
�����
���������������

�
��
�����
��������	���	����
�
�������
��� ���������

������

��������

�

�

��

��

�

��

�	

	���

	���
	���




	���

����������������������

��� ������	
�������������
��� �������������
����������
��� �������	
�������������
��� ������� ��!��"���
���
�����
#�� ���������$��������������
%��  �
�������	
����& �
������� ��!�&'��(��������	
�������������
)�� *���������������
+�� ������������������
,�� ���-������
�����������
�.�����������������
���� �
�
�����/0"��"����1$���������
��� ��(�
����'����������������
�
������������/
��������� ��2
�������������-�"�-

��1�������
��������
��
����'��(��������	
��������������

	

���

��

��

� �

���	���������

������������

�
� 
!
�
�
"
#
��
�
�
�
�
�

 
�
#
$
%
�#
&
�
$
!
�

'
"
	
�
��
�
�
�
�
�

�
�"
(
�
�
��
�
�
�
�
�

��
�
�
"
$
��
#&
�
$
!
�

'
��
��
�
�
�
�
�
�

'
��
��
�
��
�
�
�

�
�

�
�

�
�

��
�

	

��

	��������	

)�$$��'�'#!$
'#���"��#%��$����#��"$

��#$��*��"�)
��#��
"!$�*�
"!���'"!��

%"�"�'*

'#$%���
	#&���"$

�#�)
�#	��
�"�!�

#'�#$�"$
�'�#���

(#��
%��$�*

"$
���
'#��

���	���������

+�&���
*�+"!�

�&#�%

 ��$%#���+"!��&#�%

�'��%�������

�"!��
'�����

��

"
��
&
�
��
�
�
�
�
�

+
�
"
#
%
(
#
*

�
	
�
�$
 
��
�
�
�
�
�

�
#
�$
��
�
�
�
�
�

���

���


��#��
'#&�,�#&

������������

��
"$%�������

�'��%�������

�"!��'�������

����'�������

���

���


��

����

���

���

���


��

���


��


��

����

����������������

�-���.��/�0�1�

�-���.�'./2����+��0�.�

	������0�	��3�����/�0�1�

	������0�%������4����'�./��"�����5�
67�������'�./��,���
���������'�./��,���
87�������'�./��,���
�7�������'�./��,���
��67������'�./��,���

�



IV.C  Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 416 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

to the urban character and relatively high ambient light in the area, the increase in ambient light 
generated by the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be less than 
significant.  As the building height and massing standards under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would be similar, shade/shadow impacts would be the similar 
and less than significant. 

 4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS   

As shown in Section III.B of this EIR, 93 related projects are identified as potentially 
occurring in the Project’s study area.  Of these, approximately 14 projects are located within an 
area that could cumulatively contribute to the Project’s visual quality, view, light and glare, and 
shade/shadow impacts.  Relevant related projects, which are located between Fifth Street on the 
south, Los Angeles Street on the east, the Harbor Freeway on the west and the Hollywood 
Freeway on the north, include the following:    

• Related Project No. 1:  Plaza de Cultura y Arte, a community cultural center in the 
500 block of North Main Street;  

• Related Project No. 9:  162 apartments at 205-207 South Broadway; 

• Related Project No. 25:  Metro 217, 277 lofts at 417 South Hill (conversion of 
subway terminal building); 

• Related Project No. 27:  Federal Courthouse, between First and Second Streets, south 
of Hill Street; 

• Related Project No. 28:  Douglas Building, a mixed residential and retail at 257 South 
Spring Street (conversion of a 1898 building); 

• Related Project No. 30:  Rowan Building, 209 loft apartments at 458 South Spring 
Street (conversion of Rowan Building); 

• Related Project No. 31:  Little Tokyo branch City of Los Angeles library at 203 South 
Los Angeles Street; 

• Related Project No. 32:  Residential loft and retail, Fourth and Main Streets; 

• Related Project No. 33:  146-unit condominium project at 108 West Second Street; 

• Related Project No. 43:  Police Headquarters facility at First and Main Streets; 
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• Related Project No. 56:  Hall of Justice at Temple and Spring Street (30-employee 
increase); 

• Related Project No. 84: Title Guarantee Building with 74 apartments at 411 West 
Fifth Street; and  

• Related Project No. 88: Mixed-use 450 apartments and 15,000 sq. ft. of retail at 250 
South Hill Street. 

• Related Project No. 92:  Amended Design for Development to the Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Plan Program EIR, Parcel Y, consisting of 960,000 sq. ft. of offices 
and 100,000 sq. ft. of retail floor area in the block bounded by Hill, Third, Olive and 
Fourth Streets.   

Due to the drop in elevation at Grand Avenue and Fifth Street, and the intervening 
buildings between the Project site and locations south of Fifth Street, related projects located 
south of Fifth Street, as previously discussed, are considered too distant from the Project site to 
cumulatively contribute to visual quality, view, light and glare, and shade/shadow impacts.  For 
this reason, other related projects such as Related Project No. 93 at Olympic Boulevard and 
Grand Avenue, are not considered contributing projects in the evaluation of Aesthetics and 
Visual Resources impacts. 

Other related projects would be not be located close enough to the Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, 
L, and M-2, Grand Avenue (between Fifth Street and Caesar Chavez Avenue), and the Civic 
Park to be within the same field of view as the Project and, therefore, would not cumulatively 
contribute to specific visual quality, view, light and glare, or shade/shadow impacts.  However, 
the total related projects would contribute to general environmental effects, such as overall visual 
quality and ambient light.   

a.  Visual Quality 

Three related projects, including No. 9, a 162-unit apartment building at 205-207 South 
Broadway; No. 27, a new Federal Courthouse at the south side of Hill Street, between First and 
Second Streets; and No. 88, a 450-unit apartment and retail complex at 250 South Hill Street, are 
located within the same line-of-sight as the Project, as viewed from the vicinity of First and 
Second Streets and Hill Street.  Related Project No. 93, located between Third and Fourth Streets 
in the California Plaza complex, would also be located within the same field of view as the 
Project, as viewed from the north.  Due to the proximity of these related projects, a cumulative 
visual quality impact with proposed development in Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 could occur.  It is 
anticipated, however, that all of these projects would be constructed with high-quality materials 
and architectural design.  In addition, related projects would contribute to sidewalk and 
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streetscape improvements and, therefore, would improve the pedestrian environment and activity 
of the downtown area.  It is also expected that the total related projects, including the proposed 
Plaza de Cultura Y Arte, on North Main Street; the Little Tokyo Branch Library on South Los 
Angeles Street; and the re-adaptation of older or underutilized buildings, such as the conversion 
to residential uses of the subway terminal building on South Hill Street, the 1898 Douglas 
Building on South Spring Street, the Rowan Building on South Spring Street, and the Title 
Guarantee Building on West Fifth Street, would contribute to the overall quality and pedestrian 
ambience of the downtown area.  Therefore, the cumulative visual quality impact of these 
projects in combination with the proposed Project is concluded to be less than significant. 

b.  Views 

Development of related projects in close proximity to the Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, and L and 
M-2 would cumulatively contribute to view blockages.  The nearest related projects include 
Related Projects No. 9, No. 27, and No. 88, with are located to the east of Hill Street, and No. 92, 
which is located to the south of Third Street.  Related Project No. 88 would be located east of the 
Angelus Plaza senior housing complex, which has an east-west orientation (windows are located 
on the east and west sides of the buildings).  Since it would be located to the east of Angelus 
Plaza, Related Project No. 88 would potentially block some easterly views from the existing 
Angelus Plaza residential use toward Los Angeles City Hall, an architecturally and historically 
distinguished building.  The blockage of views of City Hall would be considered potentially 
significant and, since the development in Parcels W-1/W-2 would also block views of City Hall 
from Olive Street, cumulative impacts relative to views of City Hall are concluded to be 
significant.   

c.  Light and Glare 

The combination of the proposed Project and the 93 related projects would increase 
ambient light in downtown Los Angeles, since all related projects would have generate greater 
activity, spillage from windows, illuminated signs, and other light sources than under existing 
conditions.  The increase in ambient light is not considered significant since greater ambient light 
generated by activity, would be appropriate in the downtown area and enhance the vibrancy of 
the area as well as overall pedestrian safety.  The related projects’ retail components would 
require the use of more illuminated signage than under existing conditions and, as with the 
Project, would be subject to LAMC regulations and site plan review.  Since the intent of the 
General Plan Framework and the Community Plan is to increase commercial activity in the 
downtown area, and the downtown is a major center of commerce, illuminated signage 
associated with street front retail uses and restaurants would not substantially alter the character 
of the surrounding area.  In addition, under the Municipal Code, illuminated signs may not be 
permitted that would interfere with performance of an offsite activity, including the safe 
operation of a motor vehicle.  As such, cumulative light increases from illuminated signs and 
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light spillage would be less than significant.  The Federal Courthouse (Related Project No. 27) 
would be located in the same line-of-sight as the Project, as viewed from westbound First Street.  
Since any reflective surfaces have the potential to create glare, and cladding materials and other 
surface features of Related Project No. 27 are unknown, Related Project No. 27 has the potential 
to generate a potentially significant glare impact from reflected sunlight on westbound First 
Street.  With the implementation of recommended mitigation measures, which require a technical 
glare analysis and review of the Project’s building materials, the Project’s potentially significant 
glare impact would be reduced to less than significance.  Therefore, since the Project would not 
contribute to the potential glare impacts of adjacent related uses, cumulative glare impacts would 
be less than significant. 

d.  Shade/Shadow 

Depending on its proposed height, Related Project.  No 27, which would be located at the 
southeast corner of Hill Street and First Streets and could generate shade/shadow impacts on the 
Angelus Plaza senior housing complex during the morning hours on the summer solstice.  
Related Project No 27, the future Federal Courthouse, would be constructed at a site currently 
occupied by a 7-story office building.  If the proposed Federal Courthouse were to exceed seven 
stories, new shading impacts on the Angelus Plaza site would occur from this related project. 

Depending on the proposed heights of Related Projects Nos.  9 and 88, these related 
projects would shade a portion of the Angelus Plaza site during the morning hours of all four 
seasons.  Since the development on Parcels W-1/W-2, under both the Project with County Office 
Building Option and Project with Additional Residential Development Option, would shade the 
northwest corner of this sensitive use (Angelus Plaza) during the morning hours of the summer 
solstice, potentially significant cumulative shade/shadow impacts associated with Related 
Projects Nos.  9, 27, and 88 would occur. 

Related Project No. 92, a proposed mixed office and retail high-rise, would be located 
directly south of the Angelus Plaza site south of Angels Flight.  This related project would 
generate considerable shading of the Angelus Plaza site during the winter solstice and fall/spring 
equinoxes.  Since the Project would not shade Angelus Plaza during the winter solstice and 
fall/spring equinoxes, no cumulative impacts would occur during these seasons.  Related Project 
No. 92 would not shade Angelus Plaza during the summer solstice at which time Project shading 
would occur.  Therefore, Related Project No. 92 would not contribute to the Project’s cumulative 
shade/shadow impacts.  All other related projects’ shade/shadow impacts would not cumulatively 
contribute to the Project’s shading and, as such, would be cumulatively less than significant. 
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5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant 
aesthetic and visual resources impacts.  In addition to these measures, the Project would comply 
with regulatory measures and provide project design features which further reduce the Project’s 
less than significant impacts.  These measures are listed separately below. 

a. Construction 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure C-1:  During Project construction, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
ensure, through appropriate postings and daily visual inspections, that no 
unauthorized materials remain posted on any temporary construction barriers 
or temporary pedestrian walkways, and that any such temporary barriers and 
walkways are maintained in a visually attractive manner throughout the 
construction period.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to construction associated with the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department 
of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction of the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure C-1:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, 
shall prepare and implement a tree replacement plan should mature trees along 
Grand Avenue  be impacted by Project construction.  Existing mature trees 
shall be replaced at a ratio of not less than 1:1, to the extent consistent with 
the final streetscape design.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  

Project Design Features 

Project Design Feature C-1:  Prior to the start of construction along the east side of 
Grand Avenue, between First and Temple Streets, the responsible parties for 
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implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall coordinate construction of park improvements in 
the westerly Civic Park sector with any installation of streetscape and other 
improvements on Grand Avenue between First and Temple Streets to reduce 
the duration and visual impact of construction activities.  Scheduling of 
construction activities for the Civic Park and the Streetscape Program shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority, and shall be implemented by the 
responsible parties. 

Project Design Feature C-2:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall schedule and coordinate sidewalk construction 
with the development of the adjacent parcels to reduce the duration and visual 
impact of construction activities.  Scheduling of construction activities for the 
five development parcels, the Civic Park and the Streetscape Program shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority and implemented by the responsible 
parties. 

b.  Operation 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure C-2:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, shall submit a design plan and 
technical analysis, prepared by the Project’s architect that demonstrates that 
the final selection of building materials for the five development parcels shall 
not create a significant glare impact on any offsite sensitive uses, including 
line-of-sight glare on any street or commercial, residential, or cultural use.  
The approved design plan shall be implemented by Related with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The design plan and technical study shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority. 

Mitigation Measure C-3:  Prior to each construction phase, Related with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and 
specifications to ensure that architectural lighting is directed onto the building 
surfaces and have low reflectivity in accordance with Illuminating Engineers 
Society (IES) standards to minimize glare and limit light onto adjacent 
properties.   
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Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure C-3:  Prior to the completion of final plans and specifications, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare lighting plans and 
specifications for the design type of light fixtures, height of light standards, 
and orientation of light fixtures and standards within the public right-of-way 
to ensure that all light fixtures do not interfere with the activities occurring 
within these areas.  Lighting plans with regard to the Streetscape Program 
shall be submitted to the City’s Department of Building and Safety or other 
appropriate City agency or department, for review and approval.  Lighting 
plans with regard to the Civic Park shall be submitted to the County of Los 
Angeles CAO and/or Department of Public Works for review and approval.  
Approved lighting plans shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Regulatory Measure C-4:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit to the Authority, for review and approval, building plans and 
specifications that demonstrate that all ventilation, heating and air 
conditioning ducts, tubes, and other such mechanical equipment shall be 
screened from the line-of-sight from the street.  Approved building plans and 
specifications shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Regulatory Measure C-5:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall submit design plans that demonstrate that all 
utility lines and connections are constructed underground.  Approved utility 
plans and connections with regard to the five development parcels shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Authority, whereas the City’s Department of 
Building and Safety or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
review and approve with regard to the Streetscape program.  Approved utility 
lines and connections shall be implemented by the responsible parties. 

Regulatory Measure C-6:  Prior to construction, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall submit design plans for trash collection areas to the 
Authority, for review and approval.  Trash collection areas shall be screened 
from line of sight from the street.  Approved design plans shall be 
implemented by Related. 
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Project Design Feature 

Project Design Feature C-3:  Prior to the start of each construction work phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare architectural plans that shall be reviewed 
and approved by the Authority, such that all ground-level building fixtures, 
including, but not limited to, security gates, landscape light fixtures, 
pedestrian lights, air intake shafts, and other appurtenances are integrated into 
the architectural theme and/or design of the respective Project components.  
Approved architectural plans shall be implemented by Related and the 
responsible parties. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

a.  Visual Quality 

Construction activities would have the potential to create an untidy and disruptive 
appearance.  With the implementation of Mitigation Measures C-1 through C-4, construction 
impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.  The redevelopment plans for the Civic 
Park would require the removal of mature vegetation and existing water features.  Since a high-
quality landscaping plan is anticipated to be implemented to replace removed trees, shrubs, and 
landscaping with formal gardens and trees, the replacement would reduce impacts to a less than 
significant level.  The Project would also contribute to downtown Los Angeles’ high-quality 
architecture and landscape and enhance the urban skyline and would not cause the substantial 
alteration, degradation, or elimination of the existing visual character of the area.  In addition, the 
urban nature of the Project, including high-rise towers would be consistent with the visual 
character of the surrounding area and its aesthetic image.  The implementation of mitigation 
measures would further enhance the visual quality of the Project.  The Project would also be 
consistent with the applicable urban design guidelines and regulations of the General Plan 
Framework, Central City Community Plan, Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, the existing 
Bunker Hill Design for Development, Downtown Strategic Plan, and Los Angeles the Civic 
Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan.  Therefore, the Project would have a less than 
significant impact with regard to visual quality/aesthetics and applicable plans and regulations.   

b.  Views 

The Project would result in less than significant impacts related to panoramic views of 
the City’s skyline from public view locations, or of unique structures forming the panoramic 
skyline.  The Project would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and distant vistas to 
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the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand Promenade Tower, a 
28-story residential building located south of Parcel M-2.  Development on Parcels, W-1/W-2 
would substantially block views of City Hall from Olive Street, a public street, under both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.  In addition, development on Parcel Q would block distant vistas to the 
north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories of the Museum 
Tower residential building.  Therefore, view impacts on the Grand Promenade Tower, Olive 
Street, and Museum Tower would be significant and unavoidable. 

c.  Light and Glare 

The Project would increase ambient light compared to existing conditions, due to 
improved pedestrian lighting in the Civic Park and along Grand Avenue, commercial signage 
associated with businesses on Grand Avenue, business activity including increased vehicle 
traffic, light spillage from the anticipated on-site high-rise towers, and architectural, security, and 
landscape lighting.  The significance of light and glare impacts is determined according to the 
degree to which Project lighting would substantially alter the character of off-site areas and the 
degree to which light and glare would interfere with the performance of an offsite activity.  
Although ambient lighting would increase, the increased ambient light would not alter the 
character of the highly urbanized area or prevent the performance of any offsite activity, such as 
the safe operation of a motor vehicle.  The Project would generate potential glare associated with 
special events lighting in the Civic Park and reflected sunlight from building surfaces.  With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures C-9 through C-11, potential light and glare impacts 
associated with special events lighting and reflected sunlight would be reduced to less than 
significant levels. 

d.  Shade/Shadow 

The Project would not shade any offsite sensitive uses in excess of the established 
significance thresholds and, therefore, would not cause any significant and unavoidable 
shade/shadow impacts.  However, a potentially significant cumulative shade-shadow impact 
would occur with combined shading of the Angelus Plaza residential complex by Related 
projects Nos. 9, 27, and 88 during the morning hours on the summer solstice. 



Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 425 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

 

IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
D.  HISTORICAL RESOURCES  

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this section is to identify and evaluate any historic resources that may be 
affected by the implementation of the proposed Project, to assess any potential impacts of the 
Project on these historic resources, and to recommend mitigation measures for those adverse 
impacts identified, as appropriate.  This section is based on the Historic Resources Technical 
Report, June 2, 2006, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

Numerous laws and regulations require federal, state, and local agencies to consider the 
effects of a proposed project on historic resources.  These laws and regulations stipulate a 
process for compliance, define the responsibilities of the various agencies proposing the action, 
and prescribe the relationship among other involved agencies (e.g., State Historic Preservation 
Office and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation).  The National Historic Preservation 
Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended; the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); the 
California Register of Historical Resources; and the City of Los Angeles Cultural Heritage 
Ordinance are the primary federal, state, and local laws governing and affecting the preservation 
of historic resources of national, state, regional, and local significance.  Additional local 
regulations and policies pertinent to historic resources and the proposed Project include the City 
of Los Angeles, Board of Cultural Affairs Commissioners Control over Works of Art and the 
City’s Historic Preservation Element.   

(1)  Federal Level 

National Register of Historic Places 

The National Register of Historic Places (National Register) was established by the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as “an authoritative guide to be used by 
Federal, State, and local governments, private groups and citizens to identify the Nation's 
cultural resources and to indicate what properties should be considered for protection from 
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destruction or impairment.”67  The National Register recognizes properties that are significant at 
the national, state, and local levels.   

To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a resource must be significant in 
American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, or culture.  Districts, sites, buildings, 
structures, and objects of potential significance must also possess integrity of location, design, 
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  Four criteria have been established to 
determine the significance of a resource: 

A. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of our history; or 

B. It is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

C. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic 
values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose 
components may lack individual distinction; or 

D. It yields, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

Unless the property possesses exceptional significance, it must be at least fifty years old 
to be eligible for National Register listing.  Certain types of properties normally excluded from 
consideration, such as being less than fifty years of age, may be eligible for the National Register 
if they meet special requirements called Criteria Considerations.   

For the purposes of the historic resources assessment performed for this Draft EIR, the 
special consideration associated with properties less than fifty years of age is applicable.  
National Register Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance Within 
The Last Fifty Years stipulates the requirements a property must meet to qualify under this 
particular criteria consideration category.  The phrase “exceptional importance” does not require 
that the property be of national significance.  It is a measure of a property’s importance within 
the appropriate historic context, whether the scale of that context is local, regional, State, or 
national.  In applying this criteria consideration it is important for a property to be evaluated only 
when sufficient historical perspective exists to determine that it is exceptionally important.  The 
necessary perspective can be provided by scholarly research and evaluation, and must consider 
both the historic context and the specific property’s role in that context. 

                                                 
67  Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 36 Section 60.2. 
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In addition to meeting the criteria of significance, a property must also have integrity.  
“Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance.”68  To meet National Register 
criteria regarding integrity, a property must possess several, and usually most, of the following 
seven aspects: 

• Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where 
the historic event occurred. 

• Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and 
style of a property. 

• Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. 

• Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a 
particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic 
property. 

• Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people 
during any given period in history or prehistory. 

• Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular 
period of time. 

• Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a 
historic property. 

(2)  State Level 

The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), as an office of the California 
Department of Parks and Recreation, implements the policies of the NHPA on a statewide level 
through its statewide comprehensive resource surveys and preservation programs.  The OHP also 
maintains the California Historical Resource Inventory.  The State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO) is an appointed official who implements historic preservation programs within the 
state’s jurisdictions.   

                                                 
68  How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, National Register Bulletin, U.S.  Department of 

Interior, National Park Service, 1997.  p.  44. 
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(a)  California Environmental Quality Act 

Under CEQA, a “project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.”69  The 
CEQA Guidelines provide that for the purposes of CEQA compliance, the term “historical 
resources” shall include the following:70

• A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources 
Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources. 

• A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section 
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or identified as significant in a historical 
resource survey meeting the requirements in section 5024.1(g) of the Public 
Resources Code, shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant.  Public 
agencies must treat any such resource as significant unless the preponderance of 
evidence demonstrates that it is not historically or culturally significant. 

• Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead 
agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, 
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, 
or cultural annals of California may be considered to be a historical resource, 
provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light 
of the whole record.  Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to 
be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the 
California Register of Historical Resources, which is as follows:  

A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California's history and cultural heritage; 

B. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

C. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or 
possesses high artistic values; or 

D. Has yielded, or may yield, information important in prehistory or history.   

                                                 
69  California Public Resources Code § 21084.1. 
70  State CEQA Guidelines, 14 CCR § 15064.5(a). 
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The Guidelines further provide that if a resource is not listed in, or determined to be 
eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, not included in a local 
register of historical resources, or identified in a historical resources survey of the Public 
Resources Code, does not preclude a lead agency may still determine  that the resource may be a 
historical resource.   

(b)  California Register of Historical Resources 

The California Register of Historical Resources (California Register) is “an authoritative 
listing and guide to be used by state and local agencies, private groups, and citizens in 
identifying the existing historical resources of the state and to indicate which resources deserve 
to be protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change.”71  The 
criteria for eligibility for the California Register are based upon National Register criteria.72  The 
California Register automatically includes California properties listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places, certain California Registered Historical Landmarks, and California Points of 
Historical Interest that have been evaluated by the OHP and have been recommended to the State 
Historical Commission for inclusion.  The criteria for California Register eligibility or 
designation are provided on the previous page. 

Like the National Register, the California Register criteria have exceptions to what can be 
considered eligible for inclusion.  These exceptions mostly address resource type rather than 
significance and are called Special Considerations.  For resources achieving significance within 
the past fifty years, the regulations provide that in order to understand the historic importance of 
a property less than fifty years of age, sufficient time must have passed to obtain a scholarly 
perspective on the events or individuals associated with the resource.73  A resource less than fifty 
years old may be considered for listing in the California Register if it can demonstrate that 
sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance.74

The State Historical Resources Commission encourages the retention of historical 
resources on site and discourages the non-historic grouping of historic buildings into parks or 
districts.75   However, it is recognized that moving an historic building, structure, or object is 
sometimes necessary to prevent its destruction.76   Therefore, a moved building, structure, or 

                                                 
71  California Public Resources Code § 5024.1(a). 
72  Ibid § 5024.1(b). 
73  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 11.5, Section 4852(d)(2). 
74  Ibid. 
75  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 11.5, Section 4852(d)(1). 
76  Ibid. 
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object that is otherwise eligible may be listed in the California Register, if it was moved to 
prevent its demolition at its former location and if the new location is compatible with the 
original character and use of the historical resource.77  An historical resource should retain its 
historic features and compatibility in orientation, setting, and general environment.78  
Additionally, reconstructed properties can be considered for listing in the California Register.  A 
reconstructed building less than fifty years old may be eligible if it embodies traditional building 
methods and techniques that play an important role in a community’s historically rooted beliefs, 
customs, and practices.79

Historical resources may include objects, which are primarily artistic in nature or are relatively 
small in scale and simply constructed, as well as a building site or a structure.  A historic district, 
which is a unified geographic entity containing a concentration of historic buildings, structures, 
objects, or sites united historically, culturally, or architecturally, may also be considered a 
historical resource.  Individual resources located within the boundaries of an historic district 
must each be designated as either “contributory” or “non-contributory” to its significance. 

In addition, a historic resource eligible for listing in the California Register must meet 
one or more of the criteria of eligibility or designation described above and retain enough of its 
historic character or appearance to be recognizable as a historic resource and to convey the 
reasons for its significance.  Historical resources that have been rehabilitated or restored may be 
evaluated for listing.80  The “integrity” of an historic resource is the authenticity of the resource’s 
physical identity evidenced by the survival of characteristics that existed during the resource’s 
period of significance.  Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of location, design, 
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  The resource must also be judged with 
reference to the particular criteria under which it is proposed for eligibility.  It is possible that a 
historic resource may not retain sufficient integrity to meet the criteria for listing in the National 
Register, but it may still be eligible for listing in the California Register.81

                                                 
77  Ibid. 
78  Ibid. 
79  Ibid. 
80  California Code of Regulations, California Register of Historical Resources (Title 14, Chapter 11.5), Section 

4852(c). 
81  Ibid. 
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(3)  Local Level 

(a)  County of Los Angeles 

(i)  Los Angeles County Historical Landmarks and Records Commission 

The County Historical Landmarks and Records Commission (Commission) considers and 
recommends to the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors local historical landmarks 
defined to be worthy of registration by the state of California Department of Parks and 
Recreation either as “California Historical Landmarks” or as “Points of Historical Interest.” 

A resource must meet one or more of the following criteria for designation as a State 
Historical Landmark: 

• Is the first, last, only, or most significant of its type in the State or within a large 
geographic region (Northern, Central, or Southern California); 

• Is associated with an individual or group having a profound influence on the history 
of California; and/or 

• Is a prototype of, or is an outstanding example of, a period, style, architectural 
movement or construction, or is one of the more notable works or the best surviving 
work in a region of a pioneer architect, designer, or master builder.   

The same criteria apply for designation as a State Point of Historical Interest, but pertain 
to local and county regions. 

The Commission may consider and comment for the Board of Supervisors on 
applications related to the National Register.  The Commission makes its considerations and 
recommendations in light of criteria for designation, including significance and access, and the 
provision for maintenance, as specified in state law, including the California Public Resources 
Code, or in regulations and interpretations of the State Historical Resources Commission. 

(ii)  County of Los Angeles General Plan 

The County of Los Angeles General Plan establishes specific goals related to the 
conservation of cultural resources: 

• Encourage cultural and social diversity and the preservation of the cultural heritage of 
the County of Los Angeles; and 
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• Protect cultural heritage resources. 

(iii)  Los Angeles County Arts Commission 

For any county-owned artwork, statues, fountains, or memorial plaques, the Los Angeles 
County Arts Commission oversees a program that established a set of policies and procedures for 
the long-term care, repair, or replacement of such civic art (referred to as the County of Los 
Angeles Civic Art Policy and Procedures).82  The Policy and Procedures include guidelines on 
the routine maintenance, conservation and replacement, acceptance of gifts and loans, and 
deaccessioning of civic art on County-owned property.  The Los Angeles County Arts 
Commission is an advisory group to the County Board of Supervisors. 

(b)  City of Los Angeles 

(i)  Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments (LAHCM)  

The City of Los Angeles adopted a Cultural Heritage Ordinance, in 1962 (amended in 
1985), which created the Cultural Heritage Commission and criteria for designating City of Los 
Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments (LAHCMs).  Once a property has been designated an 
LAHCM, the City’s Cultural Heritage Commission and its staff review permits to alter, relocate, 
or demolish these landmarks.  The Cultural Heritage Commission and its staff are under the 
purview of the City Planning Department.  Criteria for designating local historic resources and/or 
historic districts (historic preservation overlay zones) as LAHCMs include the any of the 
following elements: 

• The proposed site, building, or structure reflects or exemplifies the broad cultural, 
political, economic, or social history of the nation, state, or City (community);   

• The proposed site, building, or structure is identified with historic personages or with 
important events in the main currents of national, state, or local history;   

• The proposed site, building, or structure embodies  certain distinguishing architectural 
characteristics of an architectural-type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a 
period style or method of construction; or 

• The proposed site, building, or structure is a notable work of a master builder, 
designer, or architect whose individual genius influenced his age. 

                                                 
82  Approved December 7, 2004. 
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The Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) Ordinance was adopted in 1979 and 
revised in 1997.  An HPOZ is a planning tool that recognizes the special qualities of areas that 
are historically, culturally, or architecturally significant.  Evaluation criteria for Historic 
Preservation Overlay Zones state that structures, natural features, or sites within the involved 
area, or the area as a whole, shall meet one or more of the following: 

• Adds to the historic architectural qualities or historic associations for which a 
property is significant because it was present during the period of significance, and 
possesses historic integrity reflecting its character at that time; 

• Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an 
established feature of the neighborhood, community, or City; or 

• Retaining the structure would help preserve and protect an historic place or area of 
historic interest in the City. 

The City of Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission Policy Guide excludes from 
consideration as Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments properties over which it has no 
jurisdiction.  Included in this category are federal, state, county, or school district properties 
located within the City of Los Angeles.  Those properties discussed in the following paragraphs 
that are either owned by the federal, state, or county government are not eligible for City 
designation as Historic-Cultural Monuments nor are they eligible as contributors to a potential 
city-level historic district.   

b.  Historic Context 

(1)  Bunker Hill  

Although the Bunker Hill area today is defined as within First Street (north), Hill Street 
(east), Fifth Street (south), and the Harbor Freeway (west), the crest of the actual hill named in 
1875 to commemorate the Revolutionary War Battle of Bunker Hill, was at the intersection of 
First Street and Grand Avenue.  Wealthy families started building large houses on the hill in the 
late 1860s after a series of floods encouraged residential development on higher ground.  High 
style homes of the Victorian period were built here by some of Los Angeles’ most wealthy 
residents.   

With the booming expansion of the City, housing was at a premium, and apartment 
buildings and hotels soon started making their way into the Bunker Hill area in the 1880s.  In the 
early part of the twentieth century, the Angels Flight funicular railroad that climbed the steep 
grade from Hill Street up Third Street further contributed to the transformation of Bunker Hill, 
making it easier to gain access to the higher neighborhoods.   
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Until the end of World War I, the Bunker Hill area was a respectable residential area with 
most of the occupants employed in businesses and industries located at the bottom of the hill 
along Broadway and farther to the east towards the industrial section of the City and the rail 
yards.  During the Depression years, the Bunker Hill area became a slum with the houses and 
apartment buildings falling into disrepair due to poverty and neglect.  Residents who could 
afford better living conditions moved into the new communities being established away from the 
City center.   

In 1948, to make room for the Hollywood Freeway and the four level interchange 
between the Hollywood Freeway and the Pasadena Freeway, buildings were razed and sections 
of Bunker Hill were cut away to make room for the freeways.  The Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the Los Angeles, armed with the power of eminent domain, started removing slum 
dwellings in the area and by 1960, all of the community of Bunker Hill had been scraped down 
to dirt and all remnants of curving streets and hilly terraces had been shaved into a new profile. 

Civic Center 

As early as 1900, there were discussions of creating a “City Beautiful” Civic Center for 
the City and County of Los Angeles.  In 1905, a Municipal Arts Commission was appointed, and 
this group, in turn, engaged the pioneer city planner, Charles Mulford Robinson, to prepare a 
plan, which it published in 1909.  The tasks of carrying forward the then highly popular idea of a 
City Beautiful Civic Center fell into the hands of a newly formed City Planning Association, 
formed in 1913.  The Southern California Chapter of the A.I.A.  advocated that a national 
competition should be held to select an architect/planner to design a civic center for the City.   

During the teens and twenties, additional proposals for a Civic Center were developed.  
One of the most ambitious was prepared by a consortium of architects called Allied Architects.  
The Allied Architects Association was founded by Jess E.  Stanton.  Their plan extended the 
Civic Center north to the Plaza and west to Bunker Hill.  An echo of its north-south axis can still 
be seen in the orientation of City Hall, constructed in 1927, and the Federal Courthouse building, 
constructed in 1937. 

In 1939 both Union Station and the Federal Courthouse were dedicated and six years 
later, the Civic Center Authority was created to revise plans submitted by the Allied Architect’s 
Association and others for the proposed for master planning of the Civic Center.  The impact that 
the automobile was making on the city, and the need for building more freeways, postponed the 
plans for the civic center until the early 1950s.  At the same time, the federal government 
embarked on an urban renewal campaign aimed at clearing slums for private development. 

The Civic Center’s east-west orientation was fixed by the completion of the Hollywood 
Freeway in 1952, which blocked development to the north, and by the availability of land on 
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Bunker Hill, which encouraged development to the west.  The eastern boundary of the Civic 
Center was extended to Alameda Street for the construction of a new police headquarters.  The 
blocks east of Spring Street and north of Temple Street were designated for federal government 
buildings, and the blocks south of Temple for the city government buildings. 

As a sign of the times in the early 1950s, the Civic Center Mall was to be the site of a 
proposed garage/air raid shelter combination.  The Los Angeles City Planning Commission 
proposed to have the Civic Center underground garages double as air raid shelters when 
completed, capable of holding 90,000 people.   

The plan for the Civic Center was a modified Beaux-Arts plan.  An east-west axis runs 
from the Water and Power Building (1964) at the west end to the City Hall (1927) on the east.  
Lining the axis are the buildings of the Los Angeles Music Center (1964-67); then to the north, 
the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration (1960), the Hall of Records (1962), and the Criminal 
Court Building (1962); to the south, the County Courthouse (1958), Law Library (1953), and 
State Office Building (the building was demolished in the early 1980s due to damage incurred 
from an earthquake, although the concrete foundation is still in place).  The City Hall was to 
have been the termination of this major axis and to have been the center of a north-south axis.  
The latter idea never was achieved.  The Department of Water and Power Building forms the 
termination of the major east-west axis.  By the end of the 1960s, the first portion of the terraced 
mall, with its underground parking garages, was completed.   

In 1951, the construction of the County Courthouse was approved in its current location 
on the County of Los Angeles Mall.  Plans were also drafted for the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration.  To accommodate the proposed buildings, First Street and Grand Avenue were 
lowered, and Olive Street was eliminated between First Street and Temple Street.  The County 
Courthouse was completed in 1958.  The Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration was completed 
in 1960.   

The public open space between the County Courthouse and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration, known as the El Paseo de los Pobladores, was developed in 1966 by the firm of 
Cornell, Bridges, and Troller.  The only structures remaining in the area from the urban renewal 
era include City Hall, the Hall of Justice, and the Old Federal Building (now the Old Federal 
Courthouse).  Architectural characteristics of these civic institutions vary greatly, yet they all 
have associations with government service and share a common physical interrelationship with 
each other as a unified grouping in the downtown area.   
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c.  Existing Conditions 

(1)  Survey Study Area Defined 

The historic resources study area was defined as the Project site, which includes the Civic 
Center Mall and Court of Flags between City Hall and Grand Avenue; the streetscape along 
Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue; the five Parcels located within 
the CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area; and those properties fronting the streets 
that define the Project site and a parking lot.  The historical significance of the entire potential 
historic district was evaluated, but the survey study area did not extend to encompass the entire 
resource potential historic district.  For example, the City’s DWP building, located on the west 
side of Hope Street and north of First Street, was not included in this analysis as no part of the 
Project site adjoins the DWP Building. 

(2)  Historic Resources within the Study Area 

The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) indicates that there are 
five properties in the study area that are listed in the California Historical Resources Inventory 
maintained by OHP.  These five previously recorded properties include the Kenneth Hahn Hall 
of Administration, the Los Angeles County Courthouse, the Civic Center Mall (Paseo de los 
Pobladores park), the Los Angeles City Hall, and the Southern California Edison building.  The 
first three referenced properties were surveyed and evaluated in 2002 as part of a Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) Section 106 project.  The survey assessment entitled 
Historical Resources Assessment, Grand Avenue and Environs Project, Los Angeles, California  
Greenwood and Associates (2002), documented the findings of this survey.   

In December 2005, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the County Courthouse, 
Hall of Records, and the Clara Foltz Criminal Justice Center were evaluated for federal and state 
significance as individual resources in a historical analysis by Brenda Levin and Associates and 
Theresa Grimes (sometimes referred to in this analysis as the "Grimes report").  This survey 
assessment was included in a larger report entitled the “Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration: 
Strategic Real Estate and Facilities Options” prepared for the Los Angeles County Chief 
Administrative Office.  The Grimes historical assessment also looked at the Los Angeles Civic 
Center as a possible historic district.  Eleven buildings within this area were identified and 
evaluated for historical significance using federal and state criteria.  The eleven properties 
considered in the analysis were the Los Angeles City Hall, the Law Library, the State 
Courthouse, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the Paseo de los Pobladores [Pobladores], 
the Hall of Records, the Department of Water and Power, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the 
Ahmanson Theater, the Mark Taper Forum and the Clara Foltz Criminal Justice Center.  This 
survey assessment concluded that a potential historic district comprised of these eleven buildings 
was not eligible for the National Register or California Register because it did not possess 
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exceptional importance within a historic context.  The Grimes report did state that this potential 
district may become eligible for listing in the National Register, and by extension the California 
Register, when more time has passed and when there is a context for evaluating its historic 
significance.83

The County report also acknowledged that there have been claims that the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration, the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, and the Paseo de la Pobladores might be 
considered to be an historic district, and that there could be a potential larger potential historic 
district including the Music Center and the Department of Water and Power, and that these 
possibilities must be considered in any plans to adversely impact these resources.  The current 
survey process for this EIR was conducted in accordance with the OHP's Instructions for 
Recording Historical Resources (1995), which gives a 45-year threshold for surveying properties 
for inclusion in the OHP filing system.  According to OHP’s introduction to its recordation 
methodology, any physical evidence of human activities over 45 years old may be recorded for 
the purposes of inclusion in its inventory database.   

As a general rule, a 50-year age threshold for historical significance is applied in 
evaluations for the state register.  Although the California Register does not specifically call out 
a fifty-year threshold for significance, it does refer to being “consistent” with the National 
Register criteria, and indirectly addresses a 50-year rule in its regulations dealing with special 
considerations.84  The 45-year threshold recommended by OHP for recordation purposes 
recognizes that there is commonly a five year lag between resource identification and the date 
that planning decisions are made.  OHP explicitly encourages the collection of data about 
resources that may become eligible for the National Register or California Register within that 
planning period.  Its methodology, however, also acknowledges that … “More restrictive criteria 
(such as the National Register criteria, the California Register criteria, and/or local government 
criteria) must be met before a resource included in OHP’s filing system are listed, found eligible 
for listing, or otherwise determined to be important in connection with federal, state, and local 
legal statutes and registration programs.” 

The planning decisions for this project are scheduled to be considered by the Lead and 
Responsible Agencies beginning in 2006.  Therefore, this survey assessment utilizes the 45-year 
threshold (properties completed before 1961) for identifying potential historic resources.  
However, the 50-year age threshold (those properties completed before 1957) is used when 
evaluating potential resources for historical significance under the National Register and 
California Register criteria.   

                                                 
83  Grimes, Theresa and Brenda Levin and Associates.  “Historic Analysis - Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration: 

Strategic Estate and Facilities Options.” Los Angeles County Chief Administrative Office, December 2005.   
84  California Code of Regulations Section 4852. 
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For evaluation purposes, four properties built either in or before 1956, including the Los 
Angeles City Hall discussed above, were identified within the study area.  Summarized findings 
of the properties are noted in Table 41 on page 439 and are discussed later in this section.  Figure 
41 on page 441 illustrates the survey study area and identifies those properties located within it.  
Those properties that were identified as post-1956 construction, including those along Grand 
Avenue south of Second Street and north of Fifth Street, were not documented or evaluated in 
the current survey process unless they appeared to have a potential for satisfying the threshold of 
significance for “exceptional” importance under the National Register Criteria Considerations 
and/or the category of “special considerations” of the California Register criteria.85,86  Besides 
satisfying the regular federal and/or state criteria a property under 50 years of age must also  
meet the special requirements of either the National Register’s Criteria Consideration G: 
Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Past Fifty Years87 or the California 
Register’s Special (Criteria) Consideration for properties less than fifty years old or both.  Under 
these circumstances, six of the post-1956 properties located within the survey study area 
exhibited possible exceptional significance sufficient enough for National Register and/or 
California Register eligibility consideration.  A summary of the results of the historic resources 
survey and evaluation of the properties within or adjacent to the Project site are listed in Table 41 
on page 439.   

(a)  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 

Representing the “public sector” are the institutional buildings, structures, sites, and 
objects of the Civic Center.  The core of this grouping extends from Hope Street to Main Street 
(west-east boundary) and Temple Street to First Street (north-south boundary).  This boundary 
may be extended upon further research and analysis of the area, the public facilities within it, and 
the historic context developed.  The potential also exists that more than one potential historic 
district may be present.  Although not under any formal determination of eligibility or 
designation as part of this study, a potential California Register historic district comprised of a 
sufficient number of public buildings, structures, sites, and objects located within proximity of 
one another united physically and historically was identified for CEQA purposes.  As the Project 
may adversely impact portions of this potential historic district, its identification and inclusion 
within this report is appropriate. 

                                                 
85 As defined in National Register Bulletin 15, p.  42. 
86 CCR Section 4852(d)(2) 
87  Ibid. 
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Properties Surveyed Within the Study Area 
 

Site No. Description Year Built Rating 
1 Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District (Potential) 1953-2003 3CS 
2 Walt Disney Concert Hall 2003 3S 
3 The Music Center  3S/3CD 
  A.  Dorothy Chandler Pavilion 1964  
  B.  Mark Taper Forum 1967  
  C.  Ahmanson Theatre 1967  

4 Music Center Annex Circa 1960 6Z 
5 Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 2002 3S 
6 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 1960 3CD 
7 Civic Center Mall - El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles 1966 3CD 
8 Hall of Records 1962 3CD 
9 Civic Center Mall - Court of Historic Flags 1968 3CD 

10 Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 1972 3CD 
11 Los Angeles City Hall 1928 2S2/3CD 
12 Parking lot between Broadway and Spring Streets Unknown 6Z 
13 Vacant lot – concrete foundation of former State Office Building Unknown 6Z 
14 Los Angeles County Law Library, Mildred E.  Lillie Building 1953 3CD 
15 Los Angeles County Courthouse/Stanley Mosk Courthouse 1958 3CD 
16 Parking lot (Parcels Q and W-1/W-2) Unknown 6Z 
17 Colburn School of Performing Arts 1998 6Z 
18 Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) 1987 3CS 
19 Parking lot (Parcels L and M-2) Unknown 6Z 
20 Southern California Edison (One Bunker Hill) 1930-1931 2S2 

  

Explanation of Codes: 
2S2 Individually determined eligible for National Register by consensus through Section 106 process.   
3S  Appears eligible for National Register as an individual property through survey evaluation. 
3CS Appears eligible for California Register as an individual property through survey evaluation. 
3CD Appears eligible for California Register as a contributor to a California Register eligible district through 

survey evaluation.   
6Z  Found ineligible for National Register, California Register, or local designation through survey evaluation. 
Note: 
a Although not formally designated, for the purposes of this analysis a historic district that is potentially eligible 

for listing on the California Register has been identified. 

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Four levels of government are represented by the buildings, structures, sites, and objects 
within the Civic Center – federal, state, county, and city.  Two large examples of public sector 
facilities within the potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are the Los Angeles 
County buildings along the east side of Grand Avenue across from the Music Center – the 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration and the County Courthouse.  They form two sides of a 
rectangle that encloses a portion of the Civic Center Mall (Paseo de los Pobladores de Los 
Angeles).  The terraced park continues downhill eastward to its neighbor, the Court of Flags, 
which is flanked by the Hall of Records building to the north and the County Law Library.  
Further east is the Criminal Justice Center, City Hall, City Hall East and South, and the Los 
Angeles Police Headquarters (Parker Center).  North of the survey area, along the north side of 
Temple Street are the Hall of Justice, Federal Courthouse, Federal Office Building, the Edward 
Roybal Center, and the Metropolitan Detention Center.  The City of Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power building forms the potential district’s western terminus along Hope Street. 

Outside of Washington, D.C., the Los Angeles Civic Center boasts the largest collection 
of government buildings in the country.88,89 To the far west, along Hope Street, is the City’s 
Department of Water and Power building, a multi-story structure floating within a grouping of 
shallow pools and fountains.  To the east, the area includes City Hall, the Federal Office 
Building, and Parker Center (which is currently undergoing redevelopment, i.e., remodeling, 
demolition and new construction), among other public facilities.  A 1938 Civic Park master plan 
called for a vast, block-wide garden extending north from First Street a few blocks and west to 
Grand Avenue.  City, county, State, and federal buildings were to surround this park area.  An 
expanded master plan was developed by a group of prominent local architects in 1947.  This plan 
was modified in 1951 to include more civic buildings in a slightly expanded area with additional 
facilities north of the freeway (which had not been built yet).  The freeway now serves as a 
physical dividing line between the El Pueblo Historic Park to the north and the Civic Center to 
the south.   

The current Civic Center, with its varied civic uses and diverse architecture, is a physical 
manifestation of those early ideas brought to fruition.  The Civic Center is a key component in 
downtown Los Angeles’ urban framework and open space network.  It was designed to serve as 
an important focal point for the City as the geographic center of government facilities, and it 
continues to do so today.  At the National Register level of significance, this grouping of 
buildings does not appear eligible for designation as a potential historic district because it does 
not appear to possess sufficient “exceptional” importance as defined by National Register 
Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Past Fifty 

                                                 
88  Herman, Robert.  “Downtown Los Angeles: A Walking Guide.”  City Vista Press, Claremont, California, 1997, 

p.115.   
89 Los Angeles Times.  “New Plans Offered for Civic Center.”  August 14, 1951, pg.  A1. 
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Years.90   These findings are consistent with those of the Grimes report discussed earlier in this 
report. 

The Grimes report also acknowledged that there may be one or more potential historic 
districts involving public buildings in the area, including, the Music Center, the Hall of 
Administration and Courthouse building on the block between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, 
and the grouping of buildings between Broadway and Hope Street that were built between 1953 
and 1967.   

Though the Grimes historic analysis of the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
building, the County Courthouse, the Hall of Records, the Clara Foltz Criminal Justice Center, 
and the Civic Center identified the buildings as ineligible for National Register and California 
Register designation apparently based on applying criteria that is one and the same, this analysis 
reaches a different conclusion with respect to the State Register criteria and interpretation of the 
State’s special criteria consideration for resources less than fifty years old. 

At the State level of significance, the various public properties that comprise the Civic 
Center form a unified entity planned and developed by a formalized master plan and by function.  
The Civic Center appears to satisfy the California Register Special Consideration for properties 
less than fifty years of age because of its direct historical associations and functions with the 
various levels of government and its physical manifestation as an important civic and cultural 
center of the community.  It is also particularly noteworthy for its direct association with locally 
prominent architects and for its eclectic array of architecture integrated into governmental 
facilities by plan, including mid-century Modern, New Formalism, Mediterranean Moderne, 
Beaux Arts influenced Italianate, and International style.  Sufficient time has passed to gather a 
collective understanding and appreciation of the Civic Center’s historical importance and 
architectural significance in its relationship to the government philosophies and architectural 
programs of the time.  Therefore, for the purposes of CEQA compliance, this potential historic 
district is considered a historical resource pursuant to Section 154064.5(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

(b)  Walt Disney Concert Hall 

The curvaceous, stainless steel clad exterior surfaces of the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
seem to rise, swoop and dive from their street level base at the corner of Grand Avenue and 
Second Street.  The signature style that its architect Frank Gehry established with the Wiseman 
Art Museum in Minneapolis, and the Guggenheim Museum in Bilbao, Spain has reached another 
level of artistry with the huge expanses of smooth curved metal covered walls that look like 
                                                 
90 National Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, pgs.  41-43. 
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huge, full, billowing sails.  This effect is emphasized by the first floor being very shallow and the 
metal forms rise from the street between glass and metal walls.  The metal forms are not 
constrained by the building foundation and move forward or back, up or down as they please, 
creating an organic, living creation.  Color and texture is added to break the concrete and metal 
mixture, along the Grand Avenue elevation by vegetation and tinted, solid glass panel railings.   

The building’s formal opening is located within the folds of wings, placed at an angle at 
the intersection of Grand Avenue and Second Street.  A tall three-story clear glass paneled 
atrium is situated within the folds to create a large entrance hall.  Shallow steps and smooth steel 
railings lead up to the main entrance.  Initially intended to be surfaced with stone, the cladding of 
the building was changed by Gehry to be dressed in stainless steel so that the shiny surface 
would work well changing and reflecting the bright Southern California sun.91     

Though less than fifty years of age, the building is an exceptional piece of architecture 
that was designed by a master architect.  It is historically and architecturally significant on a 
number of levels: (1) in that it is directly associated with Frank Gehry, a Pritzker Architecture 
Prize Laureate architect; (2) possesses high artistic values for its ability to so fully articulate a 
particular concept of design that it expresses an aesthetic ideal; (3) embodies distinctive 
characteristics of a type of architectural style and method of construction; and (4) is a cultural 
and social landmark as well as a visual icon within the downtown area of Los Angeles.  Because 
of its historical and architectural importance, it appears to satisfy National Register Criteria A 
and C, as well as Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance within 
the Last Fifty Years.  The building also appears eligible for listing in the California Register.  For 
the purposes of CEQA compliance, this property is considered a historical resource, pursuant to 
Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.   

(c)  The Los Angeles Music Center  

Designed by Welton Beckett and Associates in 1967, the original Music Center complex 
is composed of the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Mark Taper Forum, the Ahmanson Theatre, 
and an underground parking structure.  It is home to the Los Angeles Opera, Center Theatre 
Group, and the Music Center Dance group.  Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, a 3,250-seat symphony 
hall, built in the New Formalism style on a monumental scale, is a five-level structure that 
reaches a height of 92 feet from the first promenade level to its sculptured roof.92  The circular 
Mark Taper Forum is constructed of precast concrete panels.  Contrasting with the off-white 

                                                 
91  Photographs of the Walt Disney Concert Hall are presented in Section III.D, Figure 8 of the Historic Resources 

Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
92  A photograph of the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion is presented in Section III.D, Figure 9, Photograph 1, of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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mural and upper level is the base of the structure, sheathed with dark, exposed concrete 
aggregate panels with vertical, light-colored bands.93  The 2,100-seat Ahmanson Theatre is 
located immediately north of the Mark Taper Forum.  A nearly square, three-level structure with 
a flat roof, the theater features a fully glazed front (south) elevation that wraps around the east 
wall for one bay-width.  The side and rear elevations are devoid of fenestration, emphasizing the 
pure geometric form of the building.  The building is bordered on three sides by a monumental 
covered colonnade of precast concrete columns.  The building has been modified over the years, 
although its physical character-defining features that define it as historically significant have 
been retained.94    

The Music Center Plaza and the theatres around it are excellent examples of New 
Formalism architecture as applied to a publicly owned venue.  The complex is reflective of the 
New Formalism style in that it combined civic authority and classical monumentality in its 
design.  The country’s other two major performing arts centers Lincoln Center in New York and 
Kennedy Center in Washington, D.C., were also built in this idiom.  The Music Center is 
exceptionally significant for its direct link with and contribution to the cultural and entertainment 
history of the City; its long association with Dorothy Chandler without whom the Music Center 
may not have been fully realized or established at its current location; and for its architectural 
merit which represents an important aspect of Welton Beckett’s overall body of work and 
physically manifests those distinctive architectural characteristics that distinguish its style as 
New Formalism.  Therefore, the Music Center appears eligible for listing in the National 
Register under Criteria A, B, and C, and also satisfies Criteria Consideration G: Properties That 
Have Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty Years.  Because of its notable historical and 
architectural importance, the property also appears eligible for listing in the California Register.  
In accordance with Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, this property is considered a 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA compliance. 

(d)  Music Center Annex 

The Music Center Annex building is a two-story rectangular shaped structure with a flat 
roof.  The poorly executed Mid-century Modern inspired building has concrete walls punctuated 
by large rectangular windows.  The vernacular building is generally devoid of notable 
ornamentation.  There have been some modifications made to it over the years, including 
inappropriate door and window replacements/alterations.  According to tax assessor records, 
Sanborn Maps, and architectural style and materials, the building was built sometime around 

                                                 
93 A photograph of the Mark Taper Forum is presented in Section III.D, Figure 9, Photograph 2, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C  of this Draft EIR. 
94   A photograph of the Ahmanson Theater is presented in Section III.D, Figure 10, Photograph 1, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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1965.95  The Annex building is currently used as office and rehearsal space for one of The Music 
Center’s associated theatrical programs.  Over the years, it has undergone some exterior 
alterations thereby compromising its integrity.  In reviewing background research material for 
this survey assessment, the building is not associated with any events that have made a 
significant contribution to the broad patterns of the City’s, County’s, or State’s history or cultural 
heritage.  Architecturally, it does not embody distinctive characteristics, nor does it represent the 
work of an important individual or manifest high artistic values.  Further, it does not appear to 
possess exceptional significance necessary for National Register Criteria Consideration G 
consideration or the State’s Special Criteria Consideration for properties less than fifty years of 
age.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance, this property is not considered a historical resource 
pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.   

(e)  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 

Designed by the Spanish architect Jose Rafael Moneo the Cathedral of Our Lady of the 
Angels is the third largest cathedral in the world and the first cathedral to be built in over twenty-
five years.  The grand scale adobe colored concrete building with its eleven-story tall bell tower, 
is located on almost six acres.  The Cathedral was designed in a contemporary style with 
virtually no right angles.  It is one of the most notable pieces of Modern architecture within the 
downtown area of Los Angeles.  The church shows hallmarks of Modernism, but its monumental 
blocky forms, especially on the east end, have much in common with eleventh-century 
Romanesque style churches.  On an urban scale, the cathedral, along with the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, inserts something startling and visually different into the built environment of 
downtown.96   

Though less than fifty years of age, the Cathedral appears to satisfy National Register 
Criteria A and C as well as the special requirements of Criteria Consideration G: Properties That 
Have Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty Years and Criteria Consideration A: Religious 
Properties.  The Cathedral is an exceptional piece of architecture and also expresses a particular 
idea of design by Jose Rafael Moneo, an internationally acclaimed master architect.  The 
building’s urban design is representative of its era with a strong sense of place and time in its 
physical manifestation.  It also illustrates the broad and important impact of the Archbishop of 
Los Angeles Catholic Diocese on the diverse historical development of the local area.  Because 
of its exceptional architectural merit and historical associations, the property also appears to 
satisfy criteria necessary for California Register listing.  It is eligible for designation as a Los 

                                                 
95  A photograph of the Music Center Annex building is presented in Section III.D, Figure 10, Photograph 2 of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
96  Photographs of the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angeles are presented in Section III.D, Figure 11, of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument as well.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Cathedral is 
considered a historical resource according to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.   

(f)  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 

Completed in 1960, the steel frame Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building was 
designed in the Corporate Modern idiom.  Elements of the International style are also evident in 
its use of materials and fenestration.97  The building, which is a low-lying stack of horizontal 
lines and rectangles that form a footprint covering half a city block, was designed by a 
consortium of architects that included Paul R. Williams and Associates; Adrian Wilson; Jess E. 
Stanton, and W.F. Stockwell of the firm Stanton and Stockwell; and the architectural firm of 
Austin, Field & Fry.  This group of architects designed most of the mid-century Modern style 
public facilities that comprise the western end of the Civic Center.   

In assessing its historical significance, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building 
does not appear individually eligible for National Register listing under any criteria due to lack 
of sufficient historical and architectural importance necessary for that level of designation.  
Further, it does not appear to satisfy the special requirements of National Register Criteria 
Consideration G for properties less than fifty years of age.  The building, though designed in the 
Corporate Modern style popular for the time, is not an exceptional example of the style and does 
not fully articulate those distinctive architectural characteristics that truly define and physically 
manifest the idiom.  Its association with a group of prominent Los Angeles-based architects is 
notable; however, undistinguishable to merit such recognition.  Further, the function (purpose) of 
the building over the years has been to house the regular (normal) daily activities of County 
government that are not considered extraordinarily important and are not directly reflective of 
any broad themes of cultural, political, economic, or social history and, as such, does not satisfy 
the National Register significance criteria.  Its association with a group of prominent architects is 
noted; however, it is not a well-represented example of their work collectively or individually.  
As such, the property also appears ineligible for the individual listing on the California Register.  
It does, however, appear eligible for the California Register as a contributor to a potential 
historic district comprised of public facilities within the Civic Center area.  Because a district can 
be comprised of features that lack individual distinction and individually distinctive features that 
serve as focal point, the Hall of Administration appears to satisfy the definition of a contributing 
property to a potential historic district.  Therefore, for the purposes of CEQA, the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration is considered a historical resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, 
Section 15064.5(a).   

                                                 
97  Photographs of the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration are presented in Section III.D and Figure 12 of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR.   
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(g)  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles)  

Designed in the mid-century Modern style, the Civic Center Mall, also known as El 
Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles, is set out in a formal pattern over a series of terraces 
with the center of the plan located at a point between the south entrance of the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration and the north entrance of the County Courthouse.98  The layout of mid-
century Modern inspired concrete planters, walking paths, concrete benches, light fixtures, and 
“hi-fi” sound features, as well as well-manicured lawns and ornamental trees, extend out on an 
east-west axis in a formal fan pattern from between the civic buildings on either side.  The mid-
century Modern style landscape design of the park, installed in 1966, features a variety of formal 
and exotic planting materials, including palm trees, junipers, bamboo, acanthus, magnolias, 
hibiscus, jacarandas, Hawaiian fern trees, American sweet gums, bottlebrush, ivy, Hong Kong 
orchid trees, floss-silk trees, and birch trees.  Many of these ornamental trees and shrubs are 
original to the initial landscape plan.99    

The west end of the park is lower than Grand Avenue and is reached by foot from a series 
of wide granite faced stairs located on either side of the spiral-shaped parking lot ramps that lead 
to a large, multi-level parking lot below the entire park.  Individual features of the park include 
the El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles plaque, the Arthur J. Will Memorial Fountain, a 
memorial to Ukrainian Victims of Communism, statues of George Washington and Christopher 
Columbus, the P.O.W./M.I.A. flagpole and plaque, and elevator buildings.  El Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles plaque are two large, inscribed granite plaques, below the grade at 
Grand Avenue.  These plaques illustrate the route taken by the first settlers of Los Angeles; 
hence, the El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles, translated as “the Route of the settlers of 
the City of Los Angeles.”100   

The Arthur J. Will Memorial Fountain was constructed in memory of Arthur J. Will, a 
City administrator who was known as the “Father” of the Civic Center development project.  The 
highly modernistic fountain and its three terraced pools are tiered and drop from the west to the 
east.101  A plaque in memory of Ukrainian victims of Russian communism is located near the 

                                                 
98   A photograph of Civic Center Mall is presented in Section III.D, Figure 13, of the Historic Resources Technical 

Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
99   Photographs of Civic Center Mall Landscape are presented in Section III.D, Figure 19, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
100 A photograph of the Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles Plaque is presented in Section III.D, Figure 14, of 

the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
101 A photograph of the Arthur J. Will Memorial Fountain is presented in Section III.D, Figure 15, Photograph 1, of 

the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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center of the park.102  Statues of George Washington and Christopher Columbus are located 
toward the east end of the park.103,104   

A flagpole and marker in honor of American Prisoners of War and Missing in Action is 
located along a walkway in the east end of the park.105  Other cultural monuments include a 
plaque to commemorate Ukrainian Victims of Communism and one noting President Jimmy 
Carter’s attendance at a Cinco De Mayo Celebration.   

Three small buildings enclosing elevator shafts and/or escalators located in and adjacent 
to the park.  Two of these structures, which are centrally located within the park, were designed 
in the mid-century Modern idiom.  The square buildings are clad with pink granite and feature 
decorative, copper trim and drip edges.  Period style lettering identifies the buildings’ function.  
Both these buildings are original to the park’s master plan of the 1960s and one holds a 
dedication plaque on its eastern wall.106    

Hardscape and softscape elements of the Civic Center Mall were integrated to reinforce 
the formal modernistic geometry of the design.  All the public art located in this area was 
installed since the initial development of the Civic Center and were not planned or installed as 
part of the overall mid-century Modern style layout of the park.  The large fountain with its 
terraced pools is an excellent example of mid-century Modern style monumental art incorporated 
into an object of notability.  The mid-century Modern style concrete benches, walkways, light 
fixtures, “hi-fi” speaker system, parking ramps, and elevator shaft structures are also 
complementary features to the overall Civic Center Mall design.  Their physical forms, design, 
and incorporation into the park itself are visual expressions of the avant-garde modernism so 
popular at the time.  The use of clean lines, flat surfaces, and simple geometric shapes help to 
identify these features as modernist architecture.   

A 1956 proposed plan envisioned the park as the focal point of the Civic Center, 
extending from the steps of City Hall at Spring Street to the entrance of the Department of Water 

                                                 
102 A photograph of the Ukrainian Victims of Communism plaque is presented in Section III.D, Figure 15, 

Photograph 2, of the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
103 A photograph of the George Washington statue is presented in Section III.D, Figure 16, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
104 A photograph of the Christopher Columbus statue is presented in Section III.D, Figure 17, Photograph 1, of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
105  A photograph of the Prisoners of War and Missing in Action flagpole and plaque is presented in Section III.D, 

Figure 17, Photograph 2, of the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
106  Photographs of the elevators are presented in Section III.D, Figure 18, of the Historic Resources Technical 

Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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and Power building on Hope Street.  The first phase of the Civic Center Mall, which included the 
construction of an underground parking garage, began in August 1963.  Spiral entrance ramps 
leading to the underground parking structure were placed at the east end of the park.  In 1964, the 
four-block Civic Center Mall was officially named “El Paseo de Los Pobladores de Los 
Angeles” after the group of 44 individuals from Mexico who founded Los Angeles on September 
4, 1781.  Over the years, the Civic Center Mall has undergone very little change since it was 
built.  Many public ceremonies have been held within its large plaza space, including a memorial 
to the late Robert Kennedy in 1968 and a number of Los Angeles County Sheriff graduations.  
The park now features a Starbucks and ATM kiosk, and is used primarily during the weekdays 
by patrons of the surrounding public offices and courthouse. 

In evaluating historical significance, the Civic Center Mall appears ineligible for National 
Register listing due to its collective lack of exceptional historical and architectural significance 
necessary for a property less than fifty years of age.107  Because the threshold for significance at 
the state level is interpreted differently than the federal level, the park; however, does appear 
eligible for individual designation to the California Register due to its ability to physically 
manifest and exemplify its architectural importance in its physical form, design, materials, and 
workmanship as a mid-century Modern inspired public park situated in downtown Los Angeles.  
It also appears eligible for the California Register as a contributor to a potential historic district 
comprised of public buildings, structures, sites, and objects in the downtown Los Angeles area 
that collective define the city’s Civic Center by function and plan.  Sufficient time has passed to 
identify and understand the design concepts of the Modern-era style as evident in the Civic 
Center Mall and the adjacent public buildings surrounding it.   

Despite its constant maintenance over the years, the park derives its individual 
importance from its overall mid-century Modern design and formal physical characteristics as 
applied to a public park in a high-density urban setting.  Architecturally specific character-
defining features of the park that support its individual eligibility for State designation are as 
follows:  (1) the mid-century Modern style water feature (both the fountain and pools); (2) many 
of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches; (3) the 
circulation system (concrete walkways and open space) ; (4) the existing elevator shaft structures 
located within the center of the park; (5) many of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and 
the pole type “hi-fi” speakers with saucer-like canopies; (6) the circular shaped vehicular ramps 
leading to the underground parking garage from Hill Street; and (7) the granite faced stairs and 
spiral shaped parking lot ramps off of Grand Avenue.   

                                                 
107  National Register Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty 

Years. 
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As noted above, the Civic Center Mall is also eligible for the California Register as a 
contributing property to a potential historic district comprised of civic buildings, structures, 
objects, and sites.  It is historically important to the district because of it being the Civic Center’s 
primary public gathering space and governmental center.  Those features that convey its 
historical significance as a contributor to a potential historic district, which are different than the 
character-defining features of the park that support its individual eligibility for State designation, 
include its overall monumental size, shape, location, function, association, and physical 
characteristics (hardscapes and landscaping, materials) and east-west axis set between public 
buildings), ownership and purpose.   

While many of the smaller plants and shrubs have been replaced, the changes appear 
consistent with the objectives, intent, and form of the original design of the park.  National 
Register Bulletin 18 entitled “How to Evaluate and Nominate Designated Historic Landscapes” 
acknowledges the “unique attributes” that complicate landscape evaluation and states that 
“although a landscape need not retain all the characteristic features that it had during its period of 
significance, it must retain enough or have restored enough of the essential features to make its 
historic character clearly recognizable.”  Because the hardscape features are intact and the 
original design intent has been retained in the current planting scheme, the landscaping continues 
to contribute to the park’s overall historical and architectural significance as a mid-century 
Modern public space.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance, therefore, the Civic Center Mall is 
considered a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

(h)  Hall of Records 

Reflective of the International style, the main block of the Hall of Records is eight stories 
with the more interesting elevation on the south facing the Court of Historic Flags.108  Completed 
in 1961, it was primarily designed by internationally acclaimed architect Richard J.  Neutra and 
partner Robert Alexander.  The Los Angeles County Hall of Records building was the central 
repository for all county records for a period of approximately 40 years.  It was planned for the 
anachronistic storage of records in bulk, though within a few years of opening, the County turned 
to an almost total reliance on microfilm, rendering the new building’s windowless stack areas 
functionally obsolete.  The Hall of Records building is not associated with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local, regional, or State history or cultural 
heritage.  Further, it is not associated with the lives of persons important in our past.  It does, 
however, embody distinctive characteristics of an architectural style and period, though it is not 
of exceptional notability necessary for National Register designation.  The building is associated 
with a master architect, Richard Neutra, though Robert Alexander claimed that much of the final 

                                                 
108  A photograph of the County Hall of Records are presented in Section III.D, Figure 20, Photograph 1, of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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design was his idea.109  The fully executed result is one lacking the stark modernity that is usually 
evident in Neutra designed buildings.  Because of this, the property does not appear to satisfy 
National Register Criteria.   

In applying the California Register criteria, the property appears eligible for State listing 
for merits based on architectural design vocabulary and architect.  Because of its 
interrelationship with governmental affairs and its physical presence within the Civic Center it 
also appears eligible as a contributor to a potential California Register historic district comprised 
of public buildings in the Civic Center area.  Upon placing this property in its proper context 
sufficient time has passed to adequately reflect back and obtain a scholarly perspective on the 
property and its association with the development of the City’s civic center, distinctive 
architectural styling, and connection with a master architect.  For the purposes of CEQA 
compliance, therefore, the building is considered a historical resource pursuant to Section 
15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

(i)  Civic Center Mall - Court of Historic Flags 

The Court of Historic Flags is a concrete paved courtyard situated between Hill Street to 
the west and Broadway to the east.  On each side of the wide concrete courtyard is a raised 
concrete panel, slightly tilted, faced with dark brown brick.  Set into the brick surface are brass 
plaques describing the history of each flag.  A raised flag is on each flagpole.  The current 
American flag is located at the east end of the court.  At the west end, is a low concrete barrier 
with a plaque describing the courtyard.  Coach lantern-type pole lights have been placed within 
the courtyard.110  The Vietnam Veterans Memorial Marker, which was placed in the courtyard by 
Los Angeles Board of Supervisors in 1973, is located at the end of the court.  The marker was 
designed with a bronze battle helmet placed on the top surface of the marker.  The helmet is 
missing.111    

The second phase of the Civic Center Mall construction began in October of 1968 to 
provide an additional 591 parking spaces for the surrounding civic center facilities, it also 
included 96,000 square feet of storage area for county records and documents.   

The underground parking structure and plaza court area are undistinguishable in their 
design and execution.  Except for the commemorative features on display, the property is not 
                                                 
109  Hines, Thomas.  “Richard Neutra and the Search for Modern Architecture.”  Oxford University Press, pg. 245. 
110 A photograph of the Court of Historic Flags is presented in Section III.D, Figure 20, Photograph 2, of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR.   
111 Photographs of the Vietnam Memorial and the Court of Flags are presented in Section III.D, Figure 21, of the 

Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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associated with any events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
local, state, or the nation’s history or cultural heritage nor is it associated with the lives of 
persons important in our past.  It is neither an outstanding example of this property type nor a 
good representative of a particular architectural style, since it does not possess or embody any 
distinctive characteristics.  Though designed by a group of highly prominent architects, this 
property is not a good representative of their work.  Their work is better represented as a 
collective sum in the design and development of the overall Civic Center.  Therefore, the Court 
of Flags does not appear eligible for individual listing in the National Register or the California 
Register due to its lack of exceptional historical and architectural significance.  Because of its 
location, spatial relationship with the nearby civic buildings and adjacent open spaces, as well as 
its association with the overall Civic Center master plan, however, it does appear eligible for 
California Register designation as a contributor to a potential historic district comprised of civic 
facilities.  On this basis and for the purposes of CEQA compliance, this property is considered a 
historical resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).   

(j)  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 

Located along the south side of Temple Street between Broadway and Spring Street, the 
Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center, the current County Criminal Courts building 
stands on the same plot of ground that held its predecessor, the former County Courthouse.  The 
former building served as the County Courthouse until 1933 when it was severely damaged by 
the Long Beach earthquake and later demolished.  The Criminal Justice Center was opened in 
October 1972.  A straightforward 19-story building, the Criminal Justice Center built in concrete 
frame construction with a square massing.112    

Like many of the other buildings and structures in the Civic Center, the Criminal Courts 
Building was designed by a consortium of architects that included J.E. Stanton; W.E. Stockwell; 
Paul R. Williams; Adrian Wilson; and the firm of Austin, Field & Fry.  Initially planned as an 
annex to the old Hall of Justice, located across the street, it evolved into being the largest and 
most complex county facility of its time.113  The building was the first county facility to provide 
separate prisoner circulation – and the first to design bullet resistant security screens in select 
courtrooms.   

The Criminal Courts Building does not possess the exceptional qualities of architecture or 
historical associations necessary for individual designation at the federal, State, or local levels of 

                                                 
112 A photograph of the Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center is presented in Section III.D, Figure 22, of 

the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
113  “Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center.”  An article from the Los Angeles Public Library California 

Index, n.d. 
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significance due to its recent date of construction (1972).  Sufficient time has not passed to place 
this property into proper perspective for evaluation of importance on its own merit.  Therefore, it 
appears ineligible for individual listing in the National Register or the California Register (6Z).  
It does, however, appear eligible for California Register designation as a contributing property to 
a potential historic district comprised of civic buildings, structures, objects, and sites.  Hence, the 
building is considered a historical resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).   

(k)  Los Angeles City Hall 

Los Angeles City Hall is located between Spring Street and Main Street, to the west and 
east, respectively, and Temple Street and First Street, to the north and south, respectively.  The 
building is an eclectic blend of Classical, Mediterranean, and Moderne styles that features low 
pitched tile roofs, large scale and simple detailed cornices below attic stories.  The tower of the 
building, built upon a ten-story, rectangular massed base, is seen as a free interpretation of the 
Temple of Halicarassus (one of the Seven Wonders of the Ancient World), with the battered 
walls suggesting Egyptian influences.  It is constructed of steel reinforced concrete, with the 
exterior walls clad for the first three floors by granite, and the rest of the wall surface by terra 
cotta tiles.  The interior of the building reflects a predominately Romanesque influence.   

Designed by the notable Los Angeles based architects John Parkinson, John C.  Austin, 
and Albert C. Martin Sr., the building stood for many years as the tallest structure in Southern 
California.  When it was erected in 1928, there was a 150-foot limit (12-stories) on the height of 
buildings in Los Angeles.  A referendum allowed an exemption for City Hall, which was built to 
three times that height.  Upon its completion, the Los Angeles City Hall building was hailed by 
critics as a uniquely American masterpiece of architecture and design.114  It has served as the 
central hub of the City’s civic affairs for over seventy years; its location and visual prominence 
anchors the eastern end of the Civic Center.  The Los Angeles City Hall is one of the most 
recognizable buildings in America.   

The building has been previously evaluated and was formally determined as eligible for 
the National Register under Criteria A (historical associations) and C (architectural distinction 
and representation of prominent/master architects).  Since it was formally determined eligible for 
the National Register, the building is also listed in the California Register.  City Hall is a listed a 
City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument as well.  For the purposes of CEQA, it is 
considered a historical resource according to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

                                                 
114   www.lacity.org/restore/rstpr1.htm (City of Los Angeles on-line website promoting the Project Restore program 

for the City Hall building). 
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(l)  Parking Lot located between Broadway and Spring Streets 

This site is an unimproved, asphalt paved parking lot which was once developed with the 
stately Hall of Records building and the Plaza de la Justicia.  The Hall of Records building, built 
in 1909 and completed in 1911, remained in place while the Civic Center grew and expanded 
around it.  Damaged from the 1933 Long Beach earthquake, and considered obsolete and in the 
way of the new Civic Center Mall, the multi-story Hall of Records was eventually demolished in 
1973.  In assessing its historical and architectural value, this property is not associated with 
events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local, State, or national 
history or cultural heritage.  Additionally, it does not embody any distinctive characteristics to 
associate it with a particular architectural style and does not represent the work of any important 
individual, architect, builder, or contractor.  Therefore, this property does not appear individually 
eligible for listing in the National Register, the California Register, or as a City of Los Angeles 
Historic-Cultural Monument.  It is also considered a non-contributor to the potential State and 
locally significant historic district that is associated with the history and development of the 
Civic Center.  Because the property cannot be properly placed within the historic context 
developed for the survey study area and because it is not a physical manifestation of the 
community’s history, the significance of it cannot be demonstrated.  Hence, it is not eligible for 
federal or state designation.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance this site is not a historic 
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

(m)  Vacant lot with the foundation pad of old State Office Building 

The concrete foundation of the first floor and basement, of the State Office Building that 
was built circa 1928, is located on this parcel.  The openings to the basement area have the 
ornamental, flat ironwork bars still attached to the exterior walls.115   The original multi-story 
State Office Building was located at this site; however, it was removed as part of the 
development of the Civic Center master plan.  All that is left of the building is its foundation.  
Individually or collectively this property do not adequately manifest, embody, or reflect any 
historical or architectural associations with the history or cultural heritage of the community, 
region, State, or nation.  As a result, this site appears ineligible for individual listing in the 
National Register or the California Register applicable criteria.  Further, it does not appear to be 
a contributor to the potential State and locally significant historic district identified with the 
overall Civic Center development.  In accordance with Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines, it is not a historical resource for CEQA purposes. 

                                                 
115  A photograph of the Old State Office Building foundation is presented in Section III.D, Figure 23, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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(n)  Los Angeles Law Library, Mildred E. Lillie Building 

Designed by the architectural firm of Austin, Field & Fry, construction of the Los 
Angeles County Law Library was completed in 1953.  The large, low, building is a rectangular 
massing with no windows so as to protect the books and documents held within.  The sole 
decorative element on the south elevation is a set of eight, cast concrete, government emblematic 
seals over the front entranceway.  Other interesting touches include the large, metal and glass, 
stand-alone light fixtures by the front entrance that have an Art Deco/International style to them.  
Built as a four-story building, with 33,000 square feet of space the building is setback toward 
First Street in order to maintain the wide open space of the proposed Civic Center Mall to the 
north.116   

In assessing the building’s overall significance, historic associations with important 
events or persons were not evident to merit consideration as an individual landmark at the 
federal, state and local levels of significance.  Further, the execution of the design and 
architectural styling of the structure, while reflective of the Corporate Modern idiom, does not 
rise to a level of National Register or California Register designation as an individual landmark.  
Its association with a prominent architectural firm, the Associated Architects of Stanton, 
Stockwell, Paul R. Williams; Adrian Wilson; and Austin, Field, & Fry which was responsible for 
the majority of Civic Center is noted.  However, the building does not appear to be a 
representative example of the body of work for which the firm is known.  Its work is better 
represented as a collective sum in the design and development of the overall Civic Center.  For 
architectural merit the building does not appear eligible for individual designation at the federal 
or state levels of significance.  Its consideration as part of a larger grouping of civic buildings in 
the downtown area of Los Angeles, however, is warranted.  Therefore, it does appear eligible for 
California Register designation as a contributor to a potential historic district associated with the 
development of the Civic Center master plan.  For the purposes of CEQA, it is considered a 
historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

(o)  Los Angeles Superior Court/Stanley Mosk Courthouse/Los Angeles County 
Courthouse 

The Los Angeles Superior Court/Stanley Mosk Courthouse/Los Angeles County 
Courthouse was completed in 1958.  The courthouse’s International style designed by architects 
Jess E. Stanton, Paul R. Williams, Adrian Wilson and Austin, Field & Frey, represents a 
dramatic break from the past by lacking the classical elements that connect traditional courthouse 
design to the history, traditions, and authority of the law.  The only overt decorations are the 

                                                 
116  Photographs of the Mildred Lillie County of Los Angeles Law Library are presented in Section III.D, Figure 24, 

of the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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three heroic figures over the Grand Avenue entrance and the bas-relief figure of Justice over the 
Hill Street entrance.117    

Located within the planting area on the Grand Avenue elevation are three different art 
pieces.  Two Egyptian lanterns, each about eight feet tall, stand near the building to the north and 
south of the entrance doors.  To the south of the entranceway is a bust of Abraham Lincoln.  To 
the north of the entranceway is a life size statue of Joseph Scott mounted on a dark gray block of 
polished granite.  On the east elevation, in the south corner is a large round fountain of dark gray 
polished granite, and two more Egyptian lanterns are placed on either side of the entranceway.  
118    

The relief sculpture of “Justice,” “Truth,” and “Law,” was created in 1956, by Donal 
Hord (1902-1966) and an art piece entitled “Foundations of the Law” was created in 1956, by 
Albert Stewart (1900-1965).  Other features associated with the building are the Bust of 
Abraham Lincoln sculpture, 119 by Robert Merrill Gage; a statue of Stephen White, which had 
stood in this location until it was removed to Cabrillo Park in San Pedro; and a statue of Joseph 
Scott, by Carl Romanelli/Cataldo Papaleo, created in 1967.  Scott was a stalwart champion of 
Americanism and militant foe of communism.120    

The County Courthouse was previously evaluated for National Register eligibility in 
2002 by Greenwood and Associates for Section 106 compliance.  At that time, it was found to be 
ineligible to be listed in the National Register since it was less than 50 years old.  Under the 
current survey assessment for CEQA compliance, this individual property does not appear to 
satisfy the special requirements of National Register Criteria Consideration G, which is applied 
to properties less than 50 years of age.  At this point, it cannot be adequately demonstrated that 
sufficient time has passed to fully understand its historical or architectural importance or obtain a 
scholarly perspective on its significance.  Therefore, the property does not appear individually 
eligible for federal or State designation.  Currently, its historical and architectural importance is 
better reflective as a contributing feature to a potential California Register eligible historic 
district comprised of public buildings, structures, sites, and objects that united together define the 
Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance, the building, therefore, is considered a 
historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 
                                                 
117  Photographs of the Stanley Mosk Los Angeles County Courthouse are presented in Section III.D, Figure 25 of 

the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
118  A photograph of the Egyptian Lantern is presented in Section III.D, Figure 26, of the Historic Resources 

Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
119  A photograph of the Lincoln Bust is presented in Section III.D, Figure 27, Photograph 1, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
120  A photograph of the Joseph Scott statue is presented in Section III.D, Figure 27, Photograph 2, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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(p)  Automobile Parking Facilities (Parcels Q and W-1/W-2)  

Parcels W-1/W-2 currently serve as two asphalt-surfaced open parking lots.  Parcel Q 
contains a large metal parking structure with open framework.  Nothing distinguishes the design 
of the parking lots or the parking structure on Parcel Q.  Further, no evidence was uncovered that 
associated the site with any events or persons that have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of local, regional, or state-wide history.  Therefore, Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 do 
not appear eligible for listing in the National Register, the California Register or for local 
landmark status due to lack of significance.  Because of their lack of historical significance, 
Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are not considered historical resources for the purposes of CEQA 
compliance. 

(q)  Colburn School of Performing Arts 

The Colburn School of Performing Arts moved into its current facility at 200 South 
Grand Avenue in downtown Los Angeles in 1998.  A second, approximately 12-story building, 
which is currently under construction, is situated at the east side of the completed main building.  
The main building contains Jascha Heifetz’ studio that was rescued from his house, designed by 
Frank Lloyd Wright in 1946.  All programs will be integrated within the two buildings.121  

The school is located next to the Museum of Contemporary Art and near the Music 
Center along the “cultural corridor” of Grand Avenue.  The school building does not possess the 
exceptional qualities of architecture or historical associations necessary for individual 
designation at the federal, State, or local levels of significance due to its recent date of 
construction (1998).  Sufficient time has not passed to place this property into proper perspective 
for evaluation of importance on its own merit.  Therefore, it currently appears ineligible for 
individual listing in the National Register, the California Register or for local landmark status.  
Additionally, the property does not appear to be associated with any potential historic district as 
a contributing building.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance it is not considered a historical 
resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(a). 

(r)  Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) 

The Grand Avenue main building (250 S. Grand Ave., Los Angeles) is a contemporary 
red sandstone structure set very close to the street.  Construction of the Museum of 
Contemporary Art began in the early 1980s and was completed in 1986.  It was designed by 

                                                 
121 A photograph of the Colburn School of Performing Arts is presented in Section III.D, Figure 28, of the Historic 

Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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Arata Isozaki, an internationally acclaimed architect, who studied under Kenso Tange (a leading 
figure of Japanese modern architecture).122   

As with the Colburn School of Performing Arts, sufficient time has not passed to place 
the Museum of Contemporary Art property into proper perspective for evaluation of importance 
on its own merit.  The property does not possess the exceptional qualities of architecture or 
historical associations necessary for individual designation at the federal or State levels of 
significance due to its recent date of construction (1986) and lack of time to fully understand its 
historical significance and place it in proper context.  Therefore, it currently appears ineligible 
for individual listing in the National Register and the California Register.  Additionally, the 
property does not appear associated with any potential historic district as a contributing building.  
For CEQA purposes, the art museum is not considered a historical resource according to Section 
15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.   

(s)  Surface Parking Lot (Parcels M-2 and L) 

Both Parcel M-2 and L are large, asphalt-paved parking lots.  Parcel M-2 and L do not 
possess any distinguishing characteristics to associate them with any notable architect or 
architectural idiom.  Further, no evidence was found to connect them with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local, regional, State, or nation-wide history.  
Therefore, these sites do not appear eligible for listing in the National Register, the California 
Register or for local individual landmark status or as contributors to a potential historic district.  
Under CEQA, Parcels M-2 and L are not considered historical resources pursuant to Section 
15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

(t)  Southern California Edison Building (One Bunker Hill) 

The fourteen-story Southern California Edison building, currently known as One Bunker 
Hill, possesses the hallmark signature features of the Art Deco idiom.  The Southern California 
building was built in 1930 and served as the southern California headquarters of the Edison 
Company for a number of years.  The property has been previously evaluated on a number of 
occasions, including Section 106 assessments.  It has been formally determined be eligible for 
National Register listing under criteria associated with architecture (Criterion C).  Additionally, 
the property is a designated City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument.  For the purposes 
of CEQA, it is considered a historic resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

                                                 
122 A photograph of MOCA is presented in Section III.D, Figure 29, of the Historic Resources Technical Report, 

Appendix C of this Draft EIR. 
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3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

In order to identify and evaluate historic resources, a multi-step methodology was 
utilized.  A records search to identify previously documented historic resources was conducted.  
This search included a review of the National Register of Historic Places, and its annual updates; 
determinations of eligibility for National Register listings; and the California Historical 
Resources Inventory database maintained by State Office of Historical Preservation (OHP).  The 
results of the record search by the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) are 
attached to the Historic Resources Technical Report, Appendix C of this Draft EIR.  Site 
inspections were made to document existing conditions, define the historic resources survey 
study area, document potentially significant properties, identify character-defining features of 
those properties evaluated as potentially significant, and identify character-defining features of 
those properties evaluated as potentially significant, and define the historic resources study area.  
A reconnaissance-level survey of the study area, including photography and background 
research, was then made.  Additional background and site-specific research was conducted in 
order to evaluate historic resources within their historic context.  Criteria of the National Register 
of Historic Places (National Register), California Register of Historical Resources (California 
Register), and the City of Los Angeles were employed to assess the significance of the 
properties.  More specifically, in conducting the identification and evaluation of historic 
resources located within the study area, the following tasks were performed: 

• Searched records of the National Register of Historic Places, California Historical 
Resources Inventory and the City of Los Angeles;  

• Conducted field inspections of the study area; 

• Photographed potential historic resources located within the study area; 

• Collected and reviewed historic images, maps, and archives of the study area 
including, but not limited to, those at the Los Angeles Public Library; 

• Conducted site-specific research on historic resources including City of Los Angeles 
building permits, Los Angeles County tax assessor records, Sanborn Fire Insurance 
Maps, and other relevant archival documents; 

• Reviewed and analyzed previous documentation, ordinances, statutes, regulations, 
bulletins, and technical materials relating to federal, state, and local historic 
preservation, designation assessment processes, and related programs; and 
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• Evaluated potential historic resources based upon criteria used by the National 
Register, the California Register, and the City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monuments (LAHCMs).  Assessed properties utilized the survey methodology of the 
State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP).   

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

(1)  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

Historic resources can be affected by land use changes, and by visual, noise or 
atmospheric intrusions beyond the project site.  The CEQA Guidelines state that a project 
involves a “substantial adverse change” when one or more of the following occurs:   

• Substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource means physical 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate 
surroundings such that the significance of a historical resource would be materially 
impaired.123 

• The significance of a historical resource is materially impaired when a project:124 

A. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 
characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance and 
that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the California Register of 
Historical Resources; or 

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that account 
for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources pursuant to Section 5020.1(k) of the 
Public Resources Code or its identification in a historical resources survey meeting the 
requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, unless the public agency 
reviewing the effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource 
is not historically or culturally significant; or 

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a historical 
resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the 
California Register of Historical Resources as determined by a lead agency for purposes of 
CEQA. 

                                                 
123  State CEQA Guidelines, 14 CCR Section 15064.5(b)(1). 
124  Ibid, Section 15064.5(b)(2). 
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The CEQA Guidelines further require a finding of significant impact when the alteration 
of the immediate surroundings of a resource would occur such that the significance of a 
historical resource would be materially impaired.  The Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
requires a finding of significant impact on historical resources if the project involves 
construction that reduces the integrity or significance of important resources on the site or in the 
vicinity.  Historic resources adjacent to a proposed project could be indirectly affected when it is 
isolated from its setting or the setting that contributes to the property’s historical character or 
significance is altered.   

A historic property may also be indirectly affected by a proposed project by the 
introduction of visual elements that are out of character with the property or alter its setting.  The 
guidance that defines these impacts is provided in the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect 
established by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (CFR 1992: 800.9 (b-2, and b-3), 
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.  Though CEQA does not provide 
specific guidance for the evaluation of indirect impacts to historic resources, the Criteria of 
Effect and Adverse Effect were utilized to determine the significance of indirect impacts to 
historic resources. 

(2)  Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

The Secretary of the Interior has promulgated Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (Standards).125  These Standards may be used by the United States Department of the 
Interior, National Park Service (NPS) and other federal, state, and local agencies in reviewing 
and approving work to be performed on historic buildings.  The Standards were written to “assist 
the long-term preservation of a property’s significance through the preservation of historic 
materials and features.  The Standards pertain to historic properties of all materials, construction 
types, sizes, and occupancy and encompass the exterior and interior of the buildings.  They also 
encompass related landscape features and the building’s site and environment, as well as 
attached, adjacent, or related new construction.”126

The Standards are designed to ensure that rehabilitation does not impair the significance 
of a historic property.  In most circumstances, the Standards are relevant in assessing whether 
there is a substantial adverse change under CEQA.  Section 15064.5b(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines states in part that “...  a project that follows the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, 

                                                 
125  The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic 

Buildings, U.S.  Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Preservation Assistance Division, 1990.  
Also see 36 CFR § 67.7. 

126  Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, page 5. 
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Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and 
Grimmer, shall be considered as mitigated to a level of less than a significant impact on the 
historic resource.” 

The definition of “rehabilitation” assumes that at least some repair or alteration of the 
historic building will be needed in order to provide for an efficient contemporary use; however, 
these repairs and alterations must not damage or destroy materials, features or finishes that are 
important in defining the building’s historic character.  The ten standards for rehabilitation are as 
follows: 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires 
minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial 
relationships. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved.  The removal 
of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces and spatial relationships 
that characterize a property will be avoided. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use.  
Changes that created a false sense of historical development, such as adding 
conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be 
undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right 
will be retained and preserved. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes and construction techniques or examples 
of craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced.  Where the 
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive historic feature, the 
new feature will match the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, 
materials.  Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary 
and physical evidence.   

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the 
gentlest means possible.  Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will 
not be used. 

8. Archaeological resources will be protected and preserved in place.  If such 
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken. 
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9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy 
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterized the 
property.  The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be 
compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale, and proportion, and 
mass to protect the integrity of the property and its environment. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in 
such a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 
the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

The Guidelines for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings were developed by the 
Department of the Interior’s National Park Service (NPS) to assist property owners in applying 
the general Standards listed above.  The Guidelines contain a specific hierarchy for decision-
making in assessing the rehabilitation of any historic property.  First, the significant materials 
and features of a building must be identified.  Then a method for their retention and preservation 
must be found.  If the physical condition of character-defining materials warrants additional 
work, repair is recommended.  If deterioration or damage precludes repair, then replacement can 
be considered. 

The introduction to the Guidelines states that: 

Some exterior and interior alterations to the historic building are generally needed to 
ensure its continued use, but it is most important that such alterations do not radically 
change, obscure, or destroy character-defining spaces, materials, features, or finishes.127

A technical brief, which describes how to identify the character-defining features of a 
historic building, notes: 

A complete understanding of any property may require documentary research about its 
style, construction, function, its furnishings or contents; knowledge about the 
evolutionary history of the building.  Even though buildings may be of historic, rather 
than architectural significance, it is their tangible elements that embody its significance 
for association with specific events or persons and it is those tangible elements both on 
the exterior and interior that should be preserved.128

                                                 
127  Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. 
128  Lee Nelson, Architectural Character:  Identifying the Visual Aspects of Historic Buildings as an Aid to 

Preserving Their Character, Preservation Brief 17, U.S.  Department of the Interior, Preservation Assistance 
Division, 1982, page 1. 
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In addition to the rehabilitation of character-defining features, the Standards and 
Guidelines also address alterations and additions to historic buildings, as well as retrofitting for 
health and safety requirements.  Some interior and exterior alterations to a historic building may 
be needed to ensure its continued use.  These modifications should not, however, obscure 
character-defining features of a property. 

(3)  City of Los Angeles Thresholds of Significance 

The following factors are set forth in the City of Los Angeles “L.A.  CEQA Thresholds 
Guide,” which states that a project would normally have a significant impact on historic 
resources if it would result in a substantial change in the significance of a historic resource.  A 
substantial adverse change in significance would occur if the project involves: 

• Demolition of a significant resource; 

• Relocation that does not maintain the integrity and (historical/architectural) 
significance of a significant resource; 

• Conversion, rehabilitation, or alteration of a significant resource which does not 
conform to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines 
for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings; or 

• Construction that reduces the integrity or significance of important resources on the 
site or in the vicinity. 

Based on these factors, a project would have a significant impact on historic resources, if: 

• The Project would demolish, destruct, or alter a historical resource such that the 
significance of the historical resource would be materially impaired; or 

• The Project would reduce the integrity or significance of important resources on the 
site or in the vicinity. 

c.  Project Impacts 

(1)  Proposed Project 

The proposed Project site includes the Civic Center Mall between Los Angeles’ City Hall 
and Grand Avenue; the streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. 
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Chavez Avenue; and five parcels located within the CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project area. 

The proposed Project consists of the following three components:  (1) the creation of a 
16-acre Civic Park, that would result in the renovation and expansion of the existing Civic 
Center Mall, and would connect City Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along 
Grand Avenue, between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, to attract and accommodate 
more pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels, referred to as Parcels Q, W-1, W-2, 
L, and M-2.  A Conceptual Plan for the Project, as shown in Figure 7 on page 121, has been 
formulated to represent a potential development scenario that depicts the basic intent of the 
Project.  While the precise mix and location of uses have not been definitively determined, the 
Conceptual Plan represents the most current development scenario under evaluation and 
consideration.  Provided in the following paragraphs are descriptions of the Project’s three 
components. 

The proposed Civic Park would be revitalized and activated through a new design that 
would be functional and accessible to the public.  The current Conceptual Plan for the Civic 
Park, shown in Figure 7 on page 121, maintains and expands upon the existing organization of 
space as three major areas: Grand Avenue to Hill Street; Hill Street to Broadway; and Broadway 
to Spring Street.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the westernmost, approximately 8-acre section is 
proposed to be utilized for cultural and entertainment uses.  The middle, approximately 4-acre 
section is proposed to be used as a garden space for smaller scale uses and the easternmost, 
approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be used for civic and community activities.  Surface 
parking on the easternmost area of the park would be removed and parking would be re-
established on the lower levels of the structures. 

As previously stated, the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program, as shown in Figure 8 on 
page 124, extends from Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to Fifth Street.  Under the proposed Project, the 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would redefine Grand Avenue as a great Los Angeles street.  
The goal of the Grand Avenue street improvements will be to create an urban thoroughfare 
through a key area of downtown Los Angeles.  These improvements are intended to foster an 
active pedestrian environment without compromise to the functional requirements of vehicular 
circulation.  Toward this end, sidewalks will be widened wherever feasible from Fifth Street 
north to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, and planting beds will be maximized in order to promote the 
growth of healthy and mature street trees.  These improvements are intended to facilitate and 
improve pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for sidewalk cafes, special 
events, and building entrances.  Other suggested improvements may include the installation of 
landscaping and landscape irrigation systems for new street trees, paving systems for sidewalks 
and adjoining plazas, streets, and curbs; banners, graphics, signage, etc; introduction of special 
improvements such as public art, water features, pavilions for private and public use, and kiosks; 
benches, chairs, and other seating systems; trash receptacles; drinking fountains; and water 
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fountains.  The existing mid-street openings along Grand Avenue would be examined with the 
intent of either replacing these spaces with planted medians, or providing additional roadway to 
compensate for widened sidewalks.  The proposed streetscape improvements are not intended to 
decrease existing vehicular capacity, and existing on-street parking will be maintained wherever 
feasible.   

As proposed, the Project has the potential to impact directly or indirectly a number of 
historic resources.  The following is a detailed impact analysis of the Project components as they 
relate to each of the properties assessed for historical significance.   

(a)  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 

The grouping of buildings, structures, objects, and sites that comprise the Civic Center 
appears eligible for California Register designation as a potential historic district.  For the 
purposes of CEQA, this collective entity is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA 
Guidelines.129   

Under the proposed Project, none of the contributing civic properties would be directly 
impacted.  In addition, indirect impacts are not anticipated if the final plans for the Civic Park 
and the Grand Avenue streetscape program are implemented in a manner that would be 
substantially consistent with the Conceptual Plan for these Project components.  However, 
indirect impacts may occur for those buildings that interface either the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program or the Civic Park if the final design for these two Project components is not in 
substantial compliance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan.  The streetscape improvements called 
for under the Project’s Conceptual Plan would not affect those qualities or characteristics that are 
important in identifying or associating the properties as contributing elements to a potential 
historic district comprised of governmental and cultural building united by plan and function 
within the Civic Center area of downtown Los Angeles. 

However, the Project would directly impact one contributing property, the Civic Center 
Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles).  The existing Civic Center Mall would be 
renovated and expanded under the proposed Project.  Much of the landscape and hardscape 
features would be removed or reconfigured to make the park a vital, active public space for the 
downtown community.   

The Civic Center Mall is historically important to the potential historical district as it is 
the Civic Center’s primary public gathering space and governmental center.  It is a key 
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component in downtown Los Angeles’ larger urban framework and open space network.  It was 
designed and developed to be surrounded by public buildings.  Its monumental size, shape, 
location, function and purpose, association, physical characteristics (hardscape and landscaping, 
and east-west axis set between public buildings), and its ownership were all key aspects of its 
integration as a formally designed landscaped park into the larger scheme of the master plan for 
the Civic Center area.   

As discussed in the detailed analysis of the park below, the extent of impacts to the park 
would be determined by the final design.  However, regardless of the final park design its basic 
size, shape, location, purpose and function  would remain unaffected.  Additionally, the Park’s 
spatial relationships with the public buildings surrounding would remain unchanged.  Overall, 
those physical qualities and historic characteristics that identify the Civic Center Mall as a 
contributor to the potential Los Angeles Civic Center historic district would be retained and 
would not be adversely changed or altered by the implementation of the proposed Project.  In 
fact, those qualities that define it as a public park and focal point of the Civic Center would be 
enhanced by the Project; making the interrelationship of contributing resources both historically 
and visually even stronger.  As significant impacts would not occur to the identified potential 
historic district, mitigation measures would not be required.   

(b)  Walt Disney Concert Hall 

The Walt Disney Concert Hall appears eligible for listing in the National Register and the 
California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Walt Disney Concert Hall is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.130    

Under the proposed Project the Walt Disney Concert Hall would not be directly or 
indirectly impacted.  No streetscape improvements are called for within the section of Grand 
Avenue that is located in front of the Walt Disney Concert Hall (i.e., west side of Grand 
Avenue).  The landscaping proposed for Parcels L, M-2 and Q would not physically, 
aesthetically, or visually impact the historic and cultural qualities of the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall that make it historically significant.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are required for this 
resource to implement the proposed Project.   

(c)  Music Center 

The Music Center appears eligible for individual listing in the National Register and the 
California Register.  It is also eligible for designation as a contributor to a potential State historic 
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district associated with the history of the Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Music 
Center is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.131   

Under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan, the Music Center would not be directly or 
indirectly impacted.  The exterior and interior of the Music Center campus would not be 
physically altered.  The existing landscaping at street level consists of original and replaced 
elements.  Project related streetscape improvements under the Conceptual Plan for the eastern 
perimeter of the Music Center, along the west side of Grand Avenue, would not physically harm 
those characteristics that justify the campus as eligible for federal or State designation.  Grand 
Avenue and portions of the immediate adjacent sidewalk do not constitute a significant resource 
and therefore, no direct impact would occur to the Music Center campus.  The streetscape 
proposed under the Conceptual Plan for Grand Avenue would not result in any indirect adverse 
impacts to the contributing elements of the Music Center since the existing trees would be 
replaced at similar intervals to the existing trees in a manner that would retain (and enhance) the 
sight line from the Music Center Plaza through the Civic Center Mall to City Hall.  Thus, the 
removal of historic fabric would not be required to implement the streetscape.  While less than 
significant impacts would result if the Conceptual Plan for the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program is implemented, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design for the 
streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the Music Center 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final streetscape 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(d)  Music Center Annex Building 

The Music Center Annex Building located at 601 West Temple Street (northwest corner 
of Grand Avenue and Temple Street) does not appear to be eligible for listing in the National 
Register or California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, this building is not considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.132  Mitigation measures for this building are 
not required. 

(e)  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 

The Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels appears eligible for listing in the National 
Register, California Register, and for local City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument 
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designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.133   

As with the Music Center, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels would not be directly 
impacted under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan as no work to the exterior or interior of 
the building is anticipated.  The streetscape improvements called for under the Conceptual Plan 
along the western perimeter line of the church, along Grand Avenue, would not visually obscure 
the building or those features of the building that deem it historically significant from the public 
right-of-way.  Thus, implementation of the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan 
would result in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could 
result if the final design for the streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those 
attributes of the building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists 
that the final streetscape design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is 
recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(f)  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 

The Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building does not appear to be eligible for 
individual listing in the National Register or California Register.  Because of its physical 
manifestation as part of the overall Civic Center master plan, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration building is considered a contributing property to a potential State eligible historic 
district.  For the purposes of CEQA, therefore, the building is considered a historic resource 
pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.134   

Under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
building would not be directly or indirectly impacted as no work would occur to the exterior or 
interior of the building.  Further, the landscaping called for south of the building within the 
proposed Civic Park, under the Conceptual Plan, would not physically or visually impact those 
features of the building that qualify it as a contributor to a potential Civic Center Historic 
District. 

The streetscape planned along Grand Avenue, under the Conceptual Plan, would not 
adversely impact those characteristics that help convey the building’s historical significance as a 
contributing property to a potential historic district.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park and 
the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less than significant 
impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design for the Civic 
Park and the streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the 
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building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final 
Civic Park and streetscape design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is 
recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(g)  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles) 

The Civic Center Mall (dedicated as El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles) though 
ineligible for individual listing in the National Register, is eligible for individual listing in the 
California Register because it physically displays exceptional mid-century Modern precepts in its 
design, style, materials, workmanship, circulation systems, hardscape and softscape features, and 
spatial relationships.  As previously discussed, it is also considered a contributing property to a 
potentially eligible California Register historic district comprised of a collective grouping of 
buildings, structures, sites, and objects united by plan and function within the Civic Center area.  
For the purposes of CEQA, the Civic Center Mall is considered a historic resource pursuant to 
the CEQA Guidelines.135   Those features that convey the park’s historical significance include 
its overall size and scale, location, function and purpose, materials, design, landscaping, 
workmanship, and east-west axis set between public buildings on either side.  Architecturally 
specifically, the mid-century Modern style water features (fountain and adjoining pools), 
concrete benches, pink granite clad planter boxes, pink granite retaining walls, pedestrian 
circulation system (concrete walkways and open spaces), pole type light fixtures, pole type 
outdoor “hi-fi” system, enclosed elevator shaft structures in the center of the park, the circular 
shaped vehicular ramps leading to the underground parking garage from Hill Street, and the 
granite faced stairs and spiral shaped parking lot ramps off Grand Avenue are all features that 
contribute to the modernistic design of the Civic Center Mall and reflect the design philosophy 
and trends of the Modern era.   

The Project according to the Conceptual Plan includes a Great Lawn and a Grand Terrace 
in the westernmost section of the proposed Civic Mall.  Under the Conceptual Plan, most of the 
existing trees and shrubs would be removed or relocated for the construction of a new lawn, 
garden, and plaza spaces.  New restrooms would be constructed, and under the Conceptual Plan, 
pavilions would also be constructed.  The proposed design would also provide new stepped 
terraces from the Grand Avenue plaza down (east) to the current level of the garage escalators.  
Also under the Conceptual Plan, new enclosures for the existing escalators, which connect the 
park to the garage below, would be erected and the existing escalators kept in operation as 
continuously as possible during Project-related construction work.  While the mid-century 
Modern style fountain, under the Conceptual Plan, may be relocated within the Civic Park, the 
concrete pools below it could not be retained and relocated since they were cast in-place.  
However, there is a potential that the pools may be recreated at the location where the fountain 

                                                 
135  Ibid. 



IV.D.  Historical Resources  

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 472 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

would be relocated.  While the fountain may be relocated and the pools recreated, using the 
recommended approaches outlined in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, 
thereby precluding a significant impact, the existing spiral entry and exit ramps that lead to the 
underground parking structure from both Grand Avenue and Hill Street would be redesigned 
under the Conceptual Plan.  In addition, the final park design may or may not include the 
retention or relocation of the balance of the character-defining features that are currently located 
within the Civic Center Mall.  Also under the Conceptual Plan the existing commemorative 
monuments and statues would be retained, relocated, and incorporated into the new park space.  
While an important physical component of the Civic Center Mall, all of the public art contained 
therein lacks historical importance as it was all installed since the initial development of the 
Civic Center and were not planned or installed as part of the overall mid-century Modern style 
layout of the park.  The parking structure below this area, under the Conceptual Plan, would be 
retained and would remain open, to the extent feasible, during construction of the new Civic 
Park. 

In developing the final design for the Civic Park the disposition of the Civic Center 
Mall’s character-defining features would need to be considered and planned.  Depending on the 
final park design, a range of potential direct and/or indirect impacts to these features may result.  
The level of impacts would depend on the importance of the feature being affected and how it is 
being affected.  Based on the level of detail available within the Conceptual Plan, the only 
character-defining features that would be removed are the circular shaped parking garage ramps 
along Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  No decisions have been made at this time as to whether 
any of the Civic Center Mall’s other character-defining features are to be retained in place, 
removed, or relocated in the park.  Regardless of which option is selected, the final park design 
would be reviewed for consistency with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

As currently proposed, the removal of the circular shaped parking garage ramps at the 
east and west ends of the park would not pose a significant adverse change in the significance of 
this historic resource.  There would still be enough physical characteristics of the resource that 
would help convey collectively its historical significance as a mid-century Modern designed 
public space even with the ramps removed.   

For a substantial adverse change to occur the majority of the park’s character-defining 
features would need to be removed or substantially physically altered.  Significant impacts would 
result if the following occurs to any of the four key features listed: (1) the water feature (both the 
fountain and pools) no longer serves as a focal point for the park; (2) many of the pink granite 
clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused 
in-place or within the reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the 
civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many 
of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like 
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canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water 
feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter boxes.  Additionally, the Standards should be 
utilized to ensure that rehabilitation work to the park does not impair those qualities and historic 
characteristics of these four key character-defining features that convey the property’s 
significance and qualify it for California Register listing.  If the character-defining features noted 
above were retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in 
this analysis, then potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation measures 
would not be required. 

Along with the removal of the parking lot ramps off Grand Avenue and Hill Street, the 
following character-defining features may be removed since their removal would not diminish 
the integrity of the resource in terms of its eligibility as an individual resource: (1) the mature 
landscaping (since the new park design would also include notable and compatible landscaped 
areas), (2) the existing walkways (since the new park would also include walkways to facilitate 
movement through the park), and (3) the granite stairs off Grand Avenue. 

The demolition and recordation of historic resources under CEQA are not considered 
acceptable treatment approaches as recordation does not address the adverse change resulting 
from the demolition of the physical characteristics that justify the inclusion of the resource in the 
California Register, National Register, and local register.  However, mitigation measures for 
such actions are still required though they would not reduce the impact to a less than significant 
level.   

As for the relocation of a historic resource, the State Historical Resources Commission 
encourages the retention of historical resources in place.  However, it is recognized that moving 
a historic building, structure, or object is sometimes necessary to prevent its destruction.  
Therefore, a moved building, structure, or object that is otherwise eligible for State designation 
may be listed in the California Register if it is moved to prevent its demolition at its former 
location and if the new location is compatible with the original character and use of the historic 
resource.  A historic resource should retain its historic features and compatibility in orientation, 
setting, and general environment upon relocation.  As such, potential impacts would be reduced 
to a less than significant level with the implementation of the required mitigation measures. 

In summary, and to provide the most conservative of conclusions, implementation of the 
Civic Park would result in the removal of many of the Civic Center Mall’s character-defining 
features.  The removal of those four key features outlined above would materially alter those 
physical characteristics of the site that convey its historical significance as a well-designed mid-
century Modern public park and account for its inclusion in the California Register as an 
individual resource.  As significant impacts would occur, mitigation measures would be required, 
though they would not reduce the impact to a less than significant level.  However, should the 
final design include selective retention and reuse of all four of the character-defining features, as 
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identified herein, a manner consistent with the Standards, then significant impacts would not 
occur and mitigation measures would not be required. 

(h)  Hall of Records 

The Hall of Records building appears ineligible for individual listing in the National 
Register, due to a lack of exceptional significance.  It does, however, appear individually eligible 
for California Register listing because of its architectural significance.  The Hall of Records 
building also appears eligible for the California Register as a contributing property to a potential 
historic district associated with the development of the Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA, 
the Hall of Records is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.136   

Under the proposed Project, the Hall of Records building would not be directly impacted.  
No work is called for with regard to either the exterior or interior of the building.  However, the 
plaza area just south of the Hall of Records, called the Court of Flags, may be developed into a 
new garden-oriented space.  Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the new 
Civic Park would require the demolition of most of the existing surface features.  The stairs to 
Broadway would be rebuilt, and various elements of the existing Civic Center Mall including the 
flagpoles and plaques would be relocated elsewhere within the area.  The existing vehicular 
access to the garage would be maintained, as would the elevators.  The central area of this 
section of the Civic Park would be landscaped with trees and shrubs flanking the green space to 
the north and south.  According to the Conceptual Plan, small, multi-use pavilions would also be 
incorporated into this area, along with smaller pavilions that could host food and drink 
concessions.  As such, the work proposed would not materially or visually impair those qualities 
that make the Hall of Records building historically significant and eligible for state designation 
as an individual landmark and contributor to a potential historic district.  Hence, if the 
Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park is implemented, mitigation measures for this structure are not 
required.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less 
than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design 
for the Civic Park was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the building upon which 
its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park design could 
result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 

(i)  Court of Flags 

The Court of Flags area does not appear to be eligible for National Register and 
California Register listing as an individual landmark.  Its historical associations, location, and 
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spatial relationship with the adjacent public buildings and Civic Center Mall to the west helps to 
define it as a contributing property to the potential Civic Center Historic District eligible for 
California Register designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Court of Flags is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.137   

Based on the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park, the Court of Flags would be used as a 
new garden-oriented space.  The preliminary Conceptual Plan for this area would maintain the 
Metro Red Line plaza and entrances, currently located on the west end of the Court of Flags, in 
their existing locations.  Possible changes to the transit plaza would be implemented without 
disruption to operations.  Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic 
Park would require the demolition of most of the existing surface features.  The subterranean 
parking garage would be repaired and remain in place, and a new multi-use pavilion that could 
be located in the southeast corner of this section of the park would contain elevators to the 
restored subterranean parking garage.  Smaller pavilions could also be incorporated in the area 
that could host food and drink concessions.  The stairs to Broadway would be rebuilt, and 
various elements of the existing Civic Center Mall including the flagpoles and plaques would be 
relocated elsewhere within the area.  The existing vehicular access to the garage would be 
maintained, as would the elevators.  The existing Court of Flags spatial relationship with the 
surrounding civic buildings and Civic Center Mall to the west, as well as its physical location, 
and historic association with the overall development of the Civic Center would not be adversely 
affected by the implementation of the proposed Project.  Those historic qualities would be 
retained, if not enhanced, with the work called for under the Project.  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this site are not required.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per the 
Conceptual Plan would result in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially significant 
impacts could result if the final design for the Civic Park was to disrupt indirectly or directly 
those attributes of the Court of Flags upon which its eligibility determination as a contributing 
element to a potential historic district is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(j)  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 

The Criminal Justice Center is not eligible for National Register or California Register 
designation as an individual landmark.  It is, however, considered a contributor to a potential 
California Register eligible historic district comprised of civic buildings, structures, objects, and 
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sites associated with the development of the Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA, this 
property is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.138

Under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan, the open space south of the Criminal 
Justice Center would be used for civic and community activities.  Development of this area 
would require the removal and relocation of the existing surface parking lot for the construction 
of a large paved plaza with landscaping at its north and south sides.  The Conceptual Plan for this 
section of the Civic Park would also incorporate small, multi-use pavilions into the proposed 
facilities for use by festivals and civic event programming.   

No work is proposed for the Criminal Justice Center building.  Thus, the building would 
not be directly or indirectly impacted by the implementation of the Project’s Conceptual Plan 
within the adjacent plaza area.  Those qualities that contribute to the building’s inclusion in a 
potential Civic Center Historic District would not be materially or physically altered.  Therefore, 
mitigation measures for this building are not required to implement the proposed Project’s 
Conceptual Plan.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per the Conceptual Plan would result 
in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the 
final design for the Civic Park was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the building 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(k)  Los Angeles City Hall 

The Los Angeles City Hall is eligible for listing on the National Register by formal 
determination and is therefore listed on the California Register.  It is also a designated local City 
of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Los Angeles City 
Hall is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.139   

Under the proposed Project, City Hall would not be directly or indirectly impacted as no 
alterations or modifications to the building are anticipated under the proposed Project’s 
Conceptual Plan.  As the easternmost section of the Civic Park is located along the west side of 
Spring Street, across the street from City Hall, Project improvements  would be implemented that 
could potentially impact City Hall.  Notwithstanding, the landscaping proposed for the 
easternmost section of the Civic Park under the Conceptual Plan would not physically, 
aesthetically, or visually impact any of those qualities or characteristics that make the building 
historically significant.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are required for this property to 
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implement the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per 
the Conceptual Plan would result in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially 
significant impacts could result if the final design for the Civic Park was to disrupt directly or 
indirectly those attributes of the building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As 
the potential exists that the final Civic Park design could result in a significant impact, a 
mitigation measure is recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(l)  Parking Lot, 227 North Spring Street (APN 5161-005-BRK, Lot 9) 

The parking lot located at 227 North Spring Street does not appear to be eligible for 
listing in the National Register or the California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, this site is 
not considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.140  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this property are not required. 

(m)  Vacant Lot, 217 West First Street (APN 5161-005-BRK, Lot 10) 

The vacant lot located at 217 West First Street does not appear to be eligible for listing in 
the National Register or California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, this site is not 
considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.141  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this property are not required. 

(n)  Los Angeles County Law Library 

The Los Angeles County Law Library does not appear eligible for individual listing in 
the National Register or California Register due to its lack of sufficient historical and 
architectural importance.  As discussed earlier, it does appear eligible for California Register 
designation as a contributing property to a potential historic district associated with the overall 
physical and architectural development of the Civic Center area.  For the purposes of CEQA, 
therefore, the Law Library building is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA 
Guidelines.142   

As with the Hall of Records, the area just north of the County Law Library, called the 
Court of Flags, under the Conceptual Plan would be remodeled and used as a new garden-
oriented space.  Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic Park would 
require the demolition of most of the existing surface features.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the 
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stairs to Broadway would be rebuilt, and various elements of the existing Civic Center Mall 
including the flagpoles and plaques would be relocated elsewhere within the area.  The existing 
vehicular access to the garage would be maintained, as would the elevators.  Under the proposed 
Project, no work is called for with regard to the Law Library building. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, the work called for in the park’s open space area would not 
directly or indirectly impact those character-defining features of the Law Library that account for 
its inclusion as a contributing property in a potential California Register eligible historic district 
comprised of governmental and cultural buildings.  Thus, mitigation measures are not required 
for this property with implementation of the Civic Park per the Conceptual Plan and a less than 
significant impact would result.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final 
design for the Civic Park was to disrupt indirectly or directly those attributes of the building 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

(o)  Los Angeles County/Stanley Mosk Courthouse 

The Los Angeles County Courthouse does not appear eligible for individual listing in the 
National Register or the California Register.  It has, however, been identified as a contributing 
property to a potential California Register eligible historic district composed of government and 
cultural facilities united together by plan and function.  For the purposes of CEQA, the County 
Courthouse building is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.143   

As with the Hall of Administration, the County Courthouse building under the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan would not be directly or indirectly impacted by the Project.  The Courthouse 
would not be removed or modified as part of the Project.  The design of the new Civic Park 
landscape and hardscape features, under the Conceptual Plan, along the north elevation of the 
Courthouse building as well as the proposed landscaping along Grand Avenue would not 
materially or visually alter those characteristic qualities that define the property as part of a 
potential Civic Center Historic District.  Additionally, the proposed development of Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2 would not directly or indirectly impact the historic significance of the potential 
Civic Center historic district or the County Courthouse building, which is a contributor to this 
district.   

Since impacts to this building would not occur with the implementation of the 
Conceptual Plan for the Project, mitigation measures are not required.  Thus, implementation of 
the Civic Park and the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less 

                                                 
143  Ibid. 



IV.D.  Historical Resources  

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 479 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design 
for the Civic Park and the streetscape program was to disrupt indirectly or directly those 
attributes of the building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists 
that the final Civic Park and streetscape design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation 
measure is recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

Currently, the north elevation is landscaped, as part of the existing El Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles park, with a variety of trees and shrubs that stagger in height and 
width.  The assortment of mature plantings in this area does not obscure the building’s modern 
architecture, but rather breaks up the solid massing of its form.  The new landscape and 
hardscape features along the building’s north elevation should be such that it visually accents and 
balances with the building’s spare and functional façade.  Since possible indirect impacts may 
occur to the property, mitigation measures are required. 

(p)  Parking Facilities (Parcels Q, W-1 and W-2)  

The parking facilities located within Parcels Q, W-1, and W-2 do not appear eligible for 
listing in the National Register or California Register.  Since these facilities are County-owned, 
local City designations would not be applicable.  For the purposes of CEQA, these sites are not 
considered historic resources pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.144  Therefore, mitigation 
measures are not required for these properties. 

(q)  Colburn School of Performing Arts 

As discussed earlier, the Colburn School of Performing Arts building does not appear to 
be eligible for federal, state, or local designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, this property is not 
considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.145  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this building are not required. 

(r)  Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) 

Currently, the Museum of Contemporary Art does not appear to be eligible for federal, 
State, or local designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, this property is not considered a historic 
resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.146  Therefore, mitigation measures for this building 
are not required. 

                                                 
144  Ibid. 
145  Ibid. 
146  Ibid. 
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(s)  Parking Lots (Parcels L and M-2) 

The parking lots located on Parcels L and M-2 do not appear to be eligible for listing in 
the National Register, California Register, and for local City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monument designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, these sites are not considered historic 
resources pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.147  Therefore, mitigation measures for the parking 
facilities that are currently located on these parcels are not required. 

(t)  Southern California Edison Building (One Bunker Hill) 

The Art Deco designed Southern California Edison building has been formally assessed 
for historical significance on a number of occasions.  The property is eligible for National 
Register and California Register listing.  It is a designated City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monument.  For the purposes of CEQA, this property is considered a historic resource pursuant 
to the CEQA Guidelines.148   

Under the Project’s Conceptual Plan, the Edison building would not be directly or 
indirectly impacted by the implementation of the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program.  With the 
varying height, width, and density of the proposed landscaping along the building’s east 
elevation along Grand Avenue the property would not be visually obscured from the public 
rights-of-way either from Grand Avenue or Fifth Street.  Those qualities that contribute to the 
historic character and significance of the building would be retained and unaffected.  Since there 
will be no direct or indirect impacts to this property mitigation measures are not required.  Thus, 
implementation of the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less 
than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design 
for the streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the building 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final streetscape 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Cumulative impacts on historic resources evaluate whether impacts of the proposed 
Project and the related projects, when taken as a whole, substantially affect historical resources.  
Downtown Los Angeles has a large number of properties that are listed in the National Register 
or California Register, or resources that are potentially eligible for listing.  Therefore, the 
                                                 
147  Ibid. 
148  Ibid. 
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development of one or more related projects in the downtown area has the potential to affect 
listed or eligible resources.  Each of the related projects having the potential to impact historical 
resources would be subject to CEQA review and it is anticipated that any potential impacts on 
historical resources would be addressed and reduced to less than significant levels through the 
CEQA process.  However, CEQA also provides for a statement of overriding considerations, 
which may allow an unavoidable and significant impact on historical resources from one or more 
of the related projects.  As such, it is conservatively concluded that one or more of the related 
projects could result in a potentially significant impact on historical resources.  In addition, the 
Project would result in potentially significant impact with regard to the Civic Center Mall as a 
contributor to the potential Civic Center historic district and would incrementally contribute to 
the extent of any significant impacts generated by related projects.  Therefore, the Project and 
related projects have the potential to cause a significant cumulative impact on historical 
resources.   

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The following mitigation measures are required to ensure that many of those potential 
adverse impacts identified with regard to historic resources would be reduced to a level of less 
than significant.  Mitigation measures are also required for resources proposed for demolition 
since they would not eliminate the significant impact associated with the loss of a historic 
resource. 

Mitigation Measure D-1:  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District.  Prior 
to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the potential Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following measures: 

Grand Avenue Streetscape Program Design Features.  If the Streetscape 
Program is implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in the 
Project’s Conceptual Plan, then the following mitigation measure is not 
required since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
then the landscape and hardscape features proposed as part of the Grand 
Avenue Streetscape Program shall respect the linear qualities of the street and 
sidewalks in respect to the adjacent historic resource.  Such landscape 
treatments shall be unified and planted in a manner as to not obscure the sight 
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lines to the facades of those properties identified as contributors to the 
potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District from the public right-of-
ways.  The design of the Project’s streetscape improvements shall consider 
their height, width, and spatial placement and include a program of selective 
pruning of trees to retain sight lines on a regular basis.   

Mitigation Measure D-2: Music Center.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are implemented in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined 
by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
then prior to the start of each construction phase, the entity responsible for 
implementing the Project’s streetscape program under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Music Center are reduced 
to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure:   

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the streetscape improvements does 
not materially alter the Music Center’s potential historic significance.  This 
evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-3:  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are 
implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements not be implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then prior to the start of each 
construction phase, the entity responsible for implementing the Project’s 
streetscape program under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the 
Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels church are reduced to 
the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 
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Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the streetscape improvements does 
not materially alter the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels’ potential historic 
significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-4:  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park and the Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements are in substantial conformance to that set 
forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since 
such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Civic Park and the streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program,  under the 
applicable agreements, shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and 
approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration as a contributing property to the potentially eligible 
Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park and the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified 
architectural historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final designs for the Civic Park and 
streetscape improvements do not materially alter the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-5:  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los 
Angeles).  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties 
for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Civic Center Mall for listing in the California 
Register is reduced to the maximum extent practicable.  However, in the event 
that any one or more of the following occurs: (1) the water feature (both the 
fountain and pools) no longer serves as a  focal point for the park; (2) many of 
the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete 
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benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park 
preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the 
existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of 
the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with 
saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or 
integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter 
boxes, then the Standards shall be  utilized to ensure that rehabilitation work 
to the four character-defining features of the park referenced in this Mitigation 
Measure D-5 does not impair the historic characteristics that convey the Civic 
Center Mall’s historical significance as an individual resource and as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District.  If such compliance with such Standards cannot be achieved, 
then the following measures shall apply to the applicable character-defining 
features identified in this Measure:  

Recordation.  Prior to the issuance of a demolition permit for the Civic 
Center Mall and its associated features, a Historic American Building Survey 
(HABS) Level II-like recordation document shall be prepared for the Civic 
Center Mall.  This document shall be prepared by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History.  The HABS-like document shall record the existing landscape and 
hardscape features of the Civic Center Mall, including the four character-
defining features identified in this measure.  The report shall also document 
the history and architectural significance of the property and its contextual 
relationship with the surrounding civic buildings and environment.  Its 
physical composition and condition, both historic and current, should also be 
noted in the document through the use of site plans, historic maps and 
photographs, and large-format photographs, newspaper articles, and written 
text.  A sufficient number of large-format photographs shall be taken of the 
resource to visually capture its historical and architectural significance 
through general views and detail shots.  Field photographs (35mm or digital 
format) may also be included in the recordation package.  All document 
components and photographs should be completed in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and 
Engineering Documentation.  Archival copies of the report, including the 
original photographs, shall be submitted to the California Office of Historic 
Preservation and the Huntington Library.  Non-archival copies of the report 
and photographs shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles, the City of 
Los Angeles Planning Division, the Los Angeles Public Library (Main 
Branch), and the Los Angeles Conservancy Modern Committee.  

Salvage and Reuse of Key Park Features.  Prior to the removal of the four 
character-defining features identified in this Measure, an inventory of 
significant landscape and hardscape elements shall be made by a qualified 
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preservation consultant and landscape architect.  Where feasible, these 
materials and elements shall be itemized, mapped, photographed, salvaged, 
and incorporated into the new design of the park, wherever possible.  To the 
extent salvageable materials cannot be reused on-site, they shall be disposed 
of in accordance with applicable county surplus procedures. 

Mitigation Measure D-6:  Hall of Records.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
final design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Hall of Records building as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Hall of Records’ 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  

Mitigation Measure D-7:  Court of Flags.  No mitigation measures are required if the 
final design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Court of Flags as a contributing 
property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 
are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 
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Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Court of Flags’ 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-8:  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center.  No 
mitigation measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in 
substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as 
determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary 
of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  
However, should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start 
of each construction phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the 
Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential 
eligibility of the Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Clara Shortridge 
Foltz Criminal Justice Center’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation 
shall be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

Mitigation Measure D-9:  Los Angeles City Hall.  No mitigation measures are required 
if the final design for the Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set 
forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since 
such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Civic Park not be implemented in substantial conformance with 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to those historic characteristics that make the Los Angeles 
City Hall building historically significant as a designated resource and as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
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Historic District, are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the historic significance 
of the Los Angeles City Hall.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  

Mitigation Measure D-10:  Los Angeles County Law Library.  No mitigation 
measures are required if the final design for the Civic Park is in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined 
by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park not be implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, prior to the start of each 
construction phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic 
Park under the applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for 
review and approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the 
potentially eligible Los Angeles County Law Library as a contributing 
property to the Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the 
maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Los Angeles County 
Law Library’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 

Mitigation Measure D-11:  Los Angeles County Courthouse.  No mitigation measures 
are required if the final design for the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements are in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Civic Park and the streetscape improvements not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan prior to the start 
of each construction phase, the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
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submit plans to the Authority,  for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Los Angeles County Courthouse as a 
contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure is required: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park and the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified 
architectural historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the proposed final designs for the Civic 
Park and streetscape improvements do not materially alter the Los Angeles 
County Courthouse’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 

Mitigation Measure D-12:  Southern California Edison (One Bunker Hill).  No 
mitigation measures are required if the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements are implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in 
the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan 
is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of 
Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are not implemented in substantial 
conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority,  for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the historic characteristics that convey the Southern California 
Edison building’s (One Bunker Hill) significance are reduced to the maximum 
extent practicable through implementation of the following mitigation 
measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the proposed streetscape 
improvements does not materially alter the Southern California Edison (One 
Bunker Hill) building’s historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   
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6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Under CEQA, implementation of the recommended mitigation measures would reduce all 
of the identified significant impacts to a less than significant level, with the exception of one that 
is connected directly with the Civic Center Mall.  The actual extent of the significant impacts to 
the park itself is dependent upon the Civic Park’s final design.  Significant impacts to the park 
would result if one or more the following occurs: (1) the water feature (both the fountain and 
pools) no longer serves as a focal point for the park; (2) many of the pink granite clad planters, 
pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or 
within the reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; 
(3) the existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light 
poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not 
retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, 
retaining walls, and planter boxes.  Additionally, the Standards should be utilized to ensure that 
the rehabilitation work to the park does not impair those qualities and historic characteristics of 
these four key character-defining features that convey the park’s significance and qualify it for 
potential California Register listing.  If the character-defining features noted above were retained 
and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in this analysis, then 
potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation measures would not be 
required.   

However, if the current Civic Park Conceptual Plan is fully implemented in a way that 
does not retain and reuse the character-defining features noted above in a manner consistent with 
the Standards, the recommended mitigation measures are required though they would not reduce 
the impact to this resource to a less than significant level.  Nonetheless, such mitigation measures 
are important to ensure that important information regarding this resource’s contribution to the 
history of the City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, and the southern California region 
are retained. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
E.  POPULATION, HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This Section of the Draft EIR addresses the Project’s impacts on the population and 
housing growth within the Project’s immediate area (i.e., the census tract within which the 
Project site is located), within a Local Area, (the City of Los Angeles Central City Community 
Plan area), and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), City of Los 
Angeles Subregion.  The analysis also addresses the Project’s population, housing and 
employment impacts in relation to adopted growth forecasts (i.e., SCAG’s Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP)).  The analysis also addresses the Project’s impacts on the 
relationship between total jobs and housing in the Local Area and the Subregion as an indicator 
of potential Project effects on policies intended to improve the efficiency of accessibility within 
the region and reduce vehicle miles traveled.  The analysis is related to, and shares information 
with that presented in Section IV.A, Land Use.  As an example, the Land Use analysis provides a 
comprehensive evaluation of the Project’s consistency with applicable land use policies and 
regulations, as well as the compatibility of the Project with the surrounding uses in the area, with 
regard to the arrangement of uses, densities, etc. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

(1)  Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 

SCAG is the region’s federally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO), 
and was formed for the purpose of developing consensus and coordination relating to regional 
issues that cross jurisdictional boundaries.  The SCAG Region is comprised of six counties: Los 
Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura and Imperial. SCAG is responsible for, 
among other things, preparing the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) and the 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  The RTP contains a set of socioeconomic projections that 
are used as the basis for SCAG’s transportation planning.  They include projections of total 
population, households, and employment at the regional, county, subregional, and jurisdictional 
levels.  SCAG’s 2004 RTP population and household forecasts, the latest available forecasts, are 
used as the basis for the analysis contained in this section of the Draft EIR. SCAG also adopted 
its regional growth vision, the Compass Vision Report, in 2004.  It includes a technical analysis 
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of growth options as well as human evaluation including a wide range of public outreach efforts 
and stakeholder involvement. The goal of the Compass project is to examine ways that the 
current growth trends in the Region can be directed to a sustainable, livable future. 

(a)  Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) 

SCAG prepared the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) in conjunction 
with its constituent members and other regional planning agencies.  Adopted in May 1995, and 
updated in March 1996, the RCPG is intended to serve as a framework to guide decision-making 
with respect to the growth and changes that can be anticipated by the year 2015 and beyond.  The 
RCPG provides a general view of various regional plans.  At the regional level, the goals, 
objectives and policies in the RCPG are relevant yardsticks for measuring consistency with 
adopted plans.  However, the authority and responsibility for land use and other critical planning 
decisions rest with individual city and county governments.  Accordingly, the RCPG proposes a 
strategy for local governments to use, voluntarily, to address issues related to future growth and 
to provide a means for assessing the potential impacts of projects within the context of the 
region. 

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the RCPG addresses issues related to 
growth and land use in the SCAG Region and describes guiding principles for development that 
support the overall goals of the RCPG. 

The Housing Chapter of the RCPG, adopted September 1994, is not mandated and does 
not establish any requirements for local governments.  However, SCAG is responsible for 
assisting cities and counties in fulfilling their statutory obligations to prepare and regularly 
update the Housing Elements of their respective General Plans.  The Housing Chapter of the 
RCPG is intended to provide the broad picture of housing issues affecting the region and to assist 
local governments in meeting this requirement.  By providing a regional framework for local 
housing strategies that are responsive to market area needs and state mandates, the Housing 
Chapter is a guide for coordinating local housing development strategies within Southern 
California.  It also includes a set of goals associated with increasing the supply of housing in the 
Region, particularly housing that is affordable to low- and moderate-income households.  No 
formal policies are provided in this component of the RCPG.. 

(b)  Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 

DESTINATION 2030 is the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the six county 
Region. SCAG’s Regional Council adopted the RTP in April 2004.  SCAG is required to 
develop, maintain and update the RTP on a three year cycle. The RTP is focused on improving 
the balance between land use and transportation systems, and it contains policies to guide future 
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regional decisions.  The most current SCAG population, housing, and employment forecasts are 
the adopted 2004 RTP Regionwide, subregion, and County forecasts for the years 2005, 2010, 
2015, 2020, and 2025. Growth projections for the year 2030 are also set forth in the 2004 RTP 
with the assumption that existing land use policies will be continued throughout this time.  

(c)  Compass Vision Report 

The Compass Vision Report outlines a future for the region that includes the creation of 
sustainable communities based on mobility, livability, prosperity, and sustainability.  The 
Compass Vision is implemented by SCAG through its “2% Strategy.” The 2% Strategy focuses 
on mixed-use infill and redevelopment in strategic locations that are near existing and proposed 
transit within the region.  The Compass Vision Report contains “Regional Growth Principles” 
that are proposed to provide a framework for local and regional decision making. 

(d)  Listing of SCAG Policies 

A detailed listing of SCAG policies pertaining to population and housing is provided in 
Table 10 on page 199 in Section IV.A, Land Use.  Table 10 includes RCPG policies, RTP 
Policies, and Compass Vision Report-Growth Visioning Principles.  It also compares the Project 
features to the development anticipated in the policies, and evaluates Project consistency with the 
Policies and Visioning Principles.     

(2)  City of Los Angeles

(a)  Citywide General Plan Framework  

The Citywide General Plan Framework, an element of the City of Los Angeles General 
Plan and General Plan System, was approved in December 1996 and readopted in August 2001.  
The Framework sets forth a citywide, comprehensive, long-range growth strategy and defines 
citywide policies regarding land use, housing, urban form, neighborhood design, open space, 
economic development, transportation, infrastructure, and public services.  The Housing Chapter 
of the Framework elaborates on the City’s adopted Housing Element to ensure the provision of 
housing for the City’s existing and future residents.  A detailed listing of General Plan 
Framework policies that are applicable to the Project is provided in Table 5 on page 175 in 
Section IV.A, Land Use.  Table 5 also compares the Project features to the development 
anticipated in the policies, and evaluates Project consistency with the policies. 
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(b)  General Plan Housing Element.   

According to the 2002 Housing Element of the Los Angeles General Plan, the City’s 
overall housing goal is to create a city of livable and sustainable neighborhoods with a range of 
housing types and costs in mutual proximity to jobs, infrastructure and services.  Within this 
context, the City has established specific goals which provide the basis for addressing its housing 
needs.114 The goals of the Housing Element include:  (1) the availability of an adequate supply of 
ownership and rental housing affordable to people of all income levels, races, ages, and suitable 
for all needs; (2) to preserve, stabilize, and enhance livability/sustainability in all neighborhoods 
throughout the City, and maintain the quality of life in all residential areas; (3) the availability of 
equal housing opportunities for all without discrimination; and (4) the provision of incentives 
and the reduction of constraints with regard to the production and preservation of all housing. 

A detailed listing of policies in the City’s General Plan Housing Element that are 
applicable to the Project is provided in Table 49, which starts on page 503.  Table 49 also 
compares the Project features to the development anticipated in the policies, and evaluates 
Project consistency with the policies and visioning principles. 

(c)  Central City Community Plan 

In the City of Los Angeles, 35 Community Plans comprise the Land Use Element of the 
General Plan.  As such, the Community Plans are intended to provide an official guide for future 
development and propose approximate locations and dimensions for land use.  The proposed 
Project is located within the boundaries of the Central City Community Plan (Plan), which was 
adopted January 8, 2003.  The Plan’s purpose is to promote, “… an arrangement of land use, 
infrastructure, and services intended to enhance the economic, social, and physical health, safety, 
welfare, and convenience of the people who live, work and invest in the community.”  Land uses 
in the Plan area are primarily dedicated to governmental, financial, and industrial uses, and 
therefore, this area has a smaller residential population than might be expected as compared to 
the rest of the City.  Nevertheless, the number of dwelling units is increasing due to new 
development as well as the conversion of existing vacant and industrial buildings to residential 
uses.  A detailed listing of Plan policies that are applicable to the Project is provided in Table 6 
on page 180, in Section IV.A, Land Use.  Table 5 also compares the Project features to the 
development anticipated in the policies, and evaluates Project consistency with the Policies.  

                                                 
114  Housing Element, City of Los Angeles General Plan.  Adopted December 18, 2001. 
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b.  Existing Conditions 

(1)  Population and Housing Characteristics 

The Project site is located within the Central City Community Plan (“Community Plan”) 
Area of the City of Los Angeles; and at a more localized area within Census Tract 207500.  The 
City of Los Angeles has compiled existing condition information for population and housing, 
based upon Census data, and City estimating procedures.  Table 42 on page 495, provides an 
overview of the population and household totals for 2000 and 2004.  As indicated, in 2004, 
approximately 27,088 people lived within the Central City Community Plan area, approximately 
0.6 % of the City’s total population.  Of the 27,088 persons, approximately 3,812 persons or 
approximately 14% lived within Census Tract 207500.  In addition, there were approximately 
12,000 households in the Community Plan area, or approximately 0.9 % of the City total. 

Table 43 on page 496 provides demographic data on the existing population.  As 
indicated in Table 43, the Community Plan Area has a diverse mix of ages, educational 
attainment, and ethnicities.  Similar to the City of Los Angeles, ages 15 to 64 are the highest 
percentage of the population.  The Community Plan Area’s lowest percentage is the 14 and under 
age cohort whereas, 65 and older is the lowest age cohort in the City of Los Angeles.  This 
difference indicates a fewer number of families within the Community Plan area in comparison 
to the percentage within the City of Los Angeles.  In terms of education, individuals within the 
Community Plan Area exhibit a slightly lower educational attainment than the City of Los 
Angeles, with an increase in the percentage of residents who gained less than a high school 
diploma and a decrease in the residents who gained a college bachelor degree or higher .  The 
diversity of ethnicities represented throughout the City of Los Angeles are also found within the 
Community Plan Area, although proportionately different.  Specifically, the Asian population 
has a higher percentage and the white population has a lower percentage in the Community Plan 
Area in comparison to the overall City of Los Angeles.   

Tables 44 and 45 on page 497, provide information on the characteristics of the housing 
units and households as described in the 2000 Census.  As shown in these tables, the Project area 
is comprised of mostly rental units, with 94.9% rentals in the Community Plan area as opposed 
to 63% Citywide.  Within the Census Tract, 88.5% were renter occupied.  Further, the household 
sizes were smaller than the Citywide average of 2.72.  Household size in the Community Plan 
Area was 1.54 and in the Census Tract it was 1.37. 

(2)  Population, Housing and Employment Projections 

The most current SCAG population, housing, and employment forecasts are those 
developed in support of the adopted 2004 RTP.  Besides providing the adopted forecasts that are 
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Table 42 
 

Summary of Population and Housing 
 
 Population Occupied Housing Units 
 2000 2004 2000 2004 
Census Tract 207500 4,098 4,230 2,988 2,970 
Central City Community Plan Area 25,207 27088 11,713 12,000 
City of Los Angeles 3,694,820 3,926,000 1,277,473 1,291,000 
  

 
Source:  City of Los Angeles Website 

used for implementation of SCAG policies, SCAG also provides small area data for advisory 
purposes.  The small area data is portrayed for Census Tracts, which in turn is compiled for 
Cities and may also be aggregated for unique areas such as the City’s Community Plan areas.  
The SCAG projections for the SCAG region, City of Los Angeles Subregion, Central City 
Community Plan Area, and Census Tract 207500 are shown in Table 46 on page 498. 

As indicated in Table 46, on page 498, the population in 2006 is forecasted to be 
4,061,195 for the Subregion, 29,147 for the Community Plan Area, and 4,934 within the 
Project’s Census Tract.  The forecasted population growth between 2006 and 2015 is 176,692 
persons, or 4.4% in the Subregion, 403, or 1.4% in the Community Plan area and 68, or 1.38% in 
the Project’s Census tract.  This contrasts with a forecasted increase in population of 11.5% 
within the entire SCAG region. 

The number of households in 2006 is forecasted at 1,343,306 in the Subregion, 12,795 in 
the Community Plan area and 3,245 in the Project’s Census Tract Area.  The forecasted 
household growth between 2006 and 2015 is projected as 117,374, or 8.74% in the Subregion, 
1,120, or 8.0% in the Community Plan area, and 272, or 8.4% in the Project’s Census Tract.  
This contrasts with a projected increase in housing for the entire SCAG region of 14.1% 

Employment in 2006 is forecasted at 1,873,130 jobs for the Subregion, 222,768 jobs for 
the Community Plan Area, and 33,147 jobs for the Project’s Census Tract.  The forecasted 
employment growth between 2006 and 2015 is for 222,628, or 11.89% in the Subregion, 8,668, 
or 3.8% in the Community Plan area and 1,117, or 3.37% in the Project’s Census Tract.  This 
contrasts with a projected increase in jobs of 16.91% for the entire SCAG region. 

The employment and household data presented in Table 46 can be used as a basis for 
developing a measure of the jobs to housing ratio for the various geographies.  The jobs/housing 
ratio is an indicator of the distribution of workers and residents.  As indicated in Table 46, the 
ratio of employees to households in 2006 within the SCAG region is estimated to be 
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Table 43 
 

Population Characteristics 
 
Age as Percent of Total Population 

Geographic Zone 
Average 

Median Age 14 & Under 15-64 65 & Over     
Census Tract 207500 48.5 2.5 63.2 34.3     
Community Plan Area 39.0 13.0 70.0 17.0     
City of Los Angeles 31.6 22.7 67.6 9.7     
 
Education as Percent of Total Population 

 

Less Than 
High School 

Graduate 
High School 

Graduate 
Some 

College  
College 

Graduate  

Graduate 
Level 

Education    
Census Tract 207500 18.49 11.19 15.60 30.02 24.70    
Community Plan Area 46.44 19.06 15.02 13.08 6.40    
City of Los Angeles 33.36 17.41 18.40 21.77 9.07    

 
Ethnicity as Percent of Total Population 
 Non-Hispanic  

 Asian 
Afro-

American 
Native 

American  
Pacific 

Islander 
White, 

Nonhispanic Other Race Multiracial 
Hispanic/ 

Latino 
Census Tract 207500 52.85 6.80 0.16 0.04 26.54 0.28 2.36 10.90 
Community Plan Area 22.88 23.49 0.68 0.14 16.82 0.14 2.19 33.63 
City of Los Angeles 10.00 11.2 0.08 0.20 46.90 25.70 5.20 46.53 
  

 
Source: PCR Services Corporation based on the City’s 2000 Census Profile.: 

 



IV.E.  Population, Housing and Employment 

Table 44 
 

Housing Stock – Occupancy Profile 
 
 Percent of Total Housing Stock a
 Housing Tenure Occupancy Status Total  

 Owner Renter Occupied Vacant 
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1.35 employees per household.  When taking into account a vacancy rate of 5.9%, the ratio of 
employees to housing units in 2006 is estimated to be 1.27.  When the regional rate occurs 
equally throughout SCAG’s subregions, the opportunity is the greatest for people to live close to 
where they work, thus reducing vehicle miles traveled.  To the extent that ratios vary, 
communities are said to be jobs rich or housing rich and reflect employment centers and 
residential communities respectively.  The jobs/housing ratio is 16.4 for the Community Plan 
Area and 9.7 for the Project’s Census Tract.  This reflects the Project areas status as one of the 
region’s largest employment centers.   

Housing 
Units Households 

Census Tract  11.5 88.5 92.2 7.8 3,240 2,988 
Community Plan 5.1 94.9 114.6 11.7 13,269 11,713 
City of Los Angeles 37.0 63.0 99.3 4.7 1,337,706 1,277,473 
  
a Based on 2000 Census data. 
 
Source: PCR Services Corporation based on the City’s 2000 Census Profile. 

Table 45 
 

Total Households and Household Size 
 

   
Percent of Total Households 

with Number of Persons 
 Total Households Average Size 1 2 3 4+ 
Census Tract 207500 2,988.00 1.37 69.2 26.2 3.6 1.0 
Community Plan  11,712.00 1.54 71.8 17.4 4.4 6.4 
City of Los Angeles  1,275,412.00 2.72 28.5 26.6 15.0 29.9 
  

 
Source: PCR Services Corporation based on 2000 Census. 
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Table 46 
 

Population, Households and Employment 
 
POPULATION   Population Growth 
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3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

The analysis of impacts on population and housing addresses the Project’s consistency 
with population and housing projections and consistency with Plan policies.  The portion of the 
analysis that addresses projections provides estimates of the Project’s population, housing and 
employment characteristics and compares those estimates to projections provided in SCAG’s 
2004 RTP.  The comparison reflects the Project’s anticipated population, housing and 
employment as a percentage of SCAG’s projected growth for each of the categories between 
2006 and 2015.  The comparison is made for the Project’s census tract, Community Plan area 
and the City Los Angeles Subregion.  Of the comparisons, those related to the subregion reflect a 
comparison to adopted policy forecasts, and therefore, serve as a basis for identifying significant 

2006a 2015 a 2006-2015 PercentageGeographic Zone 

Census Tract 207500 4,934 5,002 68 1.38 

Central City Community Plan Area 29,147 29,550 403 1.36 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 4,061,195 4,237,887 176,692 4.35 

SCAG Regional Area Total 20,233,087 22,561,643 2,328,556 11.51 
     
HOUSEHOLDS   Household Growth 

2006a 2015 a 2006-2015 PercentageGeographic Zone 

Census Tract 207500 3,245 3,517 272 8.38 

Central City Community Plan Area 12,795 13,915 1,120 8.05 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 1,343,306 1,460,680 117,374 8.74 

SCAG Regional Area Total 6,360,344 7,259,762 899,416 14.14 
     
EMPLOYMENT   Employment Growth 

2006a 2015 a 2006-2015 PercentageGeographic Zone 

Census Tract 207500 33,147 34,264 1,117 3.37 

Central City Community Plan Area 222,768 231,436 8,668 3.75 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 1,873,130 2,095,758 222,628 11.89 

SCAG Regional Area Total 8,586,266 10,038,316 1,452,050 16.91 
     
  
a Estimates/projections are taken from SCAG 2004 RTP data.  2006 estimates are based on an 

interpolation of the 2005 and 2010 projections.  The projections for the Community Plan area are 
based on the Census Tract data in the RTP, but have been aggregated to the Community Plan area.  

 
Source:  SCAG 2004 RTP projections, PCR Services Corporation. 
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impacts.  The remaining comparisons are provided for informational purposes, and to support 
conclusions regarding consistency with Policies pertaining to population and housing.   

The portion of the analysis that addresses plan consistency considers the Policies of both 
the City of Los Angeles and SCAG.  Los Angeles’ policies are found in the City’s General Plan 
Framework, Central City Community Plan, and General Plan Housing Element; SCAG policies 
are found in the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) as well as the related 2004 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and Compass Vision Report.  The consistency analysis 
identifies applicable policies, and compares the Project’s features against the types of 
development anticipated in the policies.  An analysis of Project consistency with these Plans, 
except for the Housing Element, are provided in Section IV.A, Land Use. 

Implementation of the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue Streetscape improvements 
would have no affect on population and housing and as a result do not require further analysis. 

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998), the 
proposed Project would have a significant impact on population and housing if: 

• The Project would cause population or housing growth in SCAG’s City of Los 
Angeles subregion to exceed SCAG’s 2015 projections. 

• The Project would cause growth that is not compatible with adopted population and 
housing policies, including jobs/housing balance, as set forth in the Central City 
Community Plan, the City’s General Plan Housing Element, the General Plan 
Framework, and SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG). 

c.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction 

It is estimated that several thousand construction workers would be employed during the 
construction of the Project.  Employees in the construction industry work at different locations 
throughout the region depending upon where the construction is located.  These employees do 
not typically relocate closer to a construction site as the length of time spent at a specific job site 
is limited.  Additionally, all five parcels proposed for development are currently utilized as 
vehicle parking lots, providing a limited number of jobs.  These few jobs would be affected 
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during construction activities, but Project operations would support on-going opportunities for 
parking lot employment, upon completion of construction.  Project construction would not 
involve the relocation of any residences.  Therefore, impacts to housing and population related to 
construction workers would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

(i)  Impacts on Projected Growth  

The Project with County Office Building Option includes up 2,060 residential units, as 
well as 449,000 sq.ft. of retail uses,  275 hotel rooms and 681,000 sq.ft. of county office space.  
Of the 2,060 residential units, 412 (20%) would be affordable units.  The housing would include 
both condominium units and rental units, with a variety of 1-bedroom, 2-bedroom and 3-
bedroom unit sizes.    

The new development would support population, housing and employment increases 
within the Project geographies considered in this analysis:  the City of Los Angeles Subregion, 
the Community Plan area, and the Project’s Census Tract, Census Tract No. 207500.  As shown 
in Table 47 on page 501, the Project with County Office Building Option is forecasted to have a 
residential population of 2,925 and 3,930 employees.  The increases that would occur are 
compared to projected increases in population, housing and employment during the 2006 through 
2015 time frame in Table 48 on page 502.  The population, housing and employment growth 
projections are from SCAG’s 2004 RTP.  

The growth projections for the City of Los Angeles Subregion represent adopted SCAG 
projections developed for implementing and monitoring the effects of SCAG policies.  The 
projected growth that is forecasted to occur in the City of Los Angeles Subregion between 2006 
and 2015 is as follows:  176,692 persons, 117,374 households, and 222,628 employees.  The 
additional population of 2,925 persons associated with the Project with County Office Building 
Option would comprise 1.7% of the expected growth.  The 2,060 households would represent 
1.8% of the projected household growth; and the 3,930 employees would represent 1.8% of the 
projected employment growth.  Thus, the contribution to growth associated with the Project  with 
County Office Building Option would be a small part of the expected growth and would not 
cause the expected growth to be exceeded.  Therefore, the impacts on growth would be less than 
significant. 
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Table 47 
 

Project with County Office Building Option 
Population and Employment 

 
Population    

Total Housing Units 2,060   
Average Household Size 1.42 a   
Total Population b 2,925   

    
 Proposed Factor  Total Employment 
Employment    

Retail 449,000 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employeec 898 
County Office Building 681,000 sq.ft 250 sq.ft./employeec 2,724 
Hotel 275 rooms 0.9 employees/roomc 248 
Hotel Meeting Space 15,000 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employeed 30 
Park 16 acres 0.65 employees/acree 10 
Park Restaurant 10,000 sq.ft 500 sq.ft./employeed 20
Total   3,930 

  
a Household size is based on the 2004 household size for the Project’s Census Tract. 
b Assumes 100% occupancy. 
c Based on data provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers .Seventh Edition, 2003. 
d Factor is assumed to be the same as retail since use specific information is not available from the 

ITE.   
e Factor is based on data presented in the SCAG Employment Density Study, Summary Report, 

October 31, 2001. 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation ,2006. 

At the same time, it may be noted that the population and housing growth would exceed 
SCAG advisory projections for population and housing within the Community Plan area and the 
Project’s Census Tract.  The population growth would be over seven times what is projected 
within the Community Plan area during the 2006 to 2015 time period, and the housing growth 
would be 1.8 times of that projected.  These increases over the local advisory projections indicate 
that the Project would be increasing housing and population in the jobs/rich downtown area at a 
faster rate than SCAG anticipated; and therefore, improvements in the job/housing ratio at the 
local area can be achieved to a much greater level than anticipated.  Further, the Project’s 
housing and population growth support the objectives of the Downtown Strategic Plan to 
enhance the importance of the downtown area as a residential center and government employee 
center.  Thus, the Project’s growth would be considered a beneficial impact of the Project. 
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Table 48 
 

Comparison of Project with County Office Building Option to SCAG Projections 
 
POPULATION Population Growth 

Geographic Zone 2006-2015 a Project Increase 
Percent of 

Expected Increase

Census Tract 207500 68 2,925 4,301.5 % 

Community Plan Area 403 2,925 725.8 % 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 176,692 2,925 1.7 % 
    
HOUSEHOLDS Household Growth 

Geographic Zone 2006-2015 a Project Increase 
Percent of 

Expected Increase

Census Tract 207500 272 2,060 757.4 % 

Community Plan Area 1,120 2,060 183.9 % 

Los Angeles City subregion (SCAG) 117,374 2,060 1.8 % 
    
EMPLOYMENT Employment Growth 

Geographic Zone 2006-2015 a Project Increase 
Percent of 

Expected Increase

Census Tract 207500 1,117 3,930 351.8 % 

Community Plan Area 8,668 3,930 45.3 % 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 222,628 3,930 1.8 % 
    
  
a Based on data presented in Table 46.  
 
Source:  SCAG 2004 RTP projections; PCR Services Corporation. 

 

(ii)  Consistency with Adopted Policies 

Numerous population and housing policies are applicable to the proposed Project.  These 
policies are found within SCAG documents (RCPG, RTP and Compass Vision Report) and City 
documents (General Plan Framework, General Plan Housing Element and the Community Plan).  
Detailed listings of these polices for all of the documents, except the City’s General Plan 
Housing Element, are provided in the analysis of Plan Consistency in Section IV.A, Land Use.  
Those listings are accompanied by a comparison of the Project’s features to the policies and an 
analysis of the Project’s consistency with the policies.  The policies for the General Plan Housing 
Element are shown in Table 49 on page 503, and likewise compared to the Project’s features and 
analyzed for consistency with the Policies. 
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Table 49 
 

Comparison of the Project to the General Plan Housing Element 
 

Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
Policy 1.1.8 :  Encourage and support public and private 
programs to increase the availability of affordable rental 
housing for all city residents.  

Consistent.  The Project with County Office Building 
Option would provide 412 new affordable housing units.   
The units would be implemented through the Grand 
Avenue Authority, which is an independent public 
agency, established through a joint powers agreement 
between the Community Redevelopment Agency of the 
City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles.   

Policy 1.1.9:  Encourage a broad range of services to 
residents in publicly assisted housing units. 

Consistent.  The Project with County Office Building 
Option would provide 412 new affordable housing units.  
These units would be located in the downtown area with 
nearby access to an extensive range of goods and 
services, as well as public serving facilities.  The 
Project’s retail and Park components would serve on-site 
and off-site populations that are residing in affordable 
units. 

Policy 1.1.10:  Support retention of the long-term 
affordability of publicly assisted housing. 

Consistent.  The Project with County Office Building 
Option’s 412 affordable units would be available as 
affordable housing on a long-term basis. 

Policy 2.1.3:  Encourage mixed use development which 
provides for activity and natural surveillance after 
commercial business hours.  

Consistent.  The Project would include a mix of 
residential, retail, office, and park uses within the Project 
area and would add a sizable population to the 
downtown area, thus enhancing evening activity. 

Policy 2.1.4:  Enhance livability of neighborhoods by 
upgrading the quality of development and improving the 
quality of the public realm, including streets, streetscape, 
and landscaping to provide shade and scale. 

Consistent.  The Project would redevelop and revitalize 
primarily underdeveloped city blocks and a public park 
located in downtown Los Angeles.  The Project includes 
a 16-acre Civic Park and Grand Avenue streetscape 
enhancements extending from Fifth Street to Cesar E. 
Chavez Avenue.  

Policy 2.1.7:  Establish through the Framework Long-
Range Land Use Diagram, community plans, and other 
implementation tools, patterns and types of development 
that improve the integration of housing with commercial 
uses and the integration of public services and various 
densities of residential development within 
neighborhoods at appropriate locations. 

Consistent.  The Project would provide a high density, 
high-rise, infill, mixed-use Project that would add to the 
diversity of the downtown area, and support the area’s 
development per its Downtown Center designation on 
the Long Range Land Use Diagram, Metro Area.  

Policy 2.3.1:  Encourage and plan for high intensity 
residential and commercial development in centers, 
districts and along transit Corridors, as designated in the 
Community Plans and the Transportation Element of the 
General Plan, and provide for the spatial distribution of 
development that promotes an improved quality of life 
by facilitating a reduction of vehicular trips, vehicle 
miles traveled in order to mitigate traffic congestion, air 
pollution, and urban sprawl.  

Consistent.  The Project would provide a high density, 
high-rise, infill, mixed-use Project.  The Project site is in 
close proximity to transportation corridors, including the 
existing Harbor and Hollywood Freeways, and other 
transit infrastructure.  As discussed in Subsection 
2.c.(1)(b)(i) above, the Project with County Office 
Building Option would locate 2,060 new housing units 
in the jobs rich downtown area, enhancing the area’s 
job/housing balance.   

Policy 2.3.3:  Encourage the development of new 
projects that are accessible to public transportation and 
services consistent with the community plans. Provide 
for the development of land use patterns that emphasize 
pedestrian/bicycle access and use in appropriate 

Consistent.  As described for Policy 2.3.1, the Project 
would be located in area that lies adjacent to major 
transportation corridors.  The Project area serves as a 
hub for public transit systems, and includes a 
considerable amount of pedestrian opportunity and 
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Policy Analysis of Project Consistency 
locations.  activity. 
Policy 3.1.6:  Take an active role in broadening the 
accessibility and availability of housing to all City 
residents, with particular attention to the special Needs 
of the homeless, very low, and low income households, 
disability, elderly, large households, families with 
children, single parent households, and persons living 
with AIDS. 

Consistent.  The Project with County Office Building 
Option’s 412 affordable units would be located in an 
area suffering from a lack of sufficient housing.  The 
housing units would be available to the various 
populations cited. 

Policy 4.1.2:  Cooperate with public and private entities 
in seeking innovative funding sources and implementing 
programs to produce affordable and special needs 
housing.   

Consistent.  Project development includes between 412 
and 532 affordable housing units.  The Project is a result 
of a cooperative arrangement between public and private 
entities that is memorialized in the Project’s DDA. 

Policy 4.1.3:  Utilize mixed use as an implementation 
tool to produce more affordable housing.  

Consistent.  The Project is a mixed-use Project.  The 
Project  with County Office Building Option contains 
2,060 residential units, of which 412 are affordable, 
449,000 sq.ft. of retail/service uses, up to 275 hotel 
rooms, and 681,000 sq.ft. of County office building. 

 

As indicated in the various policy analysis tables, the Project with County Office 
Building Option is consistent with all of the identified policies.  Further, this Option is 
supportive of the goals and objectives that are to be served through the policies.  The conclusions 
indicated in the policy analysis tables are summarized as follows: 

• The Project with County Office Building Option  would provide 2,060 housing units, 
inclusive of 412 affordable units.  The housing units would include a range of sizes.  
Provision of these units would support policies intended to improve the availability 
and range of the City’s housing stock. 

• The Project would place the new housing in the downtown area.  It would add a 
substantial number of housing units to a jobs rich area, and enhance the connectivity 
between housing and employment opportunities within the Community Plan area, 
thus serving the SCAG Region and City of Los Angeles Subregion.  SCAG policies 
encourage such opportunities as a means of reducing vehicle miles traveled and 
resultant air quality and noise impacts that result from vehicular traffic. 

• The Project would place new housing at the center of the City and support policies 
that encourage housing development along transportation corridors with access to 
public transportation, and availability of goods and services, by pedestrian travel.  
The Project would provide commercial activities that would support an estimated 
3,930 employees.  In so-doing, the Project would support policies that encourage 
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infill, mixed-use cluster development that would provide on-site services for the 
Project population and support of the downtown center. 

Therefore, development associated with the Project with County Office Building Option 
would be consistent with the population and housing policies, including jobs/housing balance, as 
set forth in the Community Plan, the City’s General Plan Housing Element, the General Plan 
Framework, and SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  Thus, impacts of the Project 
with County Office Building Option with regard to plan consistency would be less than 
significant. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option  

(a)  Construction 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would increase the amount 
of housing space while eliminating the County office building space.  The construction program 
would be substantially similar to that of the Project with County Office Building Option and, like 
that Option would generate temporary employment opportunities for several thousand 
construction workers during the construction of the Project.  Impacts to housing and population 
related to construction workers, as is the case with the Project with County Office Building 
Option, would be less than significant for the same reasons. 

(b)  Operation 

(i)  Impacts on Projected Growth  

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would, like the Project with 
County Office Building Option include a mix of housing/residential uses and employee 
generating uses.  However, the number of residential units would be increased, and the County 
office building space would be removed from the Project.  The resulting development would 
include 2,660 residential units, of which 532 would be affordable units.  This is an increase of 
600 residential units in total, and an increase of 120 affordable units.  The residential population 
and employment that would be generated under this option are shown in Table 50 on page 506 .  
A comparison of the increases in population, housing and employment under the Project with 
Residential Development Option and SCAG’s growth projections for the 2006 through 2015 
time frame is shown in Table 51 on page 507. 

By increasing the number of housing units and residential population, the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would increase the Project’s housing and population 
contribution to SCAG’s adopted City of Los Angeles Subregion projections.  The increase in 
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Table 50 
 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
Population and Employment 

 
Population    

Total Housing Units 2,660   
Average Household Size 1.42 a   
Total Population b 3,777   

    
 Proposed Factor c Total Employment 
Employment    

Retail 449,000 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employeec 898 
County Office Building 0 sq.ft 250 sq.ft./employeec 0 
Hotel 275 rooms .9 employees/roomc 248 
Hotel Meeting Space 15,000 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employeed 30 
Park 16 acres 0.65 employees/acree 10

10,000 sq.ft 500 sq.ft./employeed 20Park Restaurant 
Total   1,206 

  
a Household size is based on the 2004 household size for the Project’s Census Tract, as estimated by 

the City of Los Angeles Planning Department on the City’s Statistical Information Web page. 
b Assumes 100% occupancy. 
c Based on data provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Sixth Edition, 1997. 
d Based on data provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers .Seventh Edition, 2003. 
e Factor is assumed to be the same as retail since use specific information is not available from the 

ITE.   
f. Factor is based on data presented in the SCAG Employment Density Study, Summary Report, 

October 31, 2001. 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

housing within the City of Los Angeles Subregion would be 2.3% in contrast to the Project with 
County Office Building Option’s 1.8%.  The increase in population in the City of Los Angeles 
Subregion would be 2.1% in contrast to the Project with County Office Building Option’s 1.7%; 
and the number of employees would decrease from 1.8% to 0.5% of the projected growth within 
the City of Los Angeles Subregion.  The growth in housing, population and employment 
associated with the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would still 
comprise a small part of the expected growth and would not cause the expected growth to be 
exceeded.  Therefore, the impacts of the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would be less than significant. 

At the Community Plan level, the greater amounts of housing and population would 
exceed the projected values by even greater amounts than the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  The increase in housing would be 238% of the forecasted increase in contrast 
to the Project with County Office Building Option’s 184%.  The increase in population would be 
over nine times the forecasted increase in contrast to the Project with County Office Building 
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Table 51 
 

Comparison of Project with Additional Residential Development Option to SCAG Projections 
 
POPULATION Population Growth 

Percent of 
Expected IncreaseGeographic Zone 2006-2015 a Project Increase 

Census Tract 207500 68 3,777 5,554.4% 

Community Plan Area 403 3,777 937.2% 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 176,692 3,777 2.1% 
    
HOUSEHOLDS Household Growth 

Percent of 
Expected IncreaseGeographic Zone 2006-2015 a Project Increase 

Census Tract 207500 272 2,660 977.4% 

Community Plan Area 1,120 2,660 237.5% 

Los Angeles City subregion (SCAG) 117,374 2,660 2.3% 
    
EMPLOYMENT Employment Growth 

Percent of 
Expected IncreaseGeographic Zone 2006-2015 a Project Increase 

Census Tract 207500 1,117 1,206 108.0% 

Community Plan Area 8,668 1,206 13.9% 

City of Los Angeles Subregion (SCAG) 222,628 1,206 0.5% 
    
  
a Based on data presented in Table 46.  
 
Source:  SCAG 2004 RTP projections; PCR Services Corporation, April 2006. 

Option’s increase of over seven times the incremental growth forecast.  Again, this would be 
viewed as an additional benefit.  These increases over the local advisory projections indicate that 
the Project would be increasing housing and population in the jobs/rich downtown area at a 
faster rate than SCAG anticipated; and therefore, improvements in the job/housing ratio at the 
local area can be reduced to a greater level than anticipated. 

(ii)  Consistency with Adopted Policies 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would provide 2,660 
housing units, inclusive of 532 affordable units.  This is 600 more units and 120 more affordable 
units than the Project with County Office Building Option.  The additional units would provide 
greater support to those policies intended to increase the availability and range of housing stock.  
As is the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, these units would be located 
in the downtown area, thus adding a substantial number of housing units to a jobs rich area, and 
enhancing the connectivity between housing and employment opportunities within the 
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Community Plan area, thus serving the SCAG Region as well as the City of Los Angeles 
Subregion.  Further, the additional housing at the Project site would add further support to 
policies intended to encourage the placement of housing along transportation corridors with 
access to public transportation, and the availability of goods and services, by pedestrian travel. 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would reduce the number 
of employees from 3,930 to 1,206.  This reduction would further enhance the jobs/housing 
balance within the City of Los Angeles Subregion and the Community Plan area.  Therefore, the 
reduction would not be considered adverse.  As is the case with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be 
consistent with the population and housing policies, including jobs/housing balance, as set forth 
in the Community Plan, the City’s General Plan Housing Element, the General Plan Framework, 
and SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  Thus, impacts regarding plan 
consistency would be less than significant.   

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Additional growth in population, housing and employment is expected to occur due to the 
development of the 93 related projects identified in Section III.B of this Draft EIR.  The related 
projects would create a considerable number of new housing units in addition to that of the 
Project and a considerable amount of commercial, office and community/government use as well 
as parking and warehouse activities that would generate new employment.  The development 
associated with the related projects is summarized in Table 52 on page 509, which also provides 
calculations of the cumulative housing, residential and employment growth.  

The related projects and Project growth within the Community Plan Area would result in 
a cumulative increase in construction employment.  As stated above, because of the regional 
nature of the construction industry, these construction job estimates are appropriately evaluated 
on a regional basis.  Specifically, employees in the construction industry work at different 
locations throughout the region depending upon where the construction is located.  These 
employees do not typically relocate closer to a construction site as the length of time spent at a 
specific job site is limited.  Therefore, cumulative impacts to housing and population related to 
construction workers would be less than significant. 

As indicated in Table 52, the related projects include 17,762 housing units that would 
generate an estimated population of 28,952.  The various employee generating uses would 
support an estimated 62,370 employees.  When combined with the development from the Project 
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Table 52 
 

Estimate of Residents and Employees Generated By the Related Projects 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 
Generation 

Ratea Total 

Residential Population 
Total Related Projects 17,762 d.u. 1.63 28,952 
Project with County Office 
Building Option 2,060 d.u. 1.42 2,925 
Total Cumulative Population 19,822   31,877 
     
Total Related Projects 17,762 d.u. 1.63 28,952 
Project with Additional Residential 
Option 2,660 d.u. 1.42 3,777 
Total Cumulative Population 20,422 d.u.  32,729 
     
     

Employee Population 
Commercial     
Retail 3,084,447 square feet 500 6,169 
Office 11,677,301 square feet 250 46,709 
Hotel 2,550 rooms 1.1 2,318 
Theater  12,200 seats 200 61 
Total Commercial    55,257 
     
Schools     
Kindergarten - High School 6,779 students 13 521 
Performing Arts School b 128,000 square feet 1,000 128 
Total School    649 
     
Child Care 45 children 8 6 
     
Community Facilities 296,800 square feet 500 594 
     
Medical/Health Offices 84,075 square feet 250 336 
     
Municipal/Civic Facilities     
Metro Jail 512 beds 10 51 
Offices  2,940 employees  2,940 
Courtrooms/Judges/Satellite 
Library c 1,016,000 square feet 500 820 
Total Municipal Facilities    3,811 
     
Parking 11,366 stalls 500 23 
Warehouse 640,000 square feet 1,518 422 
Park  457380 square feet 7,600 60 
     
Total - Related Projects    61,158 
Project with County Office    3,930 
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Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 
Generation 

Ratea Total 
Building Option 
Total Cumulative Employees With Project   65,088 
     
Total - Related Projects    61,158 
Project with Additional Residential 
Option    1,206 
Total Cumulative Employees With 
Project with Additional Residential Option   62,364 
  
a Generation rates for residential population reflect residents per household.  The rates for employees 

reflect the amount of the unit of measurement required to generate 1 employee. 
b Assumes 2,000 square feet for each of 64 classrooms. 
c Assumes 2,000 square feet for each of 41 courtrooms and assumes 500 square feet for each of 40 

Judges' chambers. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, April 2006. 

 

with County Office Building Option the estimated growth would be 31,877 residents, 19,822 
housing units and 66,300 employees.  This growth is compared to SCAG’s estimated 2006 
through 2015 growth for the City of Los Angeles Subregion in Table 53 on page 511.  As 
indicated, the cumulative development would comprise approximately 18.0% of the projected 
population, 16.9% of the projected households and 29.8% of the projected employment.  While 
this is a notable amount of development, it is substantially below the projections.  Therefore, the 
cumulative development associated with the Project with County Office Building Option would 
not exceed the SCAG 2004 RTP projections and would be less than significant.  As also 
indicated in Table 53, the cumulative growth associated with the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would be somewhat similar, and the conclusions regarding 
cumulative growth would be similarly less than significant. 

The related projects include a large range of development types that are consistent with 
future development of the downtown area, as a dense activity center with access to freeways, and 
public transportation.  The development would support redevelopment within several 
Redevelopment Project Areas (e.g., Bunker Hill, Central Business District, Central Industrial, 
Chinatown, City Center and Little Tokyo).  It would also enhance the vibrancy of the downtown 
area, and in so doing continue to realize the potential of downtown Los Angeles as a 24-hour 
vibrant Urban Center. 
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Table 53  
 

Comparison of Cumulative Development to SCAG Subregion Projections 
 
POPULATION Population Growth 

Development Option 2006-2015 
Cumulative 

Increase 
Percent of 

Expected Increase

Project with County Office Building 
Option 

176,692 31,877 18.0 % 

Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option 176,692 32,729 18.5 % 
    
HOUSEHOLDS Household Growth 

Geographic Zone 2006-2015 
Cumulative 

Increase 
Percent of 

Expected Increase

Project with County Office Building 
Option 

117,374 19,822 16.9 % 

Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option 117,374 20,422 17.4 % 
    
EMPLOYMENT Employment Growth 

Geographic Zone 2006-2015 
Cumulative 

Increase 
Percent of 

Expected Increase

Project with County Office Building 
Option 

222,628 66,300 29.8 % 

Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option 222,628 63,576 28.6 % 
    
  

 
Source:  SCAG 2004 RTP projections; PCR Services Corporation. 

The additional 17,762 housing units associated with the related projects would support 
policies intended to increase the availability of housing stock generally; and housing in job/rich, 
high density areas in particular.  The cumulative development inclusive of the Project with 
County Office Building Option would, in itself, have a jobs/housing ratio of 3.28 (assuming 
100% occupancy).  While the ratio is greater than the regional average of 1.24, it is substantially 
less than the existing levels in the downtown area, which vary by geography, but are as high as 
the Community Plan area’s 15.9.  Therefore, cumulative development would lead to the reversal 
of previous trends and support the type of downtown environment envisioned in all of the 
applicable plans for the area. 

Individual related projects of a size that could substantially affect population and housing 
would be subject to CEQA review, and evaluation per existing plans and policies.  The proposed 
Project would not have a significant impact with regard to consistency with adopted plans and 
policies.  The Project is not expected to contribute to a cumulative condition causing 
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inconsistencies with existing plans and policies, and therefore cumulative impacts with regard to 
such consistency would be less than significant.    

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The Project would result in no significant impacts on population, housing and 
employment, and no mitigation measures are required. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

The Project would not exceed SCAG’s adopted projections for the City of Los Angeles 
Subregion.  The Project would be consistent with adopted policies, including job/housing 
balance, as set forth in the Community Plan, the City’s General Plan Housing Element, the 
General Plan Framework, and SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  Therefore, the 
Project would not result in any significant environmental impacts to housing or population.  



Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 513 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

 

IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
F.  AIR QUALITY 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section addresses the air emissions generated by the construction and operation of 
the proposed Project.  The analysis also addresses the consistency of the proposed Project with 
the air quality policies set forth within the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s 
(SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan, and the City of Los Angeles’ General Plan.  The 
analysis of Project-generated air emissions focuses on whether the proposed Project would cause 
an exceedance of an ambient air quality standard or SCAQMD significance threshold. 

2. SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework  

A number of statutes, regulations, plans, and policies have been adopted that address air 
quality issues.  At the federal level, the United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(USEPA) is responsible for implementation of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA).  Some portions 
of the CAA (e.g., certain mobile source and other requirements) are implemented directly by the 
USEPA.  Other portions of the CAA (e.g., stationary source requirements) are implemented by 
state, regional and local agencies.  The applicability of regional and local provisions is dependant 
on what agencies have jurisdiction in regard to the location and boundary of an emission source.   

(1)  Federal Level 

(a)  United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) 

The USEPA administers the CAA and other Federal air quality legislation.  As a 
regulatory agency, USEPA’s principal functions include the following:  setting National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS); preparing guidance for and approval of State 
Implementation Plans (SIPs) to attain or maintain these standards; establishing federal emission 
limits for major sources of air emissions; conducting research and developing standard methods 
for measuring air emissions; inspecting and monitoring emission sources; enforcing Federal air 
quality laws, and promulgating new regulations, and providing financial and technical support 
for air quality research and development programs.  The USEPA also administers Federal 
conformity rules and regulations. 
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(b)  Federal Clean Air Act 

The CAA was first enacted in 1955 and has been amended numerous times in subsequent 
years, with the most recent amendments in 1990.  The CAA establishes federal air quality 
standards, or the NAAQS, and specifies future dates for achieving compliance.  The CAA also 
mandates that states submit and implement a SIP for areas not meeting these standards.  These 
plans must include pollution control measures that demonstrate how the standards will be met.  
The 1990 Amendments to the CAA identify specific emission reduction goals for areas not 
meeting the NAAQS.  These amendments require both a demonstration of reasonable further 
progress toward attainment and incorporation of additional sanctions for failure to attain or to 
meet interim milestones.  The sections of the CAA that are most applicable to the Project include 
Title I (Nonattainment Provisions) and Title II (Mobile Source Provisions).  

Title I requirements are implemented for the purpose of attaining NAAQS for the 
following criteria pollutants:  (1) ozone (O3); (2) nitrogen oxides (NOX); (3) sulfur dioxide 
(SO2); (4) particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5); (5) carbon monoxide (CO); and (6) lead (Pb).  
The NAAQS were amended in July 1997 to include the 8-hour standard for O3 and a NAAQS for 
PM2.5.  Table 54 on pages 515 and 516 shows the NAAQS currently in effect for each criteria 
pollutant.   

The Project area is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), an approximately 
6,745-square-mile area bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San 
Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains to the north and east.  The Basin has been designated as 
a non-attainment area as the area does not meet NAAQS for certain pollutants regulated under 
the CAA. The Basin fails to meet national standards for O3 (for both the 1-hour and 8-hour 
standards), PM10, PM2.5, and CO, and therefore is considered a Federal “non-attainment” area for 
these pollutants.  The CAA sets certain deadlines for meeting the NAAQS within the Basin 
including:  (1) 1-hour O3 by the year 2010; (2) 8-hour O3 by the year 2021; (3) PM10 by the year 
2006; and (4) PM2.5 by the year 2015.  Nonattainment designations are categorized into seven 
levels of severity:  (1) basic, (2) marginal, (3) moderate, (4) serious, (5) severe-15, (6) 
severe-17,115 and (7) extreme.  Table 55 on page 517 provides the attainment status for each 
criteria pollutant.   

                                                 
115  The “-15” and “-17” designations reflect the number of years within which attainment must be achieved. 
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Table 54 
 

Ambient Air Quality Standards a
 
 

Pollutant 
Averaging 

Time 
California 
Standard 

Federal 
Primary 

Standard 
Pollutant Health and 
Atmospheric Effects Major Pollutant Sources

1 hour 0.09 ppm 0.12 ppm Ozone (O3) b

8 hours 0.07 ppm c 0.08 ppm 

High concentrations can 
directly affect lungs, 
causing irritation.  Long-
term exposure may cause 
damage to lung tissue. 

Motor vehicles. 

1 hour 20 ppm 35 ppm Carbon 
Monoxide 
(CO) 

8 hours 9.0 ppm 9 ppm 

Classified as a chemical 
asphyxiant, CO interferes 
with the transfer of fresh 
oxygen to the blood and 
deprives sensitive tissues 
of oxygen. 

Internal combustion 
engines, primarily 
gasoline-powered motor 
vehicles. 

Annual 
Arithmetic 
Mean 

— 0.053 ppm Nitrogen 
Dioxide 
(NO2) 

1 hour 0.25 ppm — 

Irritating to eyes and 
respiratory tract.  Colors 
atmosphere reddish-
brown. 

Motor vehicles, 
petroleum refining 
operations, industrial 
sources, aircraft, ships, 
and railroads. 

Annual 
Arithmetic 
Mean 

— 0.03 ppm 

1 hour 0.25 ppm — 

Sulfur 
Dioxide 
(SO2) 

24 hours 0.04 ppm 0.14 ppm 

Irritates upper respiratory 
tract; injurious to lung 
tissue.  Can yellow the 
leaves of plants, 
destructive to marble, 
iron, and steel.  Limits 
visibility and reduces 
sunlight. 

Fuel combustion, 
chemical plants, sulfur 
recovery plants, and 
metal processing. 

24 Hours 50 μg/m3 150 μg/m3Particulate 
Matter 
(PM10) 

Annual 
Arithmetic 
Mean 

20 μg/m3 50 μg/m3

May irritate eyes and 
respiratory tract.  
Absorbs sunlight, 
reducing amount of solar 
energy reaching the earth.  
Produces haze and limits 
visibility. 

Dust and fume-producing 
industrial and agricultural 
operations, combustion, 
atmospheric 
photochemical reactions, 
and natural activities 
(e.g., wind-raised dust 
and ocean sprays). 
 

24 Hours — 65 μg/m3Particulate 
Matter 
(PM2.5) c,d 

Annual 
Arithmetic 
Mean 

12 μg/m3 15 μg/m3

Increases respiratory 
disease, lung damage, 
cancer, premature death; 
reduced visibility; surface 
soiling. 

Fuel combustion in motor 
vehicles, equipment, and 
industrial sources; 
residential and 
agricultural burning.  
Also formed from 
reaction of other 
pollutants (acid rain, 
NOX, SOX, organics). 
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Ambient Air Quality Standards 
 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 516 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Pollutant 
Averaging 

Time 
California 
Standard 

Federal 
Primary 

Standard 
Pollutant Health and 
Atmospheric Effects Major Pollutant Sources

Monthly 1.5 ug/m3 — Lead 

Quarterly — 1.5 ug/m3

Disturbs gastrointestinal 
system, and causes 
anemia, kidney disease, 
and neuromuscular and 
neurologic dysfunction 
(in severe cases). 

Lead smelters, battery 
manufacturing & 
recycling facilities. 

Sulfates 
(SO4) 

24 hours 25 ug/m3 — Decrease in ventilatory 
functions; aggravation of 
asthmatic symptoms; 
aggravation of cardio-
pulmonary disease; 
vegetation damage; 
degradation of visibility; 
property damage.  

Coal or oil burning power 
plants and industries, 
refineries, diesel engines. 

  

ppm = parts per million and µg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter. 
a Ambient air quality standards are set at levels that provide a reasonable margin of safety and protect the 

health of the most sensitive individual in the population. 
b Ozone is formed when NOX and VOCs react in the presence of sunlight.  There are no air quality standards 

for VOC.  However, VOCs are recognized as pollutants of concern as they are a precursor to the formation 
of ozone 

c This concentration for ozone and PM10 was approved by the Air Resources Board on April 28, 2005 and is 
anticipated to become effective in early 2006. 

d A Federal air quality standard for PM2.5 was adopted in 1997.  Currently, no methodologies for determining 
impacts relating to PM2.5 have been developed.  In addition, no strategies or mitigation programs for this 
pollutant have been developed or adopted by federal, state, or regional agencies. 

 
Source:  California Air Resources Board, Ambient Air Quality Standards, 2006 and the USEPA, 2006. 

 

Title II of the CAA pertains to mobile sources, such as cars, trucks, buses, and planes. 
Title II regulations have resulted in tailpipe emission standards for mobile sources, which have 
strengthened in recent years to improve air quality.  For example, the standards for NOX 
emissions have been lowered substantially and initiatives pertaining to reformulated gasoline, 
automobile pollution control devices, and vapor recovery nozzles on gas pumps have been 
implemented by the USEPA to regulate mobile air emission sources.  
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Table 55 
 

South Coast Air Basin Attainment Status 
 

Pollutant National Status California Status 
Ozone (O3) (1-hour standard) Extreme Non-attainment 
Ozone (O3) (8-hour standard) Severe-17 N/A 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Serious a Non-attainment 
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) Attainment b Attainment b

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) Attainment b Attainment b

PM10 Serious Non-attainment 
PM2.5 Serious Non-attainment 
Lead (Pb) Attainment b Attainment b

  

N/A = not applicable 
 
a The Basin has technically met the CO standards for attainment since 2002, but the official 

status has not been reclassified by the USEPA.  
b An air basin is designated as being in attainment for a pollutant if the standard for that 

pollutant was not violated at any site in that air basin during a three year period. 
 
Source:  USEPA Region 9 and California Air Resources Board, 2006. 

(2)  State Level 

(a)  California Air Resource Board (CARB) 

The CARB is the State agency responsible for the coordination and administration of 
both state and federal air pollution control programs within California.  The CARB undertakes 
research, sets California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), provides technical assistance 
to local Air Quality Management Districts (AQMDs) and Air Pollution Control Districts 
(APCDs), compiles emission inventories, develops suggested control measures and provides 
oversight of local programs. 

A key function of the CARB is to coordinate and guide regional and local air quality 
planning efforts required by the California Clean Air Act (CCAA) and to prepare and submit the 
SIP to the USEPA.  The California SIP is comprised of plans developed at the regional or local 
level.  Each of these plans is reviewed and approved by the USEPA prior to incorporation into 
the SIP.  The CARB also establishes emission standards for motor vehicles.  The CCAA allows 
California to adopt more stringent vehicle emission standards than the rest of the nation due to 
the state’s severe O3 non-attainment status. 
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(b) California Clean Air Act  

The CCAA, signed into law in 1988, requires all areas of the State to achieve and 
maintain the CAAQS by the earliest practical date.  The CAAQS incorporate additional 
standards for most of the criteria pollutants and has set standards for other pollutants recognized 
by the State, such as sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride, and visibility-reducing particles.  
In general, the California standards are more health protective than the NAAQS.  At the State 
level, the CARB also is responsible for implementation of the CCAA.   

While air quality in the Basin has improved, the Basin requires continued diligence to 
meet air quality standards.  The Basin fails to meet CAAQS for O3 (the 1-hour standard), PM10, 
PM2.5, and CO, and therefore is considered a non-attainment area for these pollutants. The CARB 
requires regions that do not meet the CAAQS to submit clean air plans that describe attainment 
initiatives for certain pollutants.  The Basin currently meets the CAAQS for sulfates, hydrogen 
sulfide and vinyl chloride.  Table 54 on pages 515 and 516 shows the CAAQS currently in effect 
for each criteria pollutant.  Table 55 on page 517 lists the criteria pollutants and their relative 
attainment status.    

(c) Air Quality and Land Use Planning Guidelines  

The CARB adopted the Air Quality and Land Use Handbook (April 2005) to provide 
guidance to planning agencies and air districts for considering potential impacts to sensitive land 
uses proposed in proximity to toxic air contaminant (TAC) emission source(s).  The goal of the 
guidance document is to protect sensitive receptors, such as children, the elderly, acutely ill, and 
chronically ill persons, from exposure to TAC emissions.  CARB’s siting guidelines 
recommended the following:  (1) avoid siting sensitive receptors within 500 feet of freeways and 
high-traffic roads (i.e., roads within urbanized areas carrying more than 100,000 vehicles per 
day); (2) avoid siting sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of a distribution center; and (3) avoid 
siting sensitive receptors within 300 feet of a dry cleaning facility that use the chemical 
perchloroethylene.  The recommendations provided are voluntary and do not constitute a 
requirement or mandate for either land use agencies or local air districts.  Diesel particulate 
matter (DPM) is a TAC and reducing DPM is one of the CARB’s highest public health priorities 
and the focus of a comprehensive statewide control program.  The CARB’s long-term goal is to 
reduce DPM emissions 85 percent by 2020.  

(3)  Regional Level 

(a) South Coast Air Quality Management District  (SCAQMD) 

The SCAQMD has jurisdiction over an area of 10,743 square miles, consisting of all of 
Orange County, all of Los Angeles County except for the Antelope Valley, the non-desert 
portion of western San Bernardino County, and the western and Coachella Valley portions of 
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Riverside County.  The Basin is a sub-region of the SCAQMD’s jurisdiction and covers an area 
of 6,745 square miles.   

The SCAQMD has adopted a series of Air Quality Management Plans (AQMP) to meet 
the CAAQS and NAAQS.  These plans require, among other emissions-reducing activities, 
control technology for existing sources; control programs for area sources and indirect sources; a 
SCAQMD permitting system designed to allow no net increase in emissions from any new or 
modified (i.e., previously permitted) emission sources; transportation control measures; 
sufficient control strategies to achieve a five percent or more annual reduction in emissions (or 
15 percent or more in a 3-year period) for Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC), NOX, CO, and 
PM10; and compliance demonstration by established recordkeeping and reporting protocols. 

The SCAQMD adopted a comprehensive AQMP update in August 2003.116  The 2003 
AQMP for the Basin outlines the air pollution control measures needed to meet Federal health-
based standards for O3 (1-hour standard) by 2010 and PM10 by 2006.  It also demonstrates how 
the Federal standard for CO, achieved for the first time at the end of 2002, will be maintained.117  
This revision to the AQMP also addresses several State and Federal planning requirements and 
incorporates substantial new scientific data, primarily in the form of updated emissions 
inventories, ambient measurements, new meteorological data, and new air quality modeling 
tools.  The 2003 AQMP is consistent with and builds upon the approaches taken in the 1997 
AQMP and the 1999 Amendments to the Ozone SIP for the South Coast Air Basin.  Lastly, the 
2003 AQMP takes a preliminary look at what will be needed to achieve new and more stringent 
health standards for ozone and PM2.5. 

In adopting the AQMP, the SCAQMD:  (1) committed to analyzing 12 additional long-
term control measures, such as requiring the electrification of all cranes at ports; (2) set a target 
for distributing needed long-term emission reductions between AQMD, CARB and USEPA; 
(3) assigned emission reductions to the USEPA,118 and (4) forwarded to CARB and USEPA a list 
of more than 30 specific measures for consideration to further reduce emissions from on- and 
off-road mobile sources and consumer products.  The AQMP identifies 26 air pollution control 
measures to be adopted by the SCAQMD to further reduce emissions from businesses and 
industry.  It also identifies 22 measures to be adopted by CARB and the USEPA to further 

                                                 
116 South Coast Air Quality Management District, AQMD Website, www.aqmd.gov/news1/aqmp_adopt.htm.  

Accessed January 5, 2006. 
117  The Basin has technically met the CO standards since 2002, but the official attainment status has not been 

reclassified by the USEPA. 
118   CARB submitted the 2003 AQMP to the USEPA in October 2003 for review and approval. The USEPA had not 

approved the modified version of the 2003 AQMP when this Air Quality Impact Analysis was prepared.  In the 
event that USEPA rejects the plan, the assigned emissions reductions would be eliminated,   
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reduce pollution from cars, trucks, construction equipment, aircraft, marine vessels and 
consumer products.   

The SCAQMD also adopts rules to implement portions of the AQMP.  Several of these 
rules may apply to construction or operation of the Project.  Rule 403 requires the 
implementation of best available fugitive dust control measures during active operations capable 
of generating fugitive dust emissions from onsite earth-moving activities, construction/ 
demolition activities, and construction equipment travel on paved and unpaved roads.  The full 
text of the current version of SCAQMD Rule 403, amended in June 2005, is included in 
Appendix D of this Draft EIR. 

The SCAQMD has published a handbook (CEQA Air Quality Handbook, November 1993) 
that is intended to provide local governments with guidance for analyzing and mitigating project-
specific air quality impacts.  This handbook provides standards, methodologies, and procedures 
for conducting air quality analyses in EIRs and was used extensively in the preparation of this 
analysis.  In addition, the SCAQMD has published a guidance document (Localized Significance 
Threshold Methodology for CEQA Evaluations, June 2003) that is intended to provide guidance 
in evaluating localized effects from mass emissions during construction.   

(b) Air Quality and Land Use Planning Guidelines  

The SCAQMD has adopted land use planning guidelines in the Guidance Document for 
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning (May 2005), which also 
considers impacts to sensitive receptors from facilities that emit TAC emissions.  SCAQMD’s 
distance recommendations are the same as those provided by CARB (e.g. a 500-foot siting 
distance for sensitive land uses proposed in proximity of freeways and high-traffic roads, and the 
same siting criteria for distribution centers and dry cleaning facilities).  The SCAQMD’s 
document introduces land use related policies that rely on design and distance parameters to 
minimize emissions and lower potential health risk.  SCAQMD’s guidelines are voluntary 
initiatives recommended for consideration by local planning agencies.  

(c) Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide 

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the regional planning 
agency for Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Imperial Counties and 
addresses regional issues relating to transportation, the economy, community development, and 
the environment.  SCAG is the federally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) 
for the majority of the southern California region and is the largest MPO in the nation.  As the 
designated MPO, SCAG is mandated by the federal government to develop and implement 
regional plans that address transportation, growth management, hazardous waste management, 
and air quality issues.  With respect to air quality planning, SCAG has prepared the Regional 
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Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) for the SCAG region, which includes Growth 
Management and Regional Mobility chapters that form the basis for the land use and 
transportation components of the AQMP and are utilized in the preparation of air quality 
forecasts and the consistency analysis that is included in the AQMP. 

(4)  County and Local Level 

(a) Los Angeles County Congestion Management Plan 

The Congestion Management Plan (CMP) for the County of Los Angeles was developed 
to meet the requirements of Section 65089 of the California Government Code.  In enacting the 
CMP statute, the State legislature noted the increasing concern that urban congestion was 
impacting the economic vitality of the State and diminishing the quality of life in many 
communities.  The CMP was created to further the following objectives: 

• To link land use, transportation and air quality decisions; 

• To develop a partnership among transportation decision makers to encourage 
appropriate transportation solutions that include all modes of travel; and 

• To propose transportation projects which are eligible for State gas tax funds. 

(b) General Plan 

California state law requires that each city adopt a long-term comprehensive general plan 
which must be an integrated, internally consistent and compatible statement of goals, objectives, 
policies and implementation programs.  This document then becomes the basis for decision 
making regarding the city’s long term physical development.   

The City of Los Angeles has included an Air Quality Element as part of its General Plan.  
The planning area for the City’s Air Quality Element covers the entire City of Los Angeles, 
which encompasses an area of about 465 square miles.  The most recent revision of the Air 
Quality Element for the Los Angeles City General Plan was adopted in November 1992.  The 
objectives of this revised Air Quality Element are to aid the region in attaining CAAQS and 
NAAQS, while continuing to allow economic growth and improvement in the quality of life for 
city residents.  The City’s Air Quality Element and the accompanying Clean Air Program 
acknowledges the inter-relationships between transportation and land use planning in meeting 
the City’s mobility and clean air goals.  With the City’s adoption of the Air Quality Element and 
the accompanying Clean Air Program, the City is seeking to achieve consistency with regional 
Air Quality, Growth Management, Mobility, and Congestion Management Plans. 
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To achieve these goals, performance based standards have been adopted to provide 
flexibility in implementation of the policies and objectives, of the City’s Air Quality Element.  
The following City Air Quality Element goals, objectives and policies are relevant to the 
Proposed Project: 

Goal 2—Less reliance on single occupant vehicles with fewer commute and non-work 
trips. 

Objective 2.1—It is the objective of the City of Los Angeles to reduce work trips as 
a step towards attaining trip reduction objectives necessary to achieve regional air 
quality goals. 

Goal 4—Minimize impacts of existing land use patterns and future land use development 
on air quality by addressing the relationship between land use, transportation, and air 
quality. 

Objective 4.1—It is the objective of the City of Los Angeles to include regional 
attainment of ambient air quality standards as a primary consideration in land use 
planning. 

Policy 4.1.1—Coordinate with all appropriate regional agencies in the 
implementation of strategies for the integration of land use, transportation, 
and air quality policies. 

Objective 4.2—It is the objective of the City of Los Angeles to reduce vehicle trips 
and vehicle miles traveled associated with land use patterns. 

Policy 4.2.2—Improve accessibility for the City’s residents to places of 
employment, shopping centers, and other establishments. 

b.  Existing Conditions 

(1)  Regional Context 

The proposed Project is located within the Basin, an approximately 6,745-square-mile 
area bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San 
Jacinto Mountains to the north and east.  The Basin includes all of Orange County and the non-
desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties, in addition to the San 
Gorgonio Pass area in Riverside County.  Its terrain and geographical location determine the 
distinctive climate of the Basin, as the Basin is a coastal plain with connecting broad valleys and 
low hills.  
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The Southern California region lies in the semi-permanent high-pressure zone of the 
eastern Pacific.  As a result, the climate is mild, tempered by cool sea breezes.  The usually mild 
climatological pattern is interrupted infrequently by periods of extremely hot weather, winter 
storms, or Santa Ana winds.  The extent and severity of the air pollution problem in the Basin is 
a function of the area’s natural physical characteristics (weather and topography), as well as 
man-made influences (development patterns and lifestyle).  Factors such as wind, sunlight, 
temperature, humidity, rainfall, and topography all affect the accumulation and dispersion of 
pollutants throughout the Basin, making it an area of high pollution potential.   

The greatest air pollution impacts throughout the Basin occur from June through 
September.  This condition is generally attributed to the large amount of pollutant emissions, 
light winds, and shallow vertical atmospheric mixing.  This frequently reduces pollutant 
dispersion, thus causing elevated air pollution levels.  Pollutant concentrations in the Basin vary 
with location, season, and time of day.  Ozone concentrations, for example, tend to be lower 
along the coast, higher in the near inland valleys, and lower in the far inland areas of the Basin 
and adjacent desert.  Over the past 30 years, substantial progress has been made in reducing air 
pollution levels in southern California.   

The SCAQMD has published a Basin-wide air toxics study (MATES II, Multiple Air 
Toxics Exposure Study, March 2000).  The MATES II study represents one of the most 
comprehensive air toxics studies ever conducted in an urban environment.  The study was aimed 
at determining the cancer risk from toxic air emissions throughout the Basin by conducting a 
comprehensive monitoring program, an updated emissions inventory of toxic air contaminants, 
and a modeling effort to fully characterize health risks for those living in the Basin.  The study 
concluded that the average carcinogenic risk in the Basin is approximately 1,400 in one million.  
Mobile sources (e.g., cars, trucks, trains, ships, aircraft, etc.) represent the greatest contributors.  
Approximately 70 percent of all of the risk is attributed to diesel particulate emissions, 
approximately 20 percent to other toxics associated with mobile sources (including benzene, 
butadiene, and formaldehyde), and approximately 10 percent of all carcinogenic risk is attributed 
to stationary sources (which include industries and other certain businesses, such as dry cleaners 
and chrome plating operations).  The SCAQMD is in the process of updating the MATES II 
Study with a MATES III Study.  The MATES III Study was slated to end in April 2005.  Due to 
the unusually high levels of rainfall during the study period, air toxics monitoring data collected 
to-date indicate a much cleaner year than normal.  As such, the SCAQMD has extended the 
MATES III air toxics monitoring element to April 2006. 

The ARB prepares a series of maps that show regional trends in estimated outdoor 
inhalable cancer risk from air toxic emissions in an ongoing effort to provide insight as to the 
relative risk.  The estimates represent the number of potential cancers per million people based 
on a lifetime of breathing air toxics (i.e., 24 hours per day outdoors for 70 years).  The Year 2001 
Central Los Angeles County map, which is the most recently available map to represent existing 
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conditions, is provided in Figure 42 on page 525.  As shown in Figure 42, the cancer risk ranges 
from 100 to 1,500 cancers per million, while the vast majority of the area is between 750 and 
1,500 cancers per million.119  Generally, the risk from air toxics is lower near the coastline and 
increases inland, with higher risks concentrated near large diesel sources (e.g., freeways, airports, 
and ports). 

The data from the SCAQMD and ARB provide a slightly different range of risk.  This 
difference is primarily related to the fact that the SCAQMD risk is based on monitored pollutant 
concentrations and the ARB risk is based on dispersion modeling and emission inventories.  
Regardless, the SCAQMD and ARB data shows that there is an inherent health risk associated  
with living in urbanized areas of the Basin, where mobile sources (e.g., cars, trucks, trains, ships, 
aircraft, etc.) represent the greatest contributors to the overall risk.  

(2)  Local Area Conditions 

(a) Existing Pollutant Levels for Project Vicinity  

The SCAQMD maintains a network of air quality monitoring stations located throughout 
the South Coast Air Basin and has divided the Basin into source receptor areas (SRAs) in which 
monitoring stations operate.  The proposed Project is located within SRA Number 1 (Central Los 
Angeles).  SRA Number 1 covers approximately 110 square miles and is roughly bounded by 
Mulholland Drive to the north, the Long Beach Freeway (Interstate 710) to the east, Slauson 
Avenue to the South and La Cienega Boulevard to the west.  The monitoring station closest to 
the Project site is located at 1630 North Main Street in downtown Los Angeles.  This station is 
located approximately 1.5 mile northeast of the northernmost boundary of the proposed Project. 
Criteria pollutants, including O3, CO, SO2, NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 are monitored at this station.  
The most recent data available from this monitoring station encompasses the years 2000 to 2004.  
The data, shown in Table 56 on pages 526 and 527, show the following trends: 

Ozone.  During the 2001 to 2005 reporting period, the maximum one-hour ozone 
concentration was recorded in 2003 at 0.15 ppm.  Eight exceedances of the California one-hour 
ozone standard (0.09 ppm) were recorded annually from 2001 to 2002, as compared to 11 times 
during 2003.  The National standard of 0.12 ppm was exceeded one time in 2003.  The maximum 
eight-hour ozone concentration recorded during the reporting period was 0.10 ppm, also reported 
in 2001 and 2005.  During the 2001 to 2005 reporting period, the National standard of 0.08 ppm 
was exceeded two times in 2003, as compared to zero in 2002.  

                                                 
119  http://www.arb.ca.gov/toxics/cti/hlthrisk/cncrinhl/riskmapviewfull.htm. 
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Table 56 
 

Pollutant Standards and Ambient Air Quality Dataa

 
Pollutant/Standard 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Ozone (O3) 
O3 (1-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > CAAQS (0.09 ppm) 

Days > NAAQS (0.12 ppm) 

 

 

0.12 

8 

0 

 

 

0.12 

8 

0 

 

 

0.15 

11 

1 

 

 

0.11 

7 

0 

 

 

0.12 

2 

0 

O3 (8-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > NAAQS (0.08 ppm) 

 

0.10 

1 

 

0.08 

0 

 

0.09 

2 

 

0.09 

1 

 

0.10 

1 

Particulate Matter (PM10) 
PM10 (24-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (μg/m3) 

Days > CAAQS (50 μg/m3) b 

Days > NAAQS (150 μg/m3) b 

PM10 (Annual Average) 

CAAQS Annual Arithmetic Mean (50 μg/m3)c

NAAQS Annual Geometric Mean (20 μg/m3) c

 

97 

20 

0 

44 

40 

 

65 

8 

0 

39 

38 

 

 

81 

6 

0 

35 

34 

 

72 

5 

0 

33 

33 

 

 

70 

N/A 

0 

 

N/A 

N/A 

Particulate Matter (PM2.5) 
PM2.5 (24-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (μg/m3) 

Days > NAAQS (65 μg/m3) 

PM2.5 (Annual Average) 

NAAQS Annual Geometric Mean (12 μg/m3) c

 

73 

4 

 

23 

 

66 

1 

 

22 

 

84 

5 

 

21 

 

75 

2 

 

20 

 

 

74 

2 

 

18 

 

Carbon Monoxide (CO) 
CO (1-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > CAAQS (20 ppm) 

Days > NAAQS (35 ppm) 

CO (8-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > CAAQS (9 ppm) 

Days > NAAQS (9 ppm) 

 

 

6 

0 

0 

 

5 

0 

0 

 

 

5 

0 

0 

 

4 

0 

0 

 

 

6 

0 

0 

 

5 

0 

0 

 

 

4 

0 

0 

 

3 

0 

0 

 

 

4 

0 

0 

 

3 

0 

0 
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Pollutant/Standard 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) 

NO2 (1-hour—State Standard) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > CAAQS (0.25 ppm) 

NO2 (Annual Average—National Standard)) 

CAAQS Annual Arithmetic Mean (0.05 ppm) c

Days > NAAQS (0.05 ppm) 

 

 

0.14 

0 

 

 

0.04 

0 

 

 

0.14 

0 

 

 

0.03 

0 

 

 

0.16 

0 

 

 

0.03 

0 

 

 

0.16 

0 

 

 

0.03 

0 

 

 

0.13 

0 

 

 

0.03 

0 

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) 
SO2 (1-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > CAAQS (0.25 ppm) 

SO2 (24-hour) 

Maximum Concentration (ppm) 

Days > CAAQS (0.04 ppm) 

Days > NAAQS (0.14 ppm) 

SO2 (Annual Average) 

CAAQS Annual Arithmetic Mean c

Days > NAAQS (0.03 ppm) 

 

 

0.03 

0 

 

0.01 

0 

0 

 

0.003 

0 

 

 

0.02 

0 

 

0.02 

0 

0 

 

0.002 

0 

 

 

0.05 

0 

 

0.01 

0 

0 

 

0.002 

0 

 

 

0.08 

0 

 

0.02 

0 

0 

 

0.002 

0 

 

 

0.07 

0 

 

0.01 

0 

0 

 

0.002 

0 

  
a  ppm = parts per million; μg/m3= micrograms per cubic meter; N/A = not available 
 

Ambient data was obtained from the 1630 North Main Street monitoring station in downtown Los Angeles 
 
Ambient data for airborne lead is not included in this table since the Basin is currently in compliance with 
state and national standards for lead.  

 
b Measurements are usually collected every six days.  Measured days count the days that a measurement was 

greater than the level of the standard 
c  The arithmetic mean is the sum of all the pollutant concentrations measured divided by the number of 

measurements per year.  Whereas, the geometric mean is the average concentration measured over the year.  
 
Source: California Air Resources Board, Ambient Monitoring Data 2000–2005. 

 
Particulate Matter (PM10).  The highest recorded concentration during the reporting 

period occurred in 2001 and was 97 micrograms per cubic meter (μg/m3) of air particulates.  
During the reporting period, the California PM10 standard was exceeded between 5 and 20 times 
annually, with the highest number of exceedances in 2000.  No exceedances of the National 
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standard occurred during the 2001 to 2005 reporting period.  The highest annual arithmetic mean 
recorded was 44 μg/m3 in 2001, where as the highest annual geometric mean was 40 μg/m3 also 
recorded in 2001.  Throughout the reporting period the annual arithmetic mean did not exceed 
the California standard, although the National annual geometric standard was exceeded each 
year. 

Particulate Matter (PM2.5).  The highest recorded concentration during the reporting 
period was 84 μg/m3 in 2003.  The National standard was exceeded during all five years of the  
reporting period ranging from one to five times annually.  The highest annual geometric mean 
recorded was 23 μg/m3 in 2001.  The annual geometric mean exceeded the National standard 
throughout the 2001 to 2005 time period. 

Carbon Monoxide.  The highest 1-hour CO concentration was 6 ppm recorded in 2001 
and 2003.  The highest 8-hour CO concentration was 5 ppm, also recorded in 2001 and 2003.  
Neither the California nor the National CO standards were exceeded during the 2001 to 2005 
reporting period. 

Nitrogen Dioxide.  The highest one-hour concentration of NO2 was recorded in 2003 and 
2004, and was 0.16 ppm.  The highest annual arithmetic mean during the 2001 to 2005 reporting 
period was 0.04 ppm, recorded in 2001.  Neither the California nor the National NO2 standards 
were exceeded during the 2001 to 2005 reporting period. 

Sulfur Dioxide.  The highest one-hour concentration was 0.08 ppm, recorded in 2004.  
The 24-hour concentrations recorded ranged from 0.01 ppm to 0.02 ppm for the years during the 
reporting period and the annual arithmetic mean ranged from 0.002 to 0.003 ppm over the 2001 
to 2005 reporting period.  No exceedances of the California or the National SO2 standards were 
recorded during this reporting period. 

Lead.  The Basin is currently in compliance with California and National standards for 
Pb and, therefore, no ambient data for airborne Pb is available for the applicable monitoring 
stations. 

(b)  Existing Health Risk in the Surrounding Area  

As shown above in Figure 42 on page 525, the Project site is located within a cancer risk 
zone of 1,500 in one million.  However, the visual resolution available in the map is 1 kilometer 
by 1 kilometer and, thus, impacts from individual facilities for individual neighborhoods are not 
discernable on this map.  In general, the project site is indicative of other areas in downtown Los 
Angeles. 
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(c)  Sensitive Receptors and Locations 

Some population groups, such as children, the elderly, and acutely and chronically ill 
persons, especially those with cardio-respiratory diseases, are considered more sensitive to air 
pollution than others.  The SCAQMD defines sensitive land uses (i.e., receptors) as residences, 
schools, playgrounds, child care centers, athletic facilities, long-term health care facilities, 
rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement homes.  Sensitive land uses in the 
vicinity of the Project site include residential uses, public and private school uses, and day care 
centers.  Sensitive land uses in the Project vicinity are shown in Figure 43 on page 530 and 
include existing sensitive land uses as well as those that are proposed for development (i.e., the 
related projects listed in Section III.B of this Draft EIR).  

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

a.  Significance Thresholds 

The City of Los Angeles has set forth criteria in the City of Los Angeles CEQA 
Thresholds Guide (1998).  Because of the SCAQMD’s regulatory role in the Basin, this set of 
criteria is consistent with what is set forth in the SCAQMD’s CEQA  Air Quality Handbook. 

Construction Emissions 

Based on criteria set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998), 
the proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to construction emissions if 
any of the following occur: 

• Regional emissions from both direct and indirect sources would exceed any of the 
following SCAQMD prescribed threshold levels:  (1) 75 pounds per day (lbs/day) for 
VOC; (2) 100 lbs/day for NOX; (3) 550 lbs/day for CO; and (4) 150 lbs/day for PM10 
or SOX.120[NOTE TO TEAM: The 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook 
uses ROC.  However, the significance thresholds on the SCAQMD online handbook 
were recently updated and use VOC instead of ROC.] 

                                                 
120  South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Chapter 6 (Determining the Air 

Quality Significance of a Project), 1993. 
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• Project-related fugitive dust and construction equipment combustion emissions cause 
an incremental increase in localized PM10 concentrations of 10.4 µg/m3 or cause a 
violation of NO2 or CO ambient air quality standards.121 

• The proposed Project creates objectionable odors. 

Operational Emissions 

Based on criteria set forth in the City of Los Angeles’ CEQA Thresholds Guide, the 
proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to operational emissions if any of 
the following occur: 

• Operational emissions exceed any of the daily thresholds presented below:122 

Significance Threshold 
(lbs/day) Pollutant 

VOC 55 
NOX 55 
CO 550 
PM10 150 
SOX 150 

• The proposed Project results in an exceedance of the California 1-hour or 8-hour CO 
standards of 20 or 9.0 ppm, respectively, at an intersection or roadway within one-
quarter mile of a sensitive receptor. 

• Project-related stationary source combustion equipment emissions cause an 
incremental increase in localized PM10 concentrations of 2.5 µg/m3.123 

• The proposed Project creates objectionable odors. 

                                                 
121  While the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (CEQA Handbook, 1993), does not provide any localized 

thresholds, the SCAQMD currently recommends localized significance thresholds (LST) for PM10, NO2, and CO 
in its draft document titled “SCAQMD Localized Significance Threshold Methodology for CEQA Evaluations 
(SCAQMD LST Guidelines),” June 19, 2003.   

122  South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Chapter 6 (Determining the Air 
Quality Significance of a Project), 1993. 

123  While the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (CEQA Handbook, 1993), does not provide any localized 
thresholds, the SCAQMD currently recommends localized significance thresholds (LST) for PM10, NO2, and CO 
in its document titled “SCAQMD Localized Significance Threshold Methodology for CEQA Evaluations 
(SCAQMD LST Guidelines),” June 19, 2003.   
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• The proposed Project is incompatible with SCAQMD and SCAG air quality policies.  
The proposed Project would not be compatible with  these policies if it:   

– causes an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations;  

– causes or contributes to new air quality violations;  

– delays timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emission 
reductions specified in the AQMP; or  

– exceeds the assumptions utilized in the SCAQMD’s AQMP.  

• The proposed Project is incompatible with City of Los Angeles air quality policies.  
The proposed Project would not be compatible with these policies if it does not 
substantially comply with the air quality goals and policies set forth within the City’s 
General Plan. 

Toxic Air Contaminants 

Based on criteria set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, the 
proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to toxic air contaminants if: 

• On-site stationary sources emit carcinogenic or toxic air contaminants that 
individually or cumulatively exceed the maximum individual cancer risk of ten in one 
million or an acute or chronic hazard index of 1.0.124 

• Hazardous materials associated with on-site stationary sources result in an accidental 
release of air toxic emissions or acutely hazardous materials posing a threat to public 
health and safety. 

• The Project would be occupied primarily by sensitive individuals within a quarter 
mile of any existing facility that emits air toxic contaminants that could result in a 
health risk for pollutants identified in District Rule 1401.125 

b.  Project Features 

The following design features result in a reduction in air quality emissions and are 
proposed as part of the Project. 

                                                 
124  SCAQMD Risk Assessment Procedures for Rules 1401 and 212, November 1998. 
125  SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Chapter 6 (Determining the Air Quality Significance of a Project). 
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Construction 

•   

The proposed Project would comply with SCAQMD rules relating to fugitive dust, 
asbestos, in demolition and architectural coatings. 

Operation 

A primary objective in the design of the proposed Project is to create a development 
which minimizes the air pollutant emissions that are generated by the Project.  To achieve this 
objective, Related Companies focused on reducing vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled.  This 
approach implements the policy direction provided by SCAG for land development projects.  
The design program incorporated into the proposed Project to minimize pollutant emissions 
consists of the following two components:  (1) the choice and organization of land uses within 
the proposed Project site, and (2) the promotion of alternative travel modes. 

Mixed Use Development 

The land use plan for the proposed Project was developed seeking to create a community 
which provides a wide range of opportunities to meet the needs of the community by providing a 
balanced mix of residential, commercial, and community-serving land uses.  This approach 
minimizes on- and off-site vehicle use by providing a variety of daily needs within a short walk 
from any residence or business.  In addition, on-site development would reflect the following:  
(1) include uses/businesses that do not emit high levels of potentially toxic contaminants or 
odors; and (2) all stationary-source emissions sources (e.g., emergency generator) would be 
constructed utilizing Best Available Control Technology (BACT) to meet SCAQMD 
requirements. 

Location of Residential Uses  

The placement of residential uses in the design of the proposed Project serves the 
objective of minimizing mobile source pollutant emissions.  Residential development would be 
located in close proximity to potential employment areas, rail, light rail, subway, bus services 
and access ramps of the nearby freeways.  Such concentration and placement are intended to 
reduce vehicle miles traveled within the Project site and within the region and subregion by 
reducing commute distances for residents in the area.  The provision of residential space in close 
proximity to commercial space, theatres, and other entertainment sources increases the 
probability that residents may walk or commute to areas of interest or places of business, thus 
reducing the vehicle miles traveled.  
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Civic Park 

Under the Conceptual Plan, a broad spectrum of facilities (e.g., public activity kiosks, 
food and drink concessions, plaza spaces, pedestrian plazas, new stairs and elevators, paved 
plaza, multi-use pavilions, and new broader pedestrian access crossings) is proposed within the 
Civic Park which is in close proximity to on-site residents and businesses.  The proximity of 
these facilities to residential and commercial uses would also in turn, serve to reduce vehicular 
trips and miles traveled. 

Jobs/Housing Linkage 

The proposed array of residential, retail, and office uses would, in itself, promote a 
reduction of mobile source emissions by providing a large supply of housing as well as 
employment opportunities within close proximity to one another as well as within the Downtown 
area, making it possible for an individual to both reside and work within the Project site or the 
general area.  In addition, the Project would provide a substantial amount of housing in a jobs-
rich subregion.  (See Section IV.J, Population, Housing and Employment, for additional 
information regarding the jobs/housing issue.) 

The revitalization is also intended to facilitate the development of a “24-hour City” and to 
encourage mixed commercial and residential uses in order to improve air quality and to reduce 
vehicle trips and miles traveled by locating residents, jobs, hotels, and transit centers near each 
other.126

Promotion of Alternative Travel Modes 

The design of the proposed Project facilitates reductions in pollutant emissions from the 
arrangement of proposed land uses, as described above, as well as through the promotion of 
alternative modes of travel such as mass transit, bicycling, and walking.  In addition, wider 
sidewalks along the segment of Grand Avenue proposed for improvement are intended to 
facilitate and improve pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for sidewalk 
cafes, special events, and building entrances.  To further enhance the pedestrian experience, 
street furnishings would be consistent with the modern identity of Grand Avenue with the 
explicit intent of improving the street environment. 

                                                 
126  LAMC, Planning and Zoning Code Section 12.22A (26). 
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c.  Methodology 

The evaluation of potential impacts to local and regional air quality that may result from 
the construction and long-term operations of the proposed Project is based on the following 
methodological approach:   

(1)  Regional Criteria Pollutant Impacts 

(a)  Construction Impacts   

Daily regional emissions during construction were forecasted by assuming an aggressive 
construction schedule (i.e., assuming large amounts of construction occurs at the earliest feasible 
date) and applying the mobile-source and fugitive dust emissions factors derived from 
URBEMIS 2002.127

(b)  Operational Impacts 

Project operations refer to activities that would occur at a Project site when construction 
is complete and the site has been occupied with its intended use.  Emissions from Project 
operations can be divided into three main categories:  (1) indirect sources; (2) area sources; and 
(3) stationary sources.  Indirect sources are defined as buildings, facilities, structures, or 
properties that attract or generate mobile source activity (autos and trucks).  This includes retail 
uses, employment sites, housing developments, etc.  Area sources are sources that individually 
emit small quantities of air pollutants, but which cumulatively may represent significant 
quantities of emissions.  Water heaters, lawn maintenance equipment, and the application of 
paints and lacquers during maintenance activities are examples of area source emissions.  
Stationary, or point, sources are equipment or devices operating at commercial facilities that 
directly emit air pollutants.  The SCAQMD recommends that impact assessments should 
evaluate all three categories of emissions when determining impacts from a project’s operations. 

(i)  Mobile-Source Emissions 

The SCAQMD recommends using URBEMIS2002 for calculating indirect emissions 
from development projects.  The air quality analysis incorporated model default values, with the 
following exception.  Project-specific trip-generation rates were incorporated into the analysis 
based on the Project’s traffic study.128  In calculating mobile-source emissions, the URBEMIS 

                                                 
127  URBEMIS 2002 is an emissions estimation/evaluation model developed by the ARB that is based, in part, on 

SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook guidelines and methodologies.   
128  The Mobility Group, Traffic Study for the Grand Avenue Project, May 2006. 
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2002 default trip length assumptions were applied to the average daily trip estimates provided by 
the Project’s traffic consultant to arrive at vehicle miles traveled. 

(ii)  Stationary Sources 

The SCAQMD recommends that URBEMIS2002 be used to calculate area source 
emissions.  The program allows the estimation of area-source emissions for natural gas fuel 
consumption from space and water heating, landscape maintenance equipment, and consumer 
products.  Consumer products include reactive organic compound emissions released through the 
use of products such as hair sprays and deodorants.  URBEMIS2002 default assumptions were 
used for evaluating area source emissions.  

Pollutant emissions associated with energy demand (i.e., electricity generation) are 
classified by the SCAQMD as regional stationary-source emissions.  Electricity is produced at 
various locations within, as well as outside of, the Basin.  Since it is not possible to isolate where 
electricity is produced, these emissions are conservatively considered to occur within the Basin 
and are regional in nature.  Criteria pollutant emissions associated with the production and 
consumption of energy were calculated using emission factors from the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air 
Quality Handbook, 1993. 

(2)  Localized Criteria Pollutant Impacts (Construction and Operations) 

The localized effects from the on-site portion of daily emissions were evaluated at each 
sensitive receptor location potentially impacted by the Project using the SCAQMD’s localized 
significance threshold (LST) methodology, which utilizes on-site mass emissions rate look up 
tables.  These tables have been developed to serve as a screening level analysis to determine the 
potential for localized impacts based on the distance between on-site emissions sources and 
sensitive receptor locations.  If the screening level criteria are exceeded, then emissions would be 
modeled using SCAQMD’s recommended Industrial Source Classification (ISC) model to 
determine if an exceedance of either the NAAQS or the CAAQS would occur.  The URBEMIS 
2002 output sheets, which detail construction equipment assumptions by phase and construction 
phase durations, are provided in Appendix D (Air Quality) of this Draft EIR.  

Local area CO concentrations for roadways were evaluated using the CALINE4 traffic 
pollutant dispersion model, developed by Caltrans and recommended by the SCAQMD, in 
combination with EMFAC 2002 emission factors.  The analysis of roadway CO impacts 
followed the protocol recommended by Caltrans and published in the document titled 
Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol, December 1997.  The protocol 
recommends a hotspot evaluation of potential localized CO impacts when volume-to-capacity 
ratios increase by 2 percent at intersections with a level of service (LOS) of C or worse.  All four 
corners of each intersection were then analyzed with receptor locations positioned 3 meters from 
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each intersection for the 1-hour analysis and 7 meters for the 8-hour analysis.  The estimated CO 
concentrations from the CALINE4 modeling results were then compared to State and federal CO 
standards to determine whether the Project would have a significant air quality impact. 

Localized PM10 concentrations related to operation of proposed Project stationary-source 
combustion equipment are evaluated by conducting a screening-level analysis followed by a 
more detailed analysis (i.e., dispersion modeling) as necessary.  The screening-level analysis 
consists of reviewing the proposed Project’s site plan and Project description to identify any new 
or modified stationary-source combustion equipment sources.  If it is determined that the 
proposed Project would introduce a new stationary-source combustion equipment source, or 
modify an existing stationary-source combustion equipment source, then downwind sensitive 
receptor locations are identified and site-specific dispersion modeling is conducted to determine 
proposed Project impacts.  All emissions calculation worksheets and air quality modeling output 
files are provided in Appendix D of this Draft EIR. 

(3)  Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC) Impacts (Construction and Operations) 

Potential off-site TAC impacts are evaluated by conducting a screening-level analysis 
followed by a more detailed analysis (i.e., dispersion modeling), as necessary.  The screening-
level analysis consists of reviewing the proposed Project’s site plan and Project description to 
identify any new or modified TAC emissions sources.  If it is determined that the proposed 
Project would introduce a new source, or modify an existing TAC emissions source, then 
downwind sensitive receptor locations are identified and site-specific dispersion modeling is 
conducted to determine proposed Project impacts.   

Potential on-site TAC impacts are evaluated using ARB’s Air Quality and Land Use 
Handbook: A Community Health Perspective as a general guide for considering impacts to 
sensitive receptors from facilities that emit TAC emissions.  If the proposed Project would 
introduce a new sensitive land use within the ARB recommended minimum siting distances, site-
specific modeling would be conducted to determine proposed Project impacts.   

(4)  Odor Impacts (Construction and Operations) 

Potential odor impacts are evaluated by conducting a screening-level analysis followed 
by a more detailed analysis (i.e., dispersion modeling) as necessary.  The screening-level 
analysis consists of reviewing the proposed Project’s site plan and Project description to identify 
any new or modified odor sources.  If it is determined that the proposed Project would introduce 
a new odor source, or modify an existing odor source, then downwind sensitive receptor 
locations are identified and site-specific dispersion modeling is conducted to determine proposed 
Project impacts.   
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d.  Project Impacts 

(1) Proposed Project 

(a)  Construction 

(i)  Regional Construction Impacts 

Construction of the proposed Project has the potential to create air quality impacts 
through the use of heavy-duty construction equipment and through vehicle trips generated from 
construction workers traveling to and from the Project site.  In addition, fugitive dust emissions 
would result from demolition and construction activities.  Mobile source emissions, primarily 
NOX, would result from the use of construction equipment such as dozers, loaders, and cranes.  
During the finishing phase, paving operations and the application of architectural coatings (i.e., 
paints) and other building materials would release reactive organic compounds.  Construction 
emissions can vary substantially from day to day, depending on the level of activity, the specific 
type of operation and, for dust, the prevailing weather conditions.  The assessment of 
construction air quality impacts considers each of these potential sources.   

Development of the proposed Project is anticipated to occur in three phases.  The initial 
development phase would include the simultaneous completion of Civic Park; Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements between Second and Temple Streets; and the development of Parcel 
Q.  The second phase would include the development of Parcels L and M-2 and Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements between Second Street and Fifth Street.  The third phase would 
include the complete development of Parcels W-1 and W-2 and Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements between Temple Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.  Each of the three 
development phases for the parcels would require a period of approximately three years of active 
construction.  Construction stages would include demolition, excavation, and construction of 
foundations, garages, and podium to the street level (Year 1); construction of the superstructure 
from the top of the podium and the initial shell enclosure (Year 2); and interior and exterior 
finish construction and landscaping (Year 3).  The approximate timeline for the three 
development phases would be 2006-2009 for the first phase; 2010-2012 for the second phase; 
and 2013-2015 for the third phase. 

In the event that the overall construction schedule would be accelerated, the second phase 
of the project would commence in 2008 rather than 2010.  Also under the accelerated scenario, 
the second phase would overlap part of the first phase.  The duration of each phase would remain 
36-months to completion, but the second phase would commence sooner than the proposed 
schedule.  As such, there would be two possible scenarios, an average (proposed) and accelerated 
schedule.  In order to provide a conservative analysis and to account for possible changes in 
schedule, both scenarios were analyzed for air quality impacts.   
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It is expected that the accelerated schedule analysis would be most conservative as it 
represents the minimum timeframe anticipated for the construction of any particular building and 
concentrates the construction duration so it is occurring concurrently and at the earliest feasible 
date within the Project’s overall development period.  This is of particular importance as 
construction emissions are directly related to the duration and intensity of construction activities 
(i.e., emissions increase as the amount of construction increases).  Emission rates representative 
of certain stages of construction (i.e., construction worker trips and delivery vehicle trips) can 
also decrease over time in response to the use of vehicles or equipment that emit lower levels of 
pollutant emissions.  The different groups of construction activities (i.e., demolition, site 
preparation/excavation, and building construction/finishing) and the equipment that would be 
used during Project construction are provided in Appendix D of this Draft EIR. 

Information regarding the estimate of potential daily emissions during construction 
activities is presented in Table 57 on page 540.  Detailed emission calculations are provided in 
Appendix D of this Draft EIR.  As presented in Table 57, construction-related daily net 
emissions of SOX would be considered adverse but less than significant as the estimated net 
emissions for these pollutants would fall below their respective SCAQMD significance 
thresholds.  However, daily net emissions of VOC, NOx, PM10, and CO would be considered 
significant as the estimated emissions for these pollutants exceed their respective SCAQMD 
significance thresholds.  These emission forecasts reflect a specific set of conservative 
assumptions in which the entire Project would be built out over a 9-year time period consisting 
of 3 phases.    

(ii)  Localized Construction Impacts 

The SCAQMD has developed a set of mass emissions rate look-up tables that can be used 
to evaluate localized impacts that may result from construction-period emissions.  If the on-site 
emissions from proposed construction activities are below the LST emission levels found in the  
LST mass rate look-up tables for the Project site’s Source Receptor Area (SRA), then project 
emissions would not have potential to cause a significant localized air quality impact.  The 
thresholds are based on several factors including the size of the project construction site, distance 
from construction site to sensitive receptor locations, and local meteorological conditions.  The 
thresholds for SRA Number 1 (Central Los Angeles), which represents conditions for the general 
project vicinity, are shown in Table 57.   

Following the LST methodology, the conservative estimate of maximum on-site daily 
emissions for CO, NOX, and PM10 was compiled for each of the individual construction site 
locations and compared to the applicable screening threshold based on construction site acreage 
and distance to closest sensitive receptor.  Individual construction projects that are expected to 
occur simultaneously and are adjacent to one another were considered collectively as well as 
individually. 
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Conservative Estimate of Emissions During Construction a 
(lbs/day) 

 
Regional Analysis VOC NOX CO SOX PM10

b

Total Emissions (On-site and off-site)      
 Parcel Q 119 851 479 <1 179 
 Parcel L and M-2 55 550 401 <1 170 
 Parcel W-1/W-2 175 404 375 <1 127 
 Accelerated Scenarioc 148 1,039 785 <1 179 
Maximum Net Emissions During Construction 175 1,039 785 <1 179 
SCAQMD Daily Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 
Over (Under) 100  939  235  (149) 29  
Significant? Yes Yes Yes No Yes 

Local Analysis      
(On-site Emissions Only)      
     Parcel Q 108 348 381 <1 170 
     Parcel L and M-2 52 249 336 <1 164 
     Parcel W-1/W-2 171 250 336 <1 124 
     Accelerated Scenarioc 171 348 387 <1 170 
Maximum On-Site Estimate Total 171 348 387 <1 170 
Localized Significance Threshold d — 238 1,268 — 16 
Over (Under) Threshold — 110 (881) — 154 
Exceed Threshold? N/A Yes No N/A Yes 
  
a Emission quantities are rounded to “whole number” values.  As such, the “total” values presented 

herein may be one unit more or less than actual values.  Exact values (i.e., non-rounded) are provided in 
the URBEMIS model printout sheets and/or calculation worksheets that are presented in Appendix D.  

b PM10 emission estimates are based on compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements for fugitive 
dust suppression, which require that no visible dust be present beyond the site boundaries.  A copy of 
SCAQMD Rule 403 is included in Appendix D. 

c  Represents combined emissions resulting from overlapping construction activities on Parcel Q and 
Parcel L and M-2. 

d These localized thresholds were provided in the SCAQMD Localized Significance Thresholds 
Methodology guidance document based on the following: (1) the proposed Project site is located in 
SCAQMD Sensitive Source Receptor Area (SRA) No. 1, (2) all sensitive receptors are located more than 
25 meters (82 feet) away from major construction activity, and (3) all parcels are within the 5 acre size 
category.  Localized thresholds exist for NOX, CO, and PM10 only. 

 
Source: PCR Services Corporation, 2006.  Construction emission calculation worksheets are included in 

Appendix D of this EIR. 

 

As shown in Table 57, localized CO emissions would not exceed the applicable LST 
threshold for any of the construction phases.  However, localized NOX and PM10 emissions 
would exceed their applicable LST screening thresholds and, thus, localized PM10 and NO2 
impacts during short-term construction activities at areas in close proximity to the Project’s 
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construction sites would be significant.  While PM10 and NO2 concentrations during construction 
would exceed the SCAQMD localized significance thresholds, the potential for this impact 
would be short-term and would not have a long-term impact on the region’s ability to meet State 
and federal air quality standards.  

(iii)  Toxic Air Contaminants 

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions would be related to 
diesel particulate emissions associated with heavy equipment operations during grading and 
excavation activities.  According to SCAQMD methodology, health effects from carcinogenic air 
toxics are usually described in terms of individual cancer risk.  “Individual Cancer Risk” is the 
likelihood that a person exposed to concentrations of TACs over a 70-year lifetime will contract 
cancer, based on the use of standard risk-assessment methodology.  Although Project 
construction would occur for a much shorter duration than 70 years, the anticipated construction 
duration can be factored into the overall 70-year lifetime risk (e.g., a nine-year duration would be 
approximately 13 percent of the predicted cancer risk over a 70-year exposure duration).  Based 
on this methodology, an assessment of diesel particulate emissions was conducted to determine 
the potential risk of a nine-year duration of Project construction and using the same assumptions 
used for the localized analysis discussed above.  As such, this analysis includes all diesel exhaust 
emissions associated with on-site heavy equipment and haul trucks during the construction 
period.  The results of this analysis yields a maximum offsite individual cancer risk of less than 
one in a million at the Colburn School of Performing Arts.  As the Project would not emit 
carcinogenic or toxic air contaminants that individually or cumulatively exceed the maximum 
individual cancer risk of ten in one million, Project-related toxic emission impacts would be less 
than significant. 

(iv)  Odors 

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include the use of 
architectural coatings and solvents and to a lesser extent diesel exhaust.  Properly tuned 
equipment and vehicles would minimize the potential for diesel exhaust emissions that would 
create objectionable odors.  In addition, SCAQMD Rule 1113 limits the amount of volatile 
organic compounds from architectural coatings and solvents.  With mandatory compliance with 
SCAQMD Rules, no proposed construction activities or materials would create objectionable 
odors.  Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures would be required. 
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(b)  Operational Impacts 

(i)  Regional Operations Impacts  

Regional air pollutant emissions associated with proposed Project operations would be 
generated by the consumption of electricity and natural gas, and by the operation of on-road 
vehicles.  Pollutant emissions associated with energy demand (i.e., electricity generation and 
natural gas consumption) are classified by the SCAQMD as regional stationary source emissions.  
Electricity is considered an area source since it is produced at various locations within, as well as 
outside of, the Basin.  Since it is not possible to isolate where electricity is produced, these 
emissions are conservatively considered to occur within the Basin and are regional in nature.  
Criteria pollutant emissions associated with the production and consumption of electricity were 
calculated using emission factors from the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Appendix 
to Chapter 9). 

Criteria pollutant emissions associated with natural gas combustion and other 
miscellaneous emissions were estimated using the URBEMIS 2002 emissions inventory model, 
which utilizes emission factors developed by the EPA and ARB to calculate emissions based on 
the type of land uses.  On-site stationary sources would include chillers, boilers, and emergency 
generators.  Any boilers (used for water and space heating) would be natural gas-fired.  Criteria 
pollutant emissions associated with natural gas combustion were calculated using the URBEMIS 
2002 emissions inventory model.  These stationary sources (i.e., boilers) may require permits 
from the SCAQMD pursuant to Rules 201, 202, and 203.  Emission increases related to those 
sources may be subject to SCAQMD Regulation XIII or Regulation XXX which, among other 
things, requires that Best Available Control Technology (BACT) be utilized to reduce pollutants 
and that any increases of criteria air pollutants from these types of stationary sources be offset by 
achieving equivalent emission reductions at a facility within the Basin.   

Emissions for miscellaneous area sources were estimated to account for minor sources of 
criteria pollutants.  Miscellaneous sources include, but are not limited to, consumer/commercial 
solvents, landscaping equipment, and architectural coatings.  These sources may not individually 
emit large quantities of criteria pollutants but when combined emit quantitative amounts of 
criteria pollutants.   

Mobile-source emissions were calculated using the URBEMIS 2002 emissions inventory 
model, which multiplies an estimate of daily vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by applicable  
EMFAC 2002 emissions factors.  The URBEMIS 2002 model output and worksheets for 
calculating regional operational daily emissions are provided in Appendix D of this Draft EIR.  
As shown in Table 58 on page 543, regional emissions resulting from the proposed Project 
would not exceed regional SCAQMD thresholds for SOx.  However, the proposed Project would  
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Table 58 
 

Project with County Office Building Option Maximum Operational Emissions 
(Pounds per Day) 

 
Emission Source CO NOX PM10 VOC SOX

Parcel Q      
Mobile 431 52 94 45 <1 
Area 12 12 <1 39 <1 

Parcel L and M-2      
Mobile 238 28 51 27 <1 
Area 6 12 <1 57 <1 
      
Parcel W-1/W-2      
Mobile 288 35 63 35 <1 
Area 10 14 <1 58 <1 
      
Total Stationary (Electricity) 18 102 4 <1 11 
      
Project Emissions      
Mobile 958 115 209 107 1 
Area 45 141 5 155 11 
Total Net  1,004 257 214 263 12 
SCAQMD Significance Threshold 550 55 150 55 150 
Difference 454 202 64 208 (138) 
Significant? Yes Yes Yes Yes No 
  

a Mobile emissions calculated using the URBEMIS2002 emissions model.  Model output sheets are provided in 
Appendix D. 

b Area sources include landscape fuel consumption, residential consumer products and miscellaneous sources 
(e.g., among other things, commercial solvent usage (e.g., detergents, cleaning compounds, glues, polishes, 
and floor finishes), delivery and loading dock equipment.)  Worksheets are provided in Appendix D. 

c  Emissions due to Project-related electricity generation and natural gas consumption, calculated based on 
guidance provided in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  Worksheets are provided in Appendix D. 

   
Source: PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

exceed regional SCAQMD thresholds for VOC, CO, NOx and PM10 and impacts associated with 
these criteria pollutants would be significant.   

(ii)  Local Impacts 

The SCAQMD recommends an evaluation of potential localized CO impacts when 
vehicle to capacity (V/C) ratios are increased by 2 percent or more at intersections with a level of 
service (LOS) of C or worse.  As detailed in Section IV.B, Traffic, Circulation, and Parking, 
Project traffic volumes would meet these criteria at 19 intersections.  Sensitive receptors located 
within proximity to the analyzed intersections include the following:  Central Area Performing 
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Arts Senior High School (currently under construction); Colburn School of Performing Arts; 
Angelus Plaza; Promenade Plaza; and the proposed housing development on Fourth and Hill 
Streets.  Intersections were selected for analysis based on information provided in the Project’s 
Traffic Study, (see Appendix B of the Draft EIR for the complete traffic study).   

CO concentration levels were forecasted at the above-mentioned intersections using the 
CALINE4 dispersion model developed by the California Department of Transportation, using 
peak-hour traffic volumes and conservative meteorological assumptions.  Conservative 
meteorological conditions include low wind speed, stable atmospheric conditions, and the wind 
angle producing the highest CO concentrations for each case.  CO concentrations were modeled 
under the future (2015) No Project and with Project conditions.  As shown in Table 59 on page 
545 , Project-generated traffic volumes are forecasted to have a negligible effect on the projected 
1-hour and 8-hour CO concentrations at these 19 intersection locations.  Since a significant 
impact would not occur at the intersections which operate at the highest V/C ratio, no significant 
impact would occur at any other analyzed roadway intersections as a result of Project-generated 
traffic volumes.  Thus, the proposed Project would not cause any new or exacerbate any existing 
CO hotspots, and, as a result, impacts related to localized mobile-source CO emissions would be 
less than significant. 

Potential localized impacts from Project-related stationary source operational emissions 
are anticipated to be minimal, since the proposed Project does not include any industrial, 
manufacturing or similar types of facilities (e.g., power plants, landfills, concrete batch plants, 
and warehouse/distribution facilities) wherein large stationary combustion equipment would be 
located.  Potential stationary combustion equipment that may occur within the Project site would 
include emergency generators and equipment used to off-load deliveries in support of the 
Project’s high-rise buildings (e.g., forklift).  All on-site stationary sources that have the potential 
to generate substantial air quality emissions would be subject to SCAQMD Regulation XIII 
(New Source Review) and as such, would be equipped with best available control technology 
(BACT).  With regard to the off-loading of deliveries, idling trucks and forklift emissions would 
be a minor source of emissions as it is anticipated that only a few deliveries would be made to 
the high-rise buildings on a daily basis as opposed to a potentially significant source such as a 
warehouse/distribution facility where hundreds of deliveries would occur on a daily basis. 

While no stationary sources of the type described above are anticipated to locate within 
the Project site, any new stationary sources would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 
XIII and through air quality modeling demonstrate compliance with SCAMD Localized 
Significance Thresholds for CO, NO2, and PM10.  Therefore, Project-related stationary source 
combustion equipment emissions would result in a less than significant impact. 
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Table 59 
 

Project with County Office Building Option Local Area Carbon Monoxide Dispersion Analysis 
 

Intersection 
Peak 

Perioda 

Maximum  
1-Hour 2015 

Base 
Concentration b

(ppm)  

Maximum  
1-Hour 2015 

w/ Project 
Concentration c 

(ppm) 

Significant  
1-Hour 

Impact d

Maximum  
8-Hour 2015 Base
Concentration e 

(ppm) 

Maximum  
8-Hour 2015 w/ 

Project 
Concentration f

(ppm) 
Significant 8-
Hour Impact d

Grand Avenue and 110/101 Ramps AM 6.3 6.3 NO 5.2 5.2 NO 
 PM 6.1 6.2 NO 5.2 5.2 NO 
Grand Avenue and Temple Street AM 6.8 6.7 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.7 6.9 NO 5.4 5.5 NO 
Hope Street and First Street AM 6.8 6.9 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.6 6.7 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
Hope Street and Gtk Way / Second Place AM 5.7 5.8 NO 4.9 5.0 NO 
 PM 6.5 6.6 NO 5.2 5.3 NO 
Hope Street and Temple Street AM 6.3 6.3 NO 5.2 5.2 NO 
 PM 6.4 6.5 NO 5.3 5.3 NO 
Grand Avenue and First Street AM 6.8 6.9 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.7 6.9 NO 5.5 5.6 NO 
Hill Street and Temple Street AM 6.5 6.6 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.8 6.8 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
Olive Street and First Street  AM 6.4 6.5 NO 5.3 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.6 7.0 NO 5.4 5.6 NO 
Olive Street and Fourth Street  AM 6.1 6.2 NO 5.2 5.2 NO 
 PM 6.3 6.5 NO 5.3 5.4 NO 
Olive Street and Fifth Street  AM 6.1 6.1 NO 5.2 5.2 NO 
 PM 6.4 6.6 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
Broadway and Temple Street   AM 6.5 6.6 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.5 6.6 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
Hill Street and First Street  AM 6.5 6.8 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.7 6.8 NO 5.4 5.5 NO 
Hill Street and Second Street  AM 6.5 6.6 NO 5.3 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.4 6.5 NO 5.3 5.4 NO 
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Intersection 
Peak 

Perioda 

Maximum  
1-Hour 2015 

Base 
Concentration b

(ppm)  

Maximum  
1-Hour 2015 

w/ Project 
Concentration c 

(ppm) 

Significant  
1-Hour 

Impact d

Maximum  
8-Hour 2015 Base
Concentration e 

(ppm) 

Maximum  
8-Hour 2015 w/ 

Project 
Concentration f

(ppm) 
Significant 8-
Hour Impact d

Hill Street and Third Street  AM 7.0 7.2 NO 5.6 5.7 NO 
 PM 7.2 7.4 NO 5.7 5.7 NO 
Hill Street and Fourth Street  AM 6.3 6.3 NO 5.2 5.3 NO 
 PM 6.5 6.6 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
Broadway and First Street  AM 6.4 6.5 NO 5.4 5.4 NO 
 PM 6.6 6.7 NO 5.4 5.5 NO 
Broadway and Second Street  AM 6.1 6.1 NO 5.2 5.2 NO 
 PM 6.4 6.4 NO 5.3 5.3 NO 
Figueroa Street and Third Street AM 6.8 6.9 NO 5.7 5.7 NO 
 PM 7.7 7.8 NO 6.0 6.1 NO 
Grand Avenue and Upper Second Street AM 6.1 6.2 NO 5.1 5.1 NO 
 PM 5.9 6.1 NO 5.0 5.1 NO 
  

ppm = parts per million. 
 
a Peak hour traffic volumes are  based on the Traffic Impact Study prepared for the Project by The Mobility Group, 2006. 
b SCAQMD 2015 1-hour ambient background concentration (5.1 ppm) + 2015 Base traffic CO 1-hour contribution. 
c SCAQMD 2015 1-hour ambient background concentration (5.1 ppm) + 2015 w/ Project traffic CO 1-hour contribution. 
d Determination based on comparison to the  more restrictive State of California standards.  The standards for 1-hour CO concentrations are 20 ppm and for 

8-hour concentrations is 9.0 ppm. 
e SCAQMD 2015 8-hour ambient background concentration (3.9 ppm) +  2015 Base traffic CO 8-hour contribution. 
f SCAQMD 2015 8-hour ambient background concentration (3.9 ppm) + 2015  w/ Project traffic CO 8-hour contribution. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006; emission factor and dispersion modeling output sheets are provided in Appendix D. 



IV.F.  Air Quality 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 547 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

(iii)  Regional Concurrent Construction and Operation Impacts 

The potential exists that the later stages of Project construction could occur concurrently 
with the occupancy of the earlier stages of development.  Therefore, emissions associated with 
concurrent construction and operation activities were calculated.  It was determined that 
concurrent emissions would be their greatest in the latter stages of Project construction, wherein 
the Proposed Project would nearly be built-out, but some construction activities would still be 
occurring as well as the Project’s proposed off-site roadway improvements.  As summarized in 
Table 60 on page 548, concurrent construction and operational emissions would exceed 
SCAQMD daily thresholds for CO, NOX, PM10, and VOC, but would not exceed the SCAQMD 
daily threshold for SOX.  Thus, a significant regional air quality impact would occur. 

(iv)  Toxic Air Contaminants 

This section evaluates potential impacts to neighboring properties that may result from 
TAC emissions associated with long-term operation of the Project.  However, the ambient air 
environment that currently exists on and around the Project site would also impact the residential 
uses that would be developed as part of the proposed Project.  Based on ARB siting 
recommendations, sensitive receptors (e.g., residential uses) should not be sited within 1,000 feet 
of a warehouse distribution center (which have extensive heavy-duty truck activity), within 500 
feet of a freeway (or similar high traffic roadway (i.e., roads within urbanized areas carrying 
more than 100,000 vehicles per day), or within 300 feet of a dry cleaning facility that uses 
perchloroethylene, among other siting recommendations.129  As shown in Figure 43 on page 530, 
proposed residential uses would be located at least 1,300 feet from the Harbor Freeway and 
approximately 1,500 feet from the Hollywood Freeway.  In addition, site reconnaissance was 
conducted on March 26, 2006 to confirm that ARB identified air toxic sources are not located 
within the recommended ARB siting distances.  Since the Project site is not located sufficiently 
proximate to the identified sources, the siting of residential uses on the Project site would not 
result in a significant impact with regard to the exposure of on-site residents to the TAC emission 
sources identified in ARB’s siting recommendations (i.e., the Project would not site residential 
uses in a high cancer risk area due to ambient air quality). 

The primary source of potential air toxics associated with proposed Project operations 
include diesel PM10 from delivery trucks (e.g., truck traffic on local streets and on-site truck 
idling) and emergency backup generators.  The SCAQMD recommends that health risk 
assessments be conducted for substantial sources of diesel PM (e.g., truck stops and warehouse 

                                                 
129  CARB, Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, April 2005. 



IV.F.  Air Quality 

Table 60 
 

Project with County Office Building Option 
Concurrent Operation and Construction Emissions  

(Pounds per day) 
 

Emission Source VOC NOX CO SOX PM10

Operations-period Daily Emissions a 205  214  1,121 7  149  
Construction-period Daily Emissions b 48  404  375  <1 127  
Total Emissions 253  618  1496  8  276  
SCAQMD Construction Significance Threshold 75  100  550  150  150  
 Over (Under) 178  518  946  (142) 126  
 Significant? Yes Yes Yes No Yes 
SCAQMD Operation Significance Threshold 55  55  550  150  150  
 Over (Under) 198  563  946  (142) 126  
 Significant? Yes Yes Yes No Yes 
  
a For purposes of this analysis, assumes completion and occupancy of Parcel Q and Parcel L and M-2.   
b For purposes of this assumption, assumes maximum emissions attributable to construction activity related to 

Parcel W-1/W-2. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

distribution facilities) and has provided guidance for analyzing mobile source diesel emissions.130  
The proposed Project operations would not be considered a substantial source of diesel PM, thus, 
a significant regional air quality impact would not occur.   

Typical sources of acutely and chronically hazardous toxic air contaminants include 
industrial manufacturing processes, automotive repair facilities, and dry cleaning facilities.  The 
proposed Project would not include any of these potential sources, although minimal emissions 
may result from the use of consumer products.  As such, the proposed Project would not release 
substantial amounts of toxic contaminants, and no significant impacts on human health would 
occur.  Based on the limited activity of the toxic air contaminant sources, the proposed Project 
does not warrant the need for a health risk assessment, and potential air toxic impacts would be 
less than significant. 

(v)  Odors 

According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with 
odor complaints typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing 
plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding.  The 

                                                 
130  SCAQMD, Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risks from Mobile Source Diesel Emissions, 

December 2002. 
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proposed Project does not include any uses identified by the SCAQMD as being associated with 
odors.  As the residential activities would not be a source of odors, potential odor impacts would 
be less than significant.  Furthermore, any potential sources of odors within the Project site 
would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 402, which controls nuisance odors, as well 
as complying with Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety regulations which address air 
filtration, which would also address Project generated odors.   

(vi)  SCAQMD Handbook Policy Analysis 

In accordance with the procedures established in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook, the following criteria are required to be addressed in order to determine the proposed 
Project’s consistency with SCAQMD and SCAG policies: 

1. Will the Project result in any of the following: 

• An increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations; or 

• Cause or contribute to new air quality violations; or 

• Delay timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emission 
reductions specified in the AQMP. 

2. Will the Project exceed the assumptions utilized in preparing the AQMP?  

With respect to the first criterion, SCAQMD methodologies require that an air quality 
analysis for projects such as the proposed Project include forecasts of Project emissions in a 
regional context during Project occupancy.  This forecast is provided earlier in this section.  
Since the consistency criteria identified under the first criterion pertain to pollutant 
concentrations, rather than to total regional emissions, an analysis of the proposed Project’s 
pollutant emissions on localized pollutant concentrations is used as the basis for evaluating 
Project consistency.  

CO is the preferred pollutant for assessing local area air quality impacts from motor 
vehicle operations.  Based on methodologies set forth by the SCAQMD, one measure of local 
area air quality impacts that can indicate whether the proposed Project would cause or affect a 
violation of an air quality standard would be based on the estimated CO concentrations at 
selected receptor locations located in close proximity to the Project site.  As indicated earlier, CO 
emissions were analyzed using the CALINE 4 model.  No violations of the State and federal 
carbon monoxide standards are projected to occur.   
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Potential localized impacts from Project-related stationary source operational emissions 
are anticipated to be minimal, since the proposed Project does not include any industrial, 
manufacturing or similar types of facilities (e.g., power plants, landfills, concrete batch plants, 
and warehouse/distribution facilities) wherein large stationary combustion equipment would be 
located.  Potential stationary combustion equipment that may occur within the Project site would 
include emergency generators and equipment used to off-load deliveries in support of the 
Project’s high-rise buildings (e.g., forklift).  All on-site stationary sources that have the potential 
to generate substantial air quality emissions would be subject to SCAQMD Regulation XIII 
(New Source Review) and as such, would be equipped with best available control technology 
(BACT).  With regard to the off-loading of deliveries, idling trucks and forklift emissions would 
be a minor source of emissions as it is anticipated that only a few deliveries would be made to 
the high-rise buildings on a daily basis as opposed to a potentially significant source such as a 
warehouse/distribution facility where hundreds of deliveries would occur on a daily basis. 

While no stationary sources of the type described above are anticipated to locate within 
the Project site, any new stationary sources would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 
XIII and through air quality modeling demonstrate compliance with AAQS.  Therefore, Project-
related stationary source combustion equipment emissions would result in a less-than-significant 
impact. 

While PM10 and NO2 concentrations during construction would exceed the SCAQMD 
10.4 µg/m3 significance threshold, the potential for this impact would be short-term and would 
not have a long-term impact on the region’s ability to meet State and federal air quality 
standards.  As such, the proposed Project would meet the first AQMP consistency criterion.   

With respect to the second criterion for determining consistency with SCAQMD and 
SCAG air quality policies, it must be recognized that air quality planning within the Basin 
focuses on the attainment of ambient air quality standards at the earliest feasible date.  
Projections for achieving air quality goals are based on assumptions regarding population, 
housing and growth trends.  Thus, the SCAQMD’s second criterion for determining project 
consistency focuses on whether or not the proposed Project exceeds the assumptions utilized in 
preparing the forecasts presented in the AQMP. 

Determining whether or not a project exceeds the assumptions reflected in the AQMP 
involves the evaluation of three criteria:  (1) consistency with the population, housing and 
employment growth projections; (2) Project mitigation measures; and (3) appropriate 
incorporation of AQMP land use planning strategies.  The following discussion provides an 
analysis of each of these three criteria. 
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• Is the project consistent with the population, housing, and employment growth 
projections upon which AQMP forecasted emission levels are based?  

A project is consistent with the AQMP if it is consistent with the population, housing and 
employment assumptions which were used in the development of the AQMP.  The 2003 AQMP, 
the most recent AQMP adopted by the SCAQMD, incorporates, in part, SCAG’s 2004 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) socioeconomic forecast projections of regional population and 
employment growth.   

SCAG’s 2004 RTP projects that employment in the Los Angeles City Subregion, the 
SCAG subregion within which the Project site is located, will grow by over 222,000 jobs 
between 2006 and 2015.  The proposed Project is projected to result in a net increase of 
approximately 3,930 jobs on the Project Site, or approximately 1.8 percent of the total job 
growth projected for the subregion.  SCAG’s 2004 RTP projects that population in the subregion 
will grow by over 176,000 people between 2006 and 2015.  The proposed Project is projected to 
result in an increase of approximately 2,925 residents on the Project site, or approximately 
1.7 percent of the total population growth projected for the subregion.  Such levels of 
employment and population growth are consistent with the employment forecasts for the 
subregion as adopted by SCAG.  Because the SCAQMD has incorporated these same projections 
into the AQMP, it can be concluded that the proposed Project would be consistent with the 
projections in the AQMP.  

• Does the project implement all feasible air quality mitigation measures?  

Implementation of all feasible mitigation measures is recommended to reduce air quality 
impacts to the extent feasible.  The proposed Project would incorporate a number of key control 
measures identified by the SCAQMD, as summarized below.  As such, the proposed Project 
meets this AQMP consistency criterion since all feasible mitigation measures would be 
implemented. 

• To what extent is project development consistent with the land use policies set forth 
in the AQMP?  

The proposed Project would serve to implement a number of land use policies of the City 
of Los Angeles and SCAG.  With regard to land use developments, such as the proposed Project, 
air quality policies focus on the reduction of vehicle trips and vehicles miles traveled.  The 
proposed Project, by virtue of its location and design, exhibits many attributes that have a 
positive direct and indirect benefit with regard to the reduction of vehicle trips and vehicles miles 
traveled.  The proposed array of residential, retail, and office uses would promote a reduction of 
mobile source emissions by providing a large supply of housing as well as employment 
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opportunities within close proximity to one another, making it possible for an individual to both 
reside and work within the Project site or the general area.  In addition, the Project would 
provide a substantial amount of housing in a jobs-rich subregion.  (See Section IV.J, Population, 
Housing and Employment, for additional information regarding the jobs/housing issue.) 

The placement of residential uses in the design of the proposed Project serves the 
objective of minimizing mobile source pollutant emissions.  Residential development would be 
located in close proximity to Downtown employment areas, rail, light rail, subway, bus services 
and access ramps of the nearby freeways.  Such concentration and placement are intended to 
reduce vehicle miles traveled within the Project site and within the region and subregion by 
reducing commute distances for residents in the area.  The provision of residential space in close 
proximity to commercial space, theatres, and other entertainment sources increases the 
probability that residents may walk or commute to areas of interest or places of business, thus 
reducing the vehicle miles traveled.  

The design of the proposed Project facilitates reductions in pollutant emissions from the 
arrangement of proposed land uses, as described above, as well as through the promotion of 
alternative modes of travel such as mass transit, bicycling, and walking.  In addition, wider 
sidewalks along the segment of Grand Avenue proposed for improvement are intended to 
facilitate and improve pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for sidewalk 
cafes, special events, and building entrances.  To further enhance the pedestrian experience, 
street furnishings would be consistent with the modern identity of Grand Avenue with the 
explicit intent of improving the street environment. 

The proposed Project is found to be consistent with the AQMP because the proposed 
Project:  (1) does not cause or worsen an exceedance of an ambient air quality standard; (2) does 
not delay the attainment of an air quality standard; (3) is consistent with the AQMP’s growth 
projections; and (4) implements all feasible air quality mitigation measures and is consistent with 
the AQMP’s land use policies.  

City of Los Angeles Policies 

The City of Los Angeles General Plan was prepared in response to California state law 
requiring that each city and county adopt a long-term comprehensive general plan.  This plan 
must be integrated, internally consistent, and present goals, objectives, policies, and 
implementation guidelines for decision-makers to use.  The City has included an Air Quality 
Element as part of its General Plan.  The planning area for the City’s Air Quality Element covers 
the entire City of Los Angeles, which encompasses an area of about 465 square miles. 
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The 1992 revision of the City’s General Plan Air Quality Element serves to aid the 
greater Los Angeles region in attaining the state and federal ambient air quality standards at the 
earliest feasible date, while still maintaining economic growth and improving the quality of life.  
The City’s Air Quality Element and the accompanying Clean Air Program acknowledges the 
inter-relationships between transportation and land use planning in meeting the City’s mobility 
and clean air goals.  With the City’s adoption of the Air Quality Element and the accompanying 
Clean Air Program, the City is seeking to achieve consistency with regional Air Quality, Growth 
Management, Mobility, and Congestion Management Plans. 

To achieve these goals, performance based standards have been adopted to provide 
flexibility in implementation of the policies and objectives, of the City’s Air Quality Element.  
The following City Air Quality Element goals, objectives and policies are relevant to the 
Proposed Project: 

Goal 2—Less reliance on single occupant vehicles with fewer commute and non-work 
trips. 

Objective 2.1—It is the objective of the City of Los Angeles to reduce work trips as 
a step towards attaining trip reduction objectives necessary to achieve regional air 
quality goals. 

Goal 4—Minimize impacts of existing land use patterns and future land use development 
on air quality by addressing the relationship between land use, transportation, and air 
quality. 

Objective 4.1—It is the objective of the City of Los Angeles to include regional 
attainment of ambient air quality standards as a primary consideration in land use 
planning. 

Policy 4.1.1—Coordinate with all appropriate regional agencies in the 
implementation of strategies for the integration of land use, transportation, 
and air quality policies. 

Objective 4.2—It is the objective of the City of Los Angeles to reduce vehicle trips 
and vehicle miles traveled associated with land use patterns. 

Policy 4.2.2—Improve accessibility for the City’s residents to places of 
employment, shopping centers, and other establishments. 

As discussed in detail above, development of the proposed Project at the proposed site 
location offers the opportunity to redevelop an underutilized site with a mixed-use development 
within the middle of a highly urbanized regional employment center and does so from the use of 
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existing infrastructure, proximity to existing regional and local transit facilities, encourages 
pedestrian activity, and is located near existing commercial uses that would meet many of the 
needs of the Project’s future residents.  Based upon this evaluation, it is concluded that the 
proposed Project would be consistent with City of Los Angeles air quality policies as it 
implements the air quality goals and policies set forth in the City’s General Plan.  Overall, no 
significant impacts would occur as a result of Project development with respect to compatibility 
with applicable air quality policies as set forth in the City’s General Plan Air Quality Element. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

(a)  Construction 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would increase the amount 
of housing space while decreasing the amount of office space.  The construction program would 
be substantially similar to that of the Project with County Office Building Option, and like the 
Project with County Office Building Option would generate temporary regional construction 
impacts for VOC, NOx, and CO and localized NO2 and PM10 impacts.  Therefore, temporary 
construction impacts would be significant. 

(b)  Operation 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would, like the Project with 
County Office Building Option include a mix of housing/residential uses and employee 
generating uses.  However, the number of residential units would be increased, and the office 
space would be removed.  The resulting development would include 2,660 residential units.  This 
is an increase of 600 residential units in total and a reduction of 681,000 square feet of office 
space.  The resultant trip generation rate would decrease as a result of the change in land use 
from office to residential.  Also, the vehicle trip lengths and area source emissions would be 
different with this change in land use.  The change in regional emissions generated under this 
option is shown in Table 61 on page 555.  As shown in Table 61, with the exception of VOC, 
pollutant emissions would decrease.  While VOC emissions do increase slightly, ozone 
precursors (i.e., VOC and NOx) emissions would be slightly less than the Proposed Project.  
Regardless, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option similar to the Project 
with County Office Building Option would exceed regional SCAQMD thresholds for VOC, CO, 
NOx and PM10 and impacts associated with these criteria pollutants would be significant.  
Regarding localized CO impacts, since the trip generation and traffic volumes would decrease 
under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, and the distribution of trips 
would be similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, as with the Project with 
County Office Building Option, no localized CO impacts would occur, as is the case with the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  With the addition of 600 more residential units, it 
would only further enhance the City’s goal of improving the accessibility for the City’s residents 
to places of employment, shopping centers, and other establishments.  Thus, the Project with 
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Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
Maximum Operational Emissions 

(Pounds per Day) 
 

Emission Source CO NOX PM10 VOC SOX

Mobile a 932 112 202 105 1 
Area b 25 42 1 184 <1 
Stationary c 15 85 3 1 9 
Total 973  240  207  290  11  

SCAQMD Significance Threshold 550  55  150  55  150  
Difference 423  185  57  235  -139  
Significant? Yes Yes Yes Yes No 
      
Comparison to Project with County 
Office Building Option      
Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option 973  240  207  290  11  
Project with County Office Building 
Option 1004  257  214  263  12  
Difference (31) (17) (7) 27  (1) 
 -3% -7% -3% +10% -8% 
  

a Mobile emissions calculated using the URBEMIS2002 emissions model.  Model output sheets are provided in 
Appendix D. 

b Area sources include landscape fuel consumption, residential consumer products and miscellaneous sources 
(e.g., among other things, commercial solvent usage (e.g., detergents, cleaning compounds, glues, polishes, 
and floor finishes), delivery and loading dock equipment.)  Worksheets are provided in Appendix D. 

c  Emissions due to electricity generation and natural gas consumption, calculated based on guidance provided 
in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  Worksheets are provided in Appendix D. 

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

Additional Residential Development Option would also be consistent with both the AQMP and 
City of Los Angeles goals and policies.  

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

a.  Construction 

Of the 93 related projects that have been identified within the proposed Project study 
area, there are a number of related projects that have not yet been built or are currently under 
construction.  Since Related Companies has no control over the timing or sequencing of the 
related projects, any quantitative analysis to ascertain daily construction emissions that assumes 
multiple, concurrent construction projects would be entirely speculative.  For this reason, the 
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SCAQMD’s methodology to assess a project’s cumulative impact differs from the cumulative 
impacts methodology employed elsewhere in this EIR.  

With respect to the Project’s construction-period air quality emissions and cumulative 
Basin-wide conditions, the SCAQMD has developed strategies to reduce criteria pollutant 
emissions outlined in the AQMP pursuant to Federal Clean Air Act mandates.  As such, the 
Project with County Office Building Option would comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 
requirements, and implement all feasible mitigation measures.  In addition, the Project with 
County Office Building Option would comply with adopted AQMP emissions control measures.  
Per SCAQMD rules and mandates as well as the CEQA requirement that significant impacts be 
mitigated to the extent feasible, these same requirements (i.e., Rule 403 compliance, the 
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures, and compliance with adopted AQMP 
emissions control measures) would also be imposed on construction projects Basin-wide, which 
would include each of the related projects mentioned above.  Nevertheless, construction-period 
CO, NOX and VOC mass regional emissions, and localized NO2 and PM10 emissions associated 
with the Project with County Office Building Option are already projected to result in a 
significant impact to air quality.  As such, cumulative impacts to air quality during Project with 
County Office Building Option construction would also be significant and unavoidable. 

Similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, the greatest potential for TAC 
emissions at each related project would be related to diesel particulate emissions associated with 
heavy equipment operations during grading and excavation activities.  According to SCAQMD 
methodology, health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually described in terms of 
individual cancer risk.  “Individual Cancer Risk” is the likelihood that a person exposed to 
concentrations of TACs over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer, based on the use of standard 
risk-assessment methodology.  Given that the Project with County Office Building Option 
contribution to cancer risk from construction activities would be less than significant and is a 
localized impact, related projects that have not already been built would not result in a long-term 
(i.e., 70 years) substantial source of TAC emissions with no residual emissions after construction 
and corresponding individual cancer risk.  Furthermore, any related project that has the potential 
to emit notable quantities of TACs would be regulated by the SCAQMD rules and regulations 
(e.g., SCAQMD Rule 1401, New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminants) such that TAC 
emissions would be negligible.  Thus, TAC emissions from the related projects are anticipated to 
be less than significant unto themselves, as well as cumulatively in conjunction with the Project 
with County Office Building Option. 

Also similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, potential sources that 
may emit odors during construction activities at each related project would include the use of 
architectural coatings and solvents.  SCAQMD Rule 1113 limits the amount of volatile organic 
compounds from architectural coatings and solvents.  Mandatory compliance with SCAQMD 
Rules would ensure that construction activities or materials used in the construction of the related 
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projects would not create objectionable odors.  Thus, odor impacts from the related projects are 
anticipated to be less than significant unto themselves, as well as cumulatively in conjunction 
with the Project with County Office Building Option. 

b.  Operation 

The SCAQMD has set forth both a methodological framework as well as significance 
thresholds for the assessment of a project’s cumulative operational air quality impacts.  The 
SCAQMD’s methodology differs from the cumulative impacts methodology employed 
elsewhere in this Draft EIR, in which foreseeable future development within a given service 
boundary or geographical area is predicted and associated impacts measured.  The SCAQMD’s 
approach for assessing cumulative impacts is based on the SCAQMD’s AQMP forecasts of 
attainment of ambient air quality standards in accordance with the requirements of the Federal 
and State Clean Air Acts.  This forecast also takes into account SCAG’s forecasted future 
regional growth.  As such, the analysis of cumulative impacts focuses on determining whether 
the Project with County Office Building Option is consistent with forecasted future regional 
growth.  Therefore, if all cumulative projects are individually consistent with the growth 
assumptions upon which the SCAQMD’s AQMP is based, then future development would not 
impede the attainment of ambient air quality standards and a significant cumulative air quality 
impact would not occur. 

Based on the SCAQMD’s methodology (presented in Chapter 9 of the CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook), a project would have a significant cumulative air quality impact if the ratio of daily 
on-site employee vehicle miles traveled (VMT) to daily countywide vehicle miles traveled 
exceeds the ratio of daily Project employees to daily countywide employees.  A significant 
cumulative air quality impact would also occur if the ratio of the daily vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT) by the on-site population to daily countywide vehicle miles traveled exceeds the ratio of 
on-site population to the countywide population.  As shown in Table 62 on page 558, the daily 
on-site to countywide VMT ratios are not greater than the on-site to countywide employee or 
population ratios.  Based on these criteria, development of the proposed Project would have a 
less than significant air quality impact.  In addition, as shown in Table 62, a localized CO impact 
analysis was conducted for cumulative traffic (i.e., related projects and ambient growth through 
2015) in which no local CO violations would occur at any of the studied intersections.   

With respect to air quality policies in the City’s General Plan, it is anticipated that the 
identified related projects within the City of Los Angeles are subject to compliance with City 
regulations and subject to review by the City for compliance with the General Plan and its zoning 
regulations.  It is reasonable to assume that future projects approved in the surrounding area 
would have been found, as part of their respective approval processes, to be in compliance with 
local and regional planning goals and policies.  If a related project was found to be in conflict 
with applicable air quality policies and regulations, it is reasonable to assume that its approval 
would involve findings that the related development did not have adverse air quality impacts or 



IV.F.  Air Quality 

Table 62 
 

Project Cumulative Air Quality Impacts a
 
Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled for Proposed Project Population 49,543 
Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Countywide b 225,794,000 
Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Ratio 0.00021942 
Proposed Project Populationc 3,777 
Countywide Population d 11,027,118 
Population Ratio 0.00034 
Significance Test—Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Ratio Greater Than Population 
Ratio No 
  
Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled for  Proposed Project Employment 13,141 
Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Countywide b 225,794,000 
Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Ratio 0.000058 
Proposed Project Employmente 3,930 
Countywide Employment d 5,087,012 
Employment Ratio 0.001 
Significance Test—Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Ratio Greater Than Employment 
Ratio No 
  
a To provide a conservative analysis, the analysis relative to population is based on the Project with 

Additional Residential Development Option as this option has a greater residential population.  
Conversely, the analysis relative to employment is based on the Project with County Office Building 
Option, as this option has a greater employment total.  Data based on trip data provided by The 
Mobility Group and data obtained from URBEMIS 2002.   

b  Project population assumes the Project with Additional Residential Option which maximizes the 
residential population 

c CARB, Emfac2002, V2.2. (Buildout Year = 2015) 
d Data obtained from SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan, 2004 
e Project employment assumes the Project with County Office Building Option which maximizes the 

Project’s employment population.  
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

that mitigation measures were incorporated into the development to reduce potential air quality 
impacts to less than significant levels.  As discussed previously, the Project with County Office 
Building Option would be compatible with City air quality policies.  Thus, cumulative impacts 
with regard to consistency with applicable air quality policies would be less than significant. 

Despite these conclusions, the Project with County Office Building Option is more 
conservatively concluded to contribute to a significant cumulative regional air quality impact as 
the Basin is non-attainment for ozone and PM10, and the Project with County Office Building 
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Option would exceed the SCAQMD daily significance thresholds for VOC and NOX emissions 
(i.e., ozone precursors) and PM10.131  

With respect to TAC emissions, neither the Project with County Office Building Option 
nor any of the related projects (which are largely residential, restaurant, retail/commercial, and 
medical/research developments) would represent a substantial source of TAC emissions, which 
are typically associated with large-scale industrial, manufacturing and transportation hub 
facilities.  However, the Project with County Office Building Option and each of the related 
projects would likely generate minimal TAC emissions related to the use of consumer products, 
landscape maintenance activities, etc.  Pursuant to California Assembly Bill 1807, which directs 
the California Air Resources Board (ARB) to identify substances as TAC and adopt airborne 
toxic control measures (ATCMs) to control such substances, the SCAQMD has adopted 
numerous rules (primarily in Regulation XIV) that specifically address TAC emissions.  These 
SCAQMD rules have resulted in and will continue to result in substantial Basin-wide TAC 
emissions reductions. In addition, the Project with County Office Building Option would not 
result in any TAC land uses requiring further evaluation using ARB’s Air Quality and Land Use 
Handbook: A Community Health Perspective.  As such, cumulative TAC emissions during long-
term operations would be less than significant. 

With respect to potential odor impacts, neither the Project with County Office Building 
Option land use nor any of the related projects (which are primarily hospital/medical office, 
general office, residential, retail, and restaurant uses) land uses have a high potential to generate 
odor impacts.132  Furthermore, any related project that may have a potential to generate 
objectionable odors would be required by SCAQMD Rule 402 (Nuisance) to implement Best 
Available Control Technology to limit potential objectionable odor impacts to a less than 
significant level.  Thus, potential odor impacts from related projects are anticipated to be less 
than significant unto themselves, as well as cumulatively, in conjunction with the Project with 
County Office Building Option. 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant air 
quality impacts.  In addition to these measures, the Project would comply with regulatory 
measures and provide project design features which further reduce the Project’s less than 
significant impacts.  These measures are listed separately below. 

                                                 
131  This approach is more conservative than the approach provided in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.   
132  According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with odor complaints typically 

include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, 
refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. 
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Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure F-1:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
implement a fugitive dust control program pursuant to the provisions of 
SCAQMD Rule 403.133  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
SCAQMD Rule 403 during construction with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels and the Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Program..  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with regard to the Civic Park.  The 
SCAQMD shall be responsible for the enforcement for all Project 
components.  Compliance with the provision of Rule 403 would occur through 
implementation of one or more of the following best management practices 
(BMPs): 

• Water soils daily and not more than 15 minutes prior to earth moving 
activities; 

• Water surfaces two times per day or more in order to maintain a surface 
crust to prevent soil erosion; 

• Apply soil conditioners or vegetative cover to areas that will be exposed 
for an extended duration; 

• Apply chemical stabilizers within five working days of ceasing grading; 

• Install of approved trackout prevention devices and provide street 
sweeping within the Project area; 

• Securely cover truck loads with a tarp; 

• Cease grading activities when wind speeds exceed 25 miles per hour; and 

• Permanently seal exposed surfaces as soon as possible after grading is 
finished. 

Mitigation Measure F-2:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
utilize coatings and solvents that are consistent with applicable SCAQMD 
rules and regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 

                                                 
133  SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements are detailed in Appendix D. 
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five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with regard to 
the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it 
is not being complied with. 

Regulatory Measure F-3:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 to reduce potential nuisance impacts due to 
odors from construction activities.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall provide 
oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard to 
construction associated with the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
provide oversight with regard to compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it 
is not being complied with. 

Mitigation Measure F-4:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all haul truck tires shall be cleaned at the time these vehicles exit 
the Project site.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD 
retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it is not being complied with.   

Mitigation Measure F-5:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all export material carried by haul trucks shall be covered by a tarp 
or other means.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall provide oversight with regard to 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD 
retains jurisdiction to enforce this measure if it is not being complied with.     

Mitigation Measure F-6:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
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the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all construction equipment shall be properly tuned and maintained 
in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  
The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-7:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that construction equipment  is maintained and operated so as to 
minimize exhaust emissions.  During construction, trucks and vehicles in 
loading and unloading queues shall turn off their engines, when not in use, to 
reduce vehicle emissions.  Construction emissions shall be phased and 
scheduled to avoid emissions peaks and discontinued during second-stage 
smog alerts.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to construction activities associated with the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-8:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that electricity rather than temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered 
generators shall be used to the extent feasible.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  
The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-9:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that all construction vehicles shall be prohibited from idling in excess 
of ten minutes, both on- and off-site.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction associated with the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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Mitigation Measure F-10:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that heavy-duty construction equipment shall use alternative clean 
fuels, such as low sulfur diesel or compressed natural gas with oxidation 
catalysts or particulate traps, to the extent feasible.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department 
of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the Civic Park. 

b.  Operation 

Transportation System Management and Demand Management 

Mitigation Measure F-11:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall, to the extent feasible, ensure 
that deliveries are scheduled during off-peak traffic periods to encourage the 
reduction of trips during the most congested periods.  The City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure, with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park.   

Mitigation Measure F-12:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the MTA 
and the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation to provide 
information to Project employees, residents and guests with regard to local 
bus and rail services.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-13:  Provide the appropriate number of bicycle racks located at 
convenient locations in the Project site.  Related shall implement this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels prior to initial building occupancy 
for each construction phase, while the responsible parties for the 
implementation of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall 
implement these measures prior to the completion of each construction phase.  
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The City’s Department of Safety shall review and approve the number and 
location of the bicycle racks with regard to the five development parcels.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall perform the same 
function with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure F-14:  During on-going Project operations, Related, with regard to 
the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation 
of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall ensure that all 
fixtures used for lighting of exterior common areas shall be regulated by 
automatic devices to turn off lights when they are not needed, but a minimum 
level of lighting should be provided for safety.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this mitigation measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Project Design Features 

Project Design Feature F-1:  During site plan review for each construction phase, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall give consideration to the provision of safe and convenient access to bus 
stops and public transportation facilities.  Pedestrian access plans to bus stops 
and transit facilities shall be submitted to the Authority, for review and 
approval.  Approved access plans shall be implemented by the responsible 
parties. 

Project Design Feature F-2:  Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall provide convenient pedestrian access throughout 
the Project site.  Related shall implement this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels prior to initial building occupancy for each construction 
phase, while the responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park 
and Streetscape Program, under the applicable agreements, shall implement 
these measures prior to the completion of construction for each of these 
Project components.  Pedestrian access plans shall be submitted to the 
Authority, for review and approval.  Approved pedestrian access plans shall 
be implemented by the responsible parties. 
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Service and Support Facilities (point sources) 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure F-1:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall ensure that all point source 
facilities shall obtain all required permits from the SCAQMD.  The issuance 
of these permits by the SCAQMD shall require the operators of these facilities 
to implement Best Available Control Technology and other required measures 
that reduce emissions of criteria air pollutants.  Proof of permit issuance by 
the SCAQMD shall be provided to the City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works with regard to the Civic Park.  Compliance with point source permits 
shall be enforced by the SCAQMD for all Project components.   

Project Design Features 

Project Design Feature F-3:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall ensure that commercial businesses located within 
the Project site shall be limited to those that do not emit high levels of 
potentially toxic air contaminants or odors (e.g., dry cleaners with on-site 
processing plants that handle toxic chemicals).  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall be 
responsible for the enforcement of this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels. 

Natural Gas Consumption and Electricity Production 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure F-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park, under the applicable agreements, shall 
prepare and implement building plans and specifications that ensure that all 
residential and non-residential buildings shall, at a minimum, meet the 
California Title 24 Energy Efficiency standards for water heating, space 
heating and cooling.  Approved building plans shall be implemented by 
Related and the responsible parties.  Building plans and specifications with 
regard to the five development parcels shall be reviewed and approved by the 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department.  Building plans and specifications with regard to the Civic Park 
shall be reviewed and approved by the County’s CAO and/or Department of 
Public Works. 
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Building Materials, Architectural Coatings and Cleaning Solvents 

Regulatory Measure 

Regulatory Measure F-3:  During each construction phase, Related with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall ensure that building 
materials, architectural coatings and cleaning solvents shall comply with all 
applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to construction 
associated with the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park.  The SCAQMD shall be responsible for the 
enforcement of this measure for all Project  components. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

a.  Construction 

With implementation of the above regulatory measures and mitigation measures, heavy-
duty construction equipment emissions of PM10, VOC, NOx, SOx, and CO would be reduced by a 
minimum of 5 percent and fugitive dust emissions would be reduced by an additional 16 percent.  
However, regional construction activities would still exceed the SCAQMD daily emission 
thresholds for regional NOX, CO and VOC after implementation of all feasible mitigation 
measures.  Therefore, construction of the Project would have a significant and unavoidable 
impact on regional air quality. 

With regard to localized emissions, construction activities would still exceed the 
SCAQMD daily emission threshold for PM10 and NO2 after implementation of all feasible 
mitigation measures.  Therefore, construction of the Project would have a significant and 
unavoidable impact. 

No notable impacts related to TAC emissions during construction are anticipated to occur 
for the Project with County Office Building Option.  As such, potential impacts would be less 
than significant. 

The Project with County Office Building Option is not anticipated to generate a 
substantial amount of objectionable odor emissions during construction. Mandatory compliance 
with SCAQMD Rules would ensure that no proposed construction activities or materials would 
create objectionable odors.  As such, potential impacts would be less than significant.  
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b.  Operation 

Regional operational emissions would still exceed the SCAQMD daily emission 
threshold for regional CO, VOC, PM10, and NOX after implementation of all feasible mitigation 
measures.  Therefore, operation of the Project would have a significant and unavoidable impact 
on regional air quality.  In addition, regional concurrent construction and operational emissions 
would still exceed SCAQMD daily thresholds for CO, VOC, PM10, and NOX after 
implementation of all feasible mitigation measures. Therefore, concurrent construction and 
operation of the Project would have a significant and unavoidable impact on regional air quality.   

No significant impacts related to local CO concentrations would occur for the Project 
with County Office Building Option.  Project development would be consistent with the air 
quality policies set forth in the SCAQMD’s AQMP and the City of Los Angeles General Plan 
Air Quality Element, resulting in an impact that is less than significant. 

By compliance with industry standard odor control practices, SCAQMD Rule 402 
(Nuisance), and SCAQMD Best Available Control Technology Guidelines, potential impacts 
that could result from any potential odor source would be less than significant. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
G.  NOISE 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The following analysis describes the existing noise and vibration environment within the 
Project area and evaluates future noise and vibration levels at surrounding land uses due to 
potential changes brought about by Project construction and operation.   

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Noise and Vibration Basics 

(1)  Noise  

Noise is often defined as unwanted sound.  Although sound can be easily measured, the 
perceptibility of sound is subjective and the physical response to sound complicates the analysis 
of its impact on people.  People judge the relative magnitude of sound in subjective terms such as 
“noisiness” or “loudness.”  Sound pressure is measured and quantified using a logarithmic ratio, 
the scale of which gives the level of sound in decibels (dB).  The human hearing system is not 
equally sensitive to sound at all frequencies.  Therefore, to approximate this human, frequency-
dependent response, the A-weighted system is used to adjust measured sound levels.  The 
A-weighted sound level is expressed as “dBA.”  This scale de-emphasizes low frequencies to 
which human hearing is less sensitive and focuses on mid- to high-range frequencies.  Due to the 
physical characteristics of noise transmission and reception, an increase of 10 dBA is normally 
required to achieve a doubling of the “loudness,” as perceived by the human ear.  In addition, a 
3-dBA increase is recognizable to most people in the context of the community noise 
environment.  A change in noise level will usually not be detectable unless the new noise source 
is at least as loud as the ambient conditions.  Typical A-weighted sound levels measured for 
various sources, as well as people’s responses to these levels, are provided in Figure 44 on 
page 569. 

Objects that obstruct the line-of-sight between a noise source and a receiver reduce the 
noise level if the receiver is located within the “shadow” of the obstruction, such as behind a 
sound wall.  This type of sound attenuation is known as “barrier insertion loss.”  If a receiver is 
located behind the wall but still has a view of the source (i.e., line-of-sight not fully blocked), 
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some barrier insertion loss would still occur, however to a lesser extent.  Additionally, a receiver 
located on the same side of the wall as a noise source may actually experience an increase in the 
perceived noise level as the wall reflects noise back to the receiver, thereby compounding the 
noise.   

Time variation in noise exposure is typically expressed in terms of the average energy 
over time (Leq), or alternatively, as a statistical description of the sound level that is exceeded 
over some fraction of a given period of time.  For example, the L50 noise level represents the 
noise level that is exceeded 50 percent of the time.  Half the time the noise level exceeds this 
level and half the time the noise level is less than this level.  This level is also representative of 
the level that is exceeded 30 minutes in an hour.  Similarly, the L8 and L25 represent the noise 
levels that are exceeded 8 and 25 percent of the time, respectively, or for 5 and 15 minutes 
during a 1-hour period as well.   

Other values typically noted during a noise survey are the Lmin and Lmax.  These values 
represent the minimum and maximum noise levels observed during a measurement period.  
Maximum and minimum noise levels, as compared to the Leq, are a function of the characteristics 
of the noise source.  For example, sources such as compressors, generators, and transformers 
have maximum and minimum noise levels that are similar to their Leq levels since noise levels 
for steady-state noise sources do not substantially fluctuate.  However, as another example, 
vehicular noise levels along local roadways result in substantially different minimum and 
maximum noise levels when compared to the Leq since noise levels fluctuate during pass-by 
events.   

Although the A-weighted scale accounts for the range of people’s response, and 
therefore, is commonly used to quantify individual event or general community sound levels, the 
degree of annoyance or other response effects also depends on several other perceptibility 
factors.  These factors include: 

• Ambient (background) sound level; 

• Magnitude of sound event with respect to the background sound level; 

• Duration of the sound event; 

• Number of event occurrences and their repetitiveness; and 

• Time of day that the event occurs. 

Several methods have been devised to relate noise exposure over time to human response.  
A commonly used noise metric for this type of study is the Community Noise Equivalent Level 
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(CNEL).  The CNEL, originally developed for use in the California Airport Noise Regulation, 
adds a 5 dBA penalty to noise occurring during evening hours from 7:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M., and 
a 10 dBA penalty to sounds occurring between the hours of 10:00 P.M. to 7:00 A.M. to account 
for the increased sensitivity to noise events that occur during the quiet late evening and nighttime 
periods.  Thus, the CNEL noise metric provides a 24-hour average of A-weighted noise levels at 
a particular location, with an evening and a nighttime adjustment, which reflects increased 
sensitivity to noise during these times of the day.   

(2)  Vibration 

Vibration is an oscillatory motion through a solid medium in which the motion’s 
amplitude can be described in terms of displacement, velocity, or acceleration.  The peak particle 
velocity (PPV) or the root mean square (RMS) velocity is usually used to describe vibration 
amplitudes.  PPV is defined as the maximum instantaneous peak of the vibration signal, while 
RMS is defined as the square root of the average of the squared amplitude of the signal.  PPV is 
typically used for evaluating potential building damage, whereas RMS is typically more suitable 
for evaluating human response.  Typically, ground-borne vibration generated by man-made 
activities attenuates rapidly with distance from the source of the vibration.  Man-made vibration 
issues are therefore usually confined to short distances (i.e., 500 feet or less) from the source.   

b.  Regulatory Framework 

Many government agencies have established noise standards and guidelines to protect 
citizens from potential hearing damage and various other adverse physiological and social effects 
associated with noise and ground-borne vibration.  The government agency policies that are 
relevant to Project construction and operation are discussed below. 

(1)  Federal Standards and Regulations 

There are no federal noise standards that directly regulate environmental noise related to 
the construction or operation of the proposed Project.  With regard to noise exposure and 
workers, the Office of Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) regulations safeguard the 
hearing of workers exposed to occupational noise. 

(2)  State of California Standards and Regulations 

The California Department of Health Services (CDHS) has studied the correlation of 
noise levels and their effects on various land uses.  As a result, the CDHS has established 
guidelines for evaluating the compatibility of various land uses as a function of community noise 
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exposure.  The State Noise/Land Use Compatibility Matrix is presented in Figure 45 on 
page 573.  Additionally, the California Administrative Code, Title 4, includes guidelines for 
evaluating the compatibility of various land uses as a function of community noise exposure.  
Also, Section 65302(f) of the California Government Code requires each community to prepare 
and adopt a comprehensive long-range general plan for its physical development containing 
seven mandatory elements, including a noise element.  The noise element must:  (1) identify and 
appraise noise problems in the community; (2) recognize Office of Noise Control guidelines; and 
(3) analyze and quantify current and projected noise levels. 

(3)  Local Standards and Regulations 

(a)  City General Plan Noise Element 

The City of Los Angeles has adopted local guidelines based, in part, on the community 
noise compatibility guidelines established by the State Department of Health Services for use in 
assessing the compatibility of various land use types with a range of noise levels.  These 
guidelines are set forth in the City’s General Plan Noise Element and the City of Los Angeles’ 
“L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide” in terms of the CNEL.  CNEL guidelines for specific land uses 
are classified into four categories:  (1) “normally acceptable,” (2) “conditionally acceptable,” 
(3) “normally unacceptable,” and (4) “clearly unacceptable.”  As shown in Table 63 on page 574, 
a CNEL value of 70 dBA is considered the dividing line between a “conditionally acceptable” 
and “normally unacceptable” noise environment for noise sensitive land uses, including single-
family and multi-family residences and schools. 

(b)  City of Los Angeles Noise Regulation 

The City of Los Angeles Noise Regulation is provided in Chapter 11 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code (LAMC).  Section 111.02 of the LAMC provides procedures and criteria for the 
measurement of the sound level of “offending” noise sources.  These procedures recognize and 
account for perceived differences in the nuisance level of different types of noise and/or noise 
sources.  Specifically, the procedures provide for a penalty of 5 dBA for steady high-pitched 
noise or repeated impulsive noises to account for the nuisance nature of these types of noise.  
Conversely, the procedures provide a credit of 5 dBA for noise occurring less than 15 minutes in 
a period of 60 consecutive minutes during the day, as short-term noise events are typically less of 
a nuisance than sustained noise levels.  The LAMC provides presumed ambient noise levels, 
where the actual measured ambient conditions are not known or are less than the presumed 
daytime (7:00 A.M. to 10:00 P.M.) and nighttime (10:00 P.M. to 7:00 A.M.) minimum ambient noise 
levels defined in Section 111.02 of the LAMC.  In cases where the actual measured ambient 
level is not known or is less than 50 dBA, the presumed daytime (7:00 A.M. to 10:00 P.M.) 
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Table 63 
 

City of Los Angeles Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise 
 

 Community Noise Exposure CNEL, dBA 

Land Use 
Normally 

Acceptable 
Conditionally 

Acceptable 
Normally 

Unacceptable 
Clearly 

Unacceptable 
Single-Family, Duplex, Mobile 
Homes 

50–60 55–70 70–75 Above 70 

Multi-Family Homes 50–65 60–70 70–75 Above 70 

Schools, Libraries, Churches, 
Hospitals, Nursing Homes 

50–70 60–70 70–80 Above 80 

Transient Lodging—Motels, Hotels 50–65 60–70 70–80 Above 80 

Auditoriums, Concert Halls, 
Amphitheaters 

— 50–70 — Above 65 

Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator 
Sports 

— 50–75 — Above 70 

Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks 50–70 — 67–75 Above 72 

Golf Courses, Riding Stables, Water 
Recreation, Cemeteries 

50–75 — 70–80 Above 80 

Office Buildings, Business and 
Professional Commercial 

50–70 67–77 Above 75 — 

Industrial, Manufacturing, Utilities, 
Agriculture 

50–75 70–80 Above 75 — 

  

Normally Acceptable:  Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any buildings 
involved are of normal conventional construction without any special noise insulation requirements.   

Conditionally Acceptable:  New construction or development should be undertaken only after a detailed 
analysis of the noise reduction requirements is made and needed noise insulation features included in the 
design.  Conventional construction, but with closed windows and fresh air supply systems or air 
conditioning will normally suffice.   

Normally Unacceptable:  New construction or development should generally be discouraged.  If new 
construction or development does proceed, a detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements must be 
made and needed noise insulation features included in the design.   

Clearly Unacceptable: New construction or development should generally not be undertaken. 

Source:  L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, 1998. 
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minimum ambient noise for properties zoned residential is 50 dBA, while the nighttime (10:00 
P.M. to 7:00 A.M.) ambient is 40 dBA.133   

Section 112.05 of the LAMC sets a maximum noise level for powered equipment of 75 
dBA at a distance of 50 feet therefrom when operated within 500 feet of a residential zone.  
Compliance with this standard is only required where “technically feasible.”134  Section 41.40 of 
the Municipal Code also prohibits construction between the hours of 9:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. 
Monday through Friday, 6:00 P.M. and 8:00 A.M. on Saturday, and at any time on Sunday.  In 
general, the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety enforces noise ordinance 
provisions relative to equipment and the Los Angeles Police Department enforces provisions 
relative to noise generated by people. 

In accordance with the LAMC, a noise level increase of 5 dBA over the existing average 
ambient noise level at an adjacent property line is considered a noise violation.  This standard 
applies to:  (1) radios, television sets, and similar devices defined in LAMC Section 112.01; (2) 
air conditioning, refrigeration, heating, pumping, filtering equipment defined in LAMC Section 
112.02; (3) powered equipment intended for repetitive use in residential areas and other 
machinery, equipment, and devices defined in LAMC Section 112.04; and (4) motor vehicles 
driven on-site as defined in LAMC Section 114.02. 

No specific noise thresholds are provided for “general noise,” except for Article 6 of the 
Noise Regulation, which makes it “unlawful for any person to willfully make or continue, or 
cause to be made or continued, any loud, unnecessary, and unusual noise which disturbs the 
peace or quiet of any neighborhood or which causes discomfort or annoyance to any reasonable 
person of normal sensitiveness residing in the area.”  The Noise Regulation does not provide any 
definition of “loud” noise. 

(4)  Federal, State, and Local Government Ground-Borne Vibration Standards 

The City of Los Angeles has not adopted policies or guidelines relative to ground-borne 
vibration.  As such, the following is a summary of Los Angeles County, Caltrans, and Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) ground-borne vibration policies and guidelines.  The Los Angeles 
County Code (LACC Section 12.08.350) states a presumed perception threshold of 0.01 inch per 
second RMS, but this applies to ground-borne vibrations from long-term operational activities, 

                                                 
133  LAMC, Section 111.03. 
134  In accordance with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinances, “technically feasible” means that the established 

noise limitations cannot be complied with at a project site, despite the use of mufflers, shields, sound barriers, 
and/or other noise reduction devices or techniques employed during the operation of equipment. 
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not construction.  With respect to ground-borne vibration from construction activities, the FTA 
and Caltrans have adopted guidelines/recommendations to limit ground-borne vibration based on 
the age and/or condition of the structures that are located in close proximity to construction 
activity.   

A technical discussion of construction activity-related vibration is provided in 
Section 12.2 of the FTA publication titled “Transit Noise and Vibration Impacts Assessments,” 
April 1995.  As described therein, a ground-borne vibration level of 0.2 inch-per-second peak 
particle velocity (PPV) should be considered as damage threshold criterion during construction 
for structures deemed “fragile,” and a ground-borne vibration level of 0.12 inch-per-second PPV 
should be considered as the damage criterion for structures deemed “extremely fragile historic,”.  
With respect to structures that are considered “well engineered,” a ground-borne vibration 
damage threshold criterion of 2.0 inch-per-second PPV during construction is noted in the 
Caltrans technical publication titled “Transportation Related Earthborne Vibrations, Caltrans 
Experience,” July 24, 1992.   

c.  Existing Local Noise and Ground-borne Vibration Conditions 

The predominant noise source within the Project vicinity is roadway noise from local 
thoroughfares such as the Harbor Freeway (I-110) on the west and the Hollywood/Santa Ana 
Freeway (I-101) on the north.  Other community noise sources include incidental noise from 
existing commercial and residential uses, ambulance sirens, distant aircraft over-flights, outdoor 
plazas (theatre patrons and dining areas), and landscaping maintenance activities at nearby 
commercial and residential uses.   

The only sources of ground-borne vibration in the Project vicinity are heavy-duty 
vehicular travel (e.g., refuse trucks, delivery trucks, and transit buses) on local roadways and 
automobile circulation within underground parking facilities.  These sources do not guarantee 
substantial ground-borne vibration levels and, as such, existing ground-borne vibration levels 
within the Project vicinity are negligible.135   

(1)  Noise-Sensitive Receptors 

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to noise than others due to the amount of 
noise exposure and the types of activities typically involved at the receptor location.  The City’s 

                                                 
135  A heavy-duty vehicle traveling at a distance of 50 feet results in a vibration level of approximately 0.001 inches 

per second RMS, which is less than the Los Angeles County Code (LACC Section 12.08.350) presumed 
perception threshold of 0.01 inch per second RMS. 
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CEQA Thresholds Guide states that residences, schools, libraries, hospitals, day-care facilities, 
convalescent/retirement homes, and parks are generally more sensitive to noise than commercial 
and industrial land uses.  Although courthouses are not specifically defined as noise sensitive 
land uses in the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide, the Los Angeles County Stanley Mosk 
Courthouse and the Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center were included as sensitive 
land uses given the close proximity of these uses to the proposed Civic Park, and the need for a 
more quiet environment in courtrooms during judicial proceedings  Noise-sensitive land uses 
(sensitive receptor locations) in the Project vicinity are shown in Figure 46 on page 578. 

(2)  Vibration-Sensitive Receptors 

With the exception of residential uses adjacent to Parcels L and M-2, there are no 
residential uses that are located within the area of potential effect for perceptible vibration due to 
short-term construction and long-term Project operations.  With respect to structures, all 
buildings are sensitive to vibration, although the extent of sensitivity is related to how the 
buildings were actually constructed.  For example, Caltrans uses a ground-borne vibration 
damage threshold criterion of 2.0 inch-per-second PPV during construction for structures that are 
“well engineered”.  The FTA considers a ground-borne vibration damage threshold criterion of 
0.2 inches-per-second PPV for structures that are “fragile”; and 0.12 inch-per-second PPV for 
structures that are “extremely fragile historic”.136  Section IV.D, Historical Resources, provides a 
detailed discussion of historic buildings within the project vicinity and illustrates the location of 
each of these buildings in Figure  41 on page 441.  Buildings identified as having potential 
historic value within close proximity of the proposed Project site include the Los Angeles City 
Hall (1928) and the Hall of Justice Building (1925).  The Los Angeles City Hall is located east of 
Spring Street and approximately 150 feet east of the proposed Civic Park.  The Hall of Justice 
Building is located north of Temple Street and approximately 300 feet of the proposed Civic 
Park.  Both properties have been previously assessed and identified as historical resources.  

Additional land uses that would be considered sensitive to vibration include the Music 
Center Complex, Walt Disney Concert Hall, Los Angeles County Stanley Mosk Courthouse, 
Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center, the Museum of Contemporary Art, and the 
Colburn School of Performing Arts.  Although the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide does not 
specifically identify types of land uses that would be considered vibration sensitive, these uses 
were conservatively classified as “fragile” structures given the close proximity of these uses to 
the proposed Project and that vibration may be considered disruptive to these uses (e.g., court 
proceedings). 

                                                 
136  FTA, Transit Noise and Vibration Impacts Assessments, April 1995.   
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(3)  Ambient Noise Levels 

Ambient sound measurements were conducted in the vicinity of the Project site between 
Tuesday, December 18, through Sunday, December 25, 2005, to characterize the existing noise 
environment in the Project vicinity.  The sound level meters were placed at the eight locations 
identified in Figure 46 on page 578.  A summary of sound measurement data collected from the 
eight measurement locations is provided in Table 64 on page 580.  As shown therein, the 
measured CNEL ranged from 63.5 dBA to 76.0 dBA.  Based on the City of Los Angeles 
community noise/land use compatibility criteria provided earlier in Table 64 on page 580, this 
noise environment is generally considered “conditionally acceptable” for multi-family residential 
uses.   

To further characterize the area’s noise environment, the CNEL generated by existing 
traffic on local roadways was established using roadway noise equations provided in the Caltrans 
Technical Noise Supplement (TeNS) document and traffic volume data provided by the Project’s 
traffic consultant.  As indicated in Table 65 on page 581, the calculated CNEL for the analyzed 
roadway segments as a result of existing traffic volumes ranged from 63.5 dBA CNEL to 
66.6 dBA CNEL at 50 feet from the roadway right-of-way based on surface-street traffic 
volumes only.  These noise levels are generally consistent with the measured noise levels 
discussed earlier and provided in Table 64.  Most land uses located near the Project site are 
currently exposed to community noise levels from traffic (at the right-of-way) that are 
“conditionally acceptable” as categorized by the City of Los Angeles Land Use Compatibility 
Matrix for Community Noise (refer to Table 63 on page 574).   

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

(1)  On-Site Construction Noise 

Construction noise impacts are evaluated by determining the noise levels generated by 
the different types of construction activity, calculating the construction-related noise level at 
nearby sensitive receptor locations, and comparing these construction-related noise levels to 
ambient noise levels (i.e., noise levels without construction noise).  More specifically, the 
following steps were undertaken to calculate construction-period noise impacts:   

1. Ambient noise levels at surrounding sensitive receptor locations were estimated based 
on field measurement data (see Table 64 on page 580) and/or presumed noise level as 
stated in the LAMC, Section 111.03 (see Table 66 on page 582);   
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Table 64 
 

Summary of Long-Term Ambient Noise Measurement Data (dBA) a
 

 
Daytime Hourly Ambient Leq

(Weekday/Weekend)b Nighttime Hourly Ambient Leq
b  

Measurement Location and Day Avg. Min. Max. Avg. Min. Max. CNEL 
1 - Cathedral of Our Lady of the 
Angels 
(12/22/05 - 12/25/05) – Weekday 
(2/10/06-2/12/06) – Weekend 

       

Weekday (12/23/05) 72.6 69.6 74.7 68.4 64.6 71.9 76.0 
Weekend (2/10/06) 71.3 73.8 69.4 67.6 69.9 64.4 75.1 

2 - Dorothy Chandler Pavilion 
(12/15/05 – 12/16/05)        

Weekday  69.7 66.3 70.8 63.4 58.3 66.4 72.0 
3 - Civic Mall  
(12/13/05 – 12/15/05)        

Weekday 61.1 56.7 69.1 55.3 49.3 61.5 63.5 
4 - Spring Street and Temple Street 
(12/13/05 – 12/15/05)        

Weekday 72.3 64.8 74.7 67.1 59.8 73.5 75.0 
5 - Disney Concert Hall 
(12/15/05 – 12/17/05)        

Weekday 70.5 64.9 73.9 64.1 57.6 66.9 72.7 
6 - Grand Avenue and Cesar E. 
Chavez Boulevard 
(12/13/05 – 12/15/05)        

Weekday  69.5 66.2 71.9 65.4 60.2 69.5 73.0 
7 - Grand Promenade Tower 
Apartments (12/16/05 – 12/19/05)        

Weekday  64.0 58.8 67.5 57.6 55.0 61.2 66.1 
Weekend 62.7 58.2 66.5 57.8 55.5 60.3 65.6 

8 - Museum of Contemporary Art 
(MOCA) 
(12/13/05 – 12/15/05)        

Weekday  62.9 61.0 66.5 60.7 59.6 62.7 67.8 
  
a Based on a continuous ambient sound measurement using a Larson-Davis 820 Type 1 Integrating Sound Level 

Meter.  Measurement locations are depicted in Figure 44 on page 569, and noise measurement data is provided in 
Appendix E.   

b Per LAMC regulations, daytime hours are from 7 A.M. to 10 P.M., and nighttime  hours are from 10 P.M. to 7 A.M. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

2. Noise levels for each construction phase were obtained from the Los Angeles CEQA 
Thresholds Guide; 

3. Distances between construction site locations (noise source) and surrounding 
sensitive receptors were measured; 
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Table 65 
 

Predicted Existing Vehicular Traffic Noise Levels 
 

Existing CNEL (dBA)  at Referenced Distances 
from Roadway Right-of-Way 

Roadway Segment  
Adjacent  
Land Use 

Noise Exposure 
Compatibility  

Category  Adjacent 50 Feet 100 Feet 

Grand Avenue, North of 101/110 Ramps 
Residential/Commercial/Future 
LAUSD High School Conditionally Acceptable 70.1 65.1 62.8 

Grand Avenue, North of First Street 
Commercial (Music/Concert 
Hall) Normally Unacceptable 70.2 65.8 63.6 

Grand Avenue, North of Temple Street Religious Institution Conditionally Acceptable 71.7 66.6 64.4 
Grand Avenue, South of Second Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 68.3 64.3 62.2 
Grand Avenue, South of Fifth Street Commercial (Hotel) Conditionally Acceptable 68.9 63.9 61.6 
Hill Street, between Second Street and Third 
Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 71.3 66.6 64.4 
Hope Street, South of GTK Way/Second Place Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 68.5 63.5 61.2 
Olive Street, South of Second Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 69.5 65.5 63.5 
Olive Street, South of Sixth Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 70.4 65.3 63.1 
First Street, between Grand Avenue and Hope 
Street 

Commercial (Music/Concert 
Hall) Normally Unacceptable 70.0 66.4 64.5 

First Street, West of Hope Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 70.1 66.6 64.6 
Third Street, East of Flower Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 70.7 65.6 63.4 
Sixth Street, between Olive Street and Hill 
Street Residential/Commercial Conditionally Acceptable 67.5 63.5 61.4 
  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Table 66 
 

Presumed Ambient Noise Levels (dBA) 
 

Zone Day Night 
Residential 50 40 
Commercial 60 55 
Manufacturing 65 65 
Heavy Manufacturing 70 70 
  

Source:  LAMC, Section 111.03. 

4. The construction noise level was then calculated for sensitive receptor locations based 
on the standard point source noise-distance attenuation factor of 6.0 dBA for each 
doubling of distance; 

5. For each sensitive receptor location, the construction noise level obtained above from 
Step 4 was added to the ambient noise level described in Step 1 to calculate the 
construction noise impact in terms of an hourly Leq; and 

6. Noise level increases were compared to the construction noise significance thresholds 
identified below.   

(2)  Off-Site Roadway Noise (During Construction and Project Operations) 

Roadway noise impacts are evaluated using the Caltrans TeNS methodology with the 
roadway traffic volume data provided in the Project’s Traffic Study (see Appendix B of this 
Draft EIR).  This methodology allows for the definition of roadway configurations, barrier 
information (if any), and receiver locations.  Roadway-noise attributable to Project development 
is calculated and compared to baseline noise levels that would occur under the “No Project” 
condition. 

(3)  Stationary Point-Source Noise (During Project Operations) 

Stationary point-source noise impacts are evaluated by identifying the noise levels 
generated by outdoor stationary noise sources such as rooftop mechanical equipment and loading 
dock activities, calculating the hourly Leq noise level from each noise source at surrounding 
sensitive receiver property line locations, and comparing such noise levels to ambient noise 
levels.  More specifically, the following steps were undertaken to calculate outdoor stationary 
point-source noise impacts: 
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1. Ambient noise levels at surrounding sensitive receptor locations were estimated based 
on field measurement data (see Table 64 on page 580) and/or presumed noise level as 
stated in LAMC, Section 111.03 (see Table 66);   

2. Mechanical equipment noise levels (hourly Leq) were estimated based on LAMC 
Noise Ordinance requirements; 

3. Distances between stationary noise sources and surrounding sensitive receptor 
locations were measured; 

4. Stationary-source noise levels were then calculated for each sensitive receptor 
location based on the standard point source noise-distance attenuation factor of 6.0 
dBA for each doubling of distance; 

5. For each surrounding sensitive receptor location, stationary-source noise levels 
obtained from Step 4 were added to the ambient noise level described in Step 1 to 
ascertain stationary-source noise impacts in terms of a hourly Leq; and 

6. Noise level increases were compared to the stationary source noise significance 
thresholds identified below.   

(4)  Ground-Borne Vibration (During Construction and Project Operations) 

Ground-borne vibration impacts were evaluated by identifying potential vibration 
sources, measuring the distance between vibration sources and surrounding structure locations, 
and making a significance determination based on the PPV (construction-period) and RMS 
(operations-period) significance thresholds described below.   

b.  Significance Thresholds 

The thresholds herein have been developed based on review of Appendix G of the CEQA 
Guidelines, local standards and regulations, and applicable significance criteria adopted by the 
City of Los Angeles. 

(1)  Construction 

Section 112.05 of the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code sets a maximum noise level 
for powered equipment of 75 dBA at a distance of 50 feet when operated within 500 feet of a 
residential zone.  Compliance with this standard is only required where “technically feasible.”  
This standard does differentiate between mobile and stationary pieces of equipment.  In addition, 
and more conservatively, the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide provides that a 
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significant impact related to construction noise would result if project construction activities 
cause the exterior ambient noise level to increase by 5 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use, 
which in the case of the subject project is the property line of any residence.  The more 
conservative of these two thresholds will be applied to the proposed project as set forth in the 
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, which states that a significant impact related to 
construction noise would result if: 

• Construction activities lasting more than one day would exceed existing ambient 
exterior noise levels by 10 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use;  

• Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a three-month period would 
exceed existing ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a noise sensitive 
use; or 

• Construction activities would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at a noise 
sensitive use between the hours of 9:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. Monday through Friday, 
before 8:00 A.M. or after 6 P.M. on Saturday, or at anytime on Sunday. 

(2)  Construction Vibration  

The City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles do not have a significance 
threshold to assess vibration impacts during construction.  Thus, the FTA and Caltrans standards 
described earlier are used to evaluate potential impacts related to Project construction.  All 
structures that are located within the immediate vicinity of the Project site are considered “well 
engineered” (as opposed to “fragile” or “extremely fragile”); therefore, impacts relative to 
ground-borne vibration would be considered significant if the following future event were to 
occur: 

• Project construction activities cause a PPV ground-borne vibration level to exceed 
2.0 inches per second at any off-site structure. 

• Project construction activities cause a PPV ground-borne vibration level to exceed 
0.2 inches per second at any “fragile” structure. 

• Project construction activities cause a PPV ground-borne vibration level to exceed 
0.12 inches per second at any “extremely fragile historic” structure.   
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(3)  Noise from Project Operations 

Based on the City’s CEQA Thresholds Guide, a significant impact related to operational 
noise would result if:   

• The Project causes the ambient noise level measured at the property line of affected 
uses to increase by 3 dBA in CNEL to or within the “normally unacceptable” or 
“clearly unacceptable” category (see Table 63 on page 574), or by 5 dBA in CNEL 
within the “normally acceptable” or “conditionally acceptable” category. 

• Project-related operational (i.e., non-roadway) noise sources increase ambient noise 
by 5 dBA, thus causing a violation of the City Noise Ordinance.   

(4)  Ground-Borne Vibration from Project Operations 

The City of Los Angeles does not have a specific significance threshold to assess 
vibration impacts due to long-term Project operations.  Thus, the County of Los Angeles 
standard for human perception described earlier is used to evaluate potential impacts related to 
Project operations.  Therefore, impacts relative to ground-borne vibration would be considered 
significant if the following future event were to occur: 

• Project operational activities generate a ground-borne vibration level of 0.01 RMS or 
higher at any off-site structure. 

c.  Project Design Features that Address Potential Noise Impacts 

The following Project design features have a potential to influence Project-related noise 
characteristics, and therefore, were taken into account during the analysis of potential Project 
impacts. 

(1)  Project Construction 

• The Project contractor(s) would equip all construction equipment, fixed or mobile, 
with properly operating and maintained noise mufflers, consistent with 
manufacturers’ standards.   

• All construction equipment would be stored on-site. 

• Construction hours for exterior construction and hauling activities would occur 
between the hours of 7:00 A.M. and 9:00 P.M., Monday through Friday, and 8:00 A.M. 
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and 6 P.M. on Saturday.  No construction would occur on Sundays and legal 
holidays.137 

(2)  Project Operations 

• All mechanical equipment would be enclosed and designed to meet the requirements 
of LAMC, Chapter XI, Section 112.02. 

• All outdoor loading dock and trash/recycling areas would be fully or partially 
enclosed with a wall such that the line-of-sight between these noise sources and any 
adjacent noise sensitive land use would be obstructed. 

• All rooftop mechanical equipment would be enclosed or screened from view with 
parapet screening.   

d.  Analysis of Project Impacts 

(1)  Proposed Project 

(a)  Construction Noise 

(i)  On-Site Construction Noise 

Noise disturbances in those areas located adjacent to the Project site can be anticipated 
during construction.  These disturbances would occur during site preparation activities and the 
subsequent construction of on-site structures.  As with most construction projects, construction 
would require the use of a number of pieces of heavy equipment such as bulldozers, backhoes, 
cranes, loaders, and concrete mixers.  In addition, both heavy- and light-duty trucks would be 
required to deliver construction materials to and export construction debris from the site.  The 
maximum noise level generated by typical, individual pieces of construction equipment is 
provided in Table 67 on page 587.  For example, as heavy-duty equipment passes near the 
Project site boundary, the maximum noise level (Lmax) at a given moment along the property line 
would likely exceed 90 dBA for brief durations.  In addition, pile driving activities could 
generate an Lmax of 101 dBA at a distance of 50 feet.  However, as equipment is used towards the 
more central portions of the Project site, the Lmax noise level at the property line would diminish 
considerably into the 60’s and 70’s dBA.   

                                                 
137  The limitation on hours of construction is based on a combination of the more stringent requirements provided 

in the Los Angeles County Code and the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code. 
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Table 67 
 

Maximum Noise Levels Generated by Typical Construction Equipment 
 

 
Sound Levels at Maximum Engine Power with Mufflers  

dBA at Indicated Distance 
Type of Equipment 50 feet 100 feet 200 feet 400 feet 

Pile Driver (Impact) 101 95 89 83 
Pile Driver (Sonic) 96 90 84 76 
Air Compressor 81 75 69 63 
Backhoe 85 79 73 67 
Backup Beep 85 79 73 67 
Concrete Mixer 85 79 73 67 
Crane, Mobile 83 77 71 65 
Dozer 80 74 68 62 
Grader 85 79 73 67 
Jack Hammer 88 82 76 70 
Loader 79 73 67 61 
Paver 89 83 77 71 
Pneumatic Tool 85 79 73 67 
Pump 76 70 64 58 
Roller 74 68 62 56 
Saw 78 72 66 60 
Scraper 88 82 76 70 
Truck 91 85 79 73 
Minimum Sound Level 74 68 62 56 
Maximum Sound Level 101 95 89 83 
  

Assumes a drop-off rate of 6 dB per doubling of distance, which is appropriate for use in characterizing point-
source (such as construction equipment) sound attenuation over a hard surface propagation path.   
 
Source: USEPA, Bolt, Beranek, and Newman, Noise Control for Buildings and Manufacturing Plants, 1987; and 

PCR Services Corporation, September 2005. 

Composite construction noise (i.e., the noise from multiple pieces of construction 
equipment working concurrently) is best characterized in a study conducted by Bolt, Beranek, 
and Newman for the USEPA (USEPA December 31, 1971).  In this study, construction noise 
during the heavier initial periods of construction is presented as 86 dBA Leq when measured at a 
reference distance of 50 feet from the center of construction activity.  This value takes into 
account both the number of pieces and spacing of the heavy equipment used in the construction 
effort.138  In later phases during interior building construction, noise levels are typically reduced 
from this value, as the physical structures that are constructed break the line-of-sight noise 
                                                 
138  Although pile driving generates an Lmax of 101 dBA at a distance of 50 feet, the equivalent noise level would be 

approximately 86 dBA Leq (i.e., the equipment does not operate at the maximum noise level over the entire 
duration). 
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transmission.  The composite noise level for typical construction stages is provided in Table 68 
on page 589.  As shown in Table 68, the average construction-period noise level is forecasted to 
range from 77 dBA to 86 dBA at a reference distance of 50 feet from the center of construction 
activity. 

Using the conservative industry standard sound attenuation rate of 6 dB per doubling of 
distance for point sources (e.g., construction equipment), the worst-case construction-period 
noise level of 86 dBA at a distance of 50 feet (cited previously) would be approximately 80 dBA 
at 100 feet, and 74 dBA at 200 feet.  As such, for brief durations when construction activities 
occur along or near the Project site perimeter during overlapping construction activity (i.e., site 
demolition, initial stage of site preparation/excavation, and construction activities on Parcels Q, 
L and M-2, the worst-case noise level would be approximately 82 dBA Leq (1-hr) at the Colburn 
School of Performing Arts (distance of approximately 80 feet) located directly south of Parcel Q 
across Second Street.  When added to the existing daytime ambient noise level of 63.0 dBA, this 
would result in an intermittent noise level increase of 19 dBA Leq (1-hour).  While the overall 
construction duration is expected to be 9 years, these higher noise-producing activities are 
expected to occur for one to two months during demolition, between four and five months during 
excavation, and for brief durations during building construction.  In addition, these noise levels 
at adjacent land uses would only occur when construction activities are along or near the Project 
site perimeter.  

During the latter stages of construction activity, these maximum noise level increases 
would be reduced.  For example, during the latter stages of the site preparation/excavation phase, 
construction activity would occur below street level within an excavated cavity, and as such, the 
earthen wall would serve as a sound barrier to break the line of sight between construction 
activity and the closest sensitive receptor property line.  This would reduce the maximum noise 
level increase, at the Grand Promenade Tower Apartments property line, to about 11 dBA Leq (1-
hour) above the existing daytime ambient noise level.  During the finishing phase of Project 
construction, the vast majority of construction activities would occur from within the interior of 
buildings on the Project site, and as a result, the maximum noise level increase at the Grand 
Promenade Tower Apartments property line would be reduced substantially due to noise 
reductions attributable to the Project’s building shells. 

In the case of the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements, construction activities are 
expected to be spread out along the entire street segment (i.e., Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to Fifth 
Street) and not be concentrated in any one location for an extended period of time.  However, 
construction noise levels could be as loud as 80 dBA for noise sensitive land uses adjacent to 
Grand Avenue (e.g.,  proposed LAUSD High School for the Performing Arts).  As the 
improvements are along a corridor, the elevated noise levels would only be experienced for 
short-term durations as the improvements move along the corridor.  Nevertheless, noise levels 
would substantially exceed ambient noise levels.  As an example, the average daytime ambient 



IV.G  Noise 

Table 68 
 

Construction Average Leq Noise Levels by Distance and Construction Stage 
 

 Sound Level in dBA (Leq) at Indicated Distance 
Construction Stage 25 Feet 50 Feet 100 Feet 150 Feet 200 Feet 

Ground Clearing 88 82 76 72 70 
Grading/Excavation 92 86 80 76 74 
Foundations 83 77 71 67 65 
Structural 89 83 77 73 71 
Finishing 92 86 80 76 74 
  

Assumes a hard surface propagation path drop-off rate of 6-dB per doubling of distance, which is appropriate for 
use in characterizing point-source (such as construction equipment) sound attenuation.  
 
Source: EPA, Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment and Home Appliances, 

PB 206717, 1971; and PCR Services Corporation, 2005. 

noise level near the proposed LAUSD High School for the Performing Arts site is approximately 
70 dBA Leq, and thus, construction noise levels could increase ambient noise levels by 10 dBA. 

A summary of maximum noise level increases by receptor location and phase of 
construction activity, at their property lines, is provided in Table 69 on page 590.  As shown 
therein, noise from construction would cause the ambient noise level to exceed the 5-dBA 
significance threshold at multiple receptors when construction activities are occurring in close 
proximity to the land uses.  Also, the threshold would be exceeded at sensitive land uses along 
Grand Avenue due to streetscape improvements that would occur for short-term durations.  
Nevertheless, construction-period noise impacts would be significant without incorporation of 
mitigation measures.   

(ii)  Off-Site Construction Noise 

In addition to on-site construction noise, haul trucks, delivery trucks, and construction 
workers would require access to the Project site throughout the Project’s construction period.  
While construction workers would arrive from many parts of the region, and thus different 
directions, haul trucks and delivery trucks would generally travel to the Project site by way of 
Third Street and the Harbor Freeway (I-110).  This proposed route would avoid as many noise-
sensitive uses as feasible that are present within the Project vicinity.  In addition, construction 
traffic would not occur during the noise-sensitive late evening and nighttime hours.   
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Table 69 
 

Conservative Estimate of Noise Impacts During Constructiona

 
  Construction-Period Noise Level (Leq) by Construction Area b

 Daytime  
Parcel Q  
(Phase 1) 

Parcels L and 
M-2 (Phase 2) 

Parcel W-1/W-2 
(Phase 3) 

Parcel Q, L and 
M-2 (Overlap) Civic Mall 

Receptor Location 

Ambient 
Sound Level 

(Leq) b
dBA 
(Leq) 

Increase 
Over 

Ambien
t 

dBA 
(Leq) 

Increase 
Over 

Ambient 
dBA 
(Leq) 

Increase 
Over 

Ambient
dBA 
(Leq) 

Increase 
Over 

Ambient
dBA 
(Leq) 

Increase 
Over 

Ambient
Colburn School of Performing Arts 63 80 17 77 14 77 14 82 19 58 <1 
Grand Promenade Tower Apartments 64 65 1 80 16 53 <1 80 16 57 <1 
Music Center 70 74 4 53 <1 54 <1 74 4 77 7 
Museum Tower Apartments 63 69 6 60 <1 69 6 69 7 58 <1 
Angelus Plaza Senior Housing  63 56 <1 53 <1 57 <1 58 <1 58 <1 
            
Los Angeles County/Stanley Mosk 
Courthouse 

61 80 19 53 <1 80 19 80 19 80 19 

Law Library 61 63 2 49 <1 67 6 63 2 78 17 
Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice 
Center 

72 51 <1 45 <1 48 <1 52 <1 80 8 

  
a Based on an average construction noise level of 86 dBA Leq at a distance of 50 feet. The distance from construction activity by construction area for each 

receptor location is provided in the Noise Appendix. 
b The noise level values presented herein are rounded to whole number increments.  As a result of rounding, the “Increase over Ambient” noise level 

increment may be slightly increased in some instances.  
 
Source: PCR Services Corporation, 2006; Calculation worksheets provided in Appendix E.   
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(b)  Construction Vibration 

Construction operations can generate varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on 
the construction procedures and the construction equipment used.  The operation of construction 
equipment generates vibrations that spreads through the ground and diminishes in amplitude with 
distance from the source.  The effect on buildings located in the vicinity of the construction site 
often varies depending on soil type, ground strata, and construction characteristics of the receptor 
buildings.  The results from vibration can range from no perceptible effects at the lowest 
vibration levels, to low rumbling sounds and perceptible vibration at moderate levels, to slight 
damage at the highest levels.  Ground-borne vibrations from construction activities rarely reach 
the levels that damage structures.  The FTA has published standard vibration velocities for 
construction equipment operations.  The peak particle velocities for construction equipment 
pieces anticipated to be used during Project construction are listed in Table 70 on page 592. 

Ground-borne vibration decreases rapidly with distance.  As indicated in Table 70, based 
on the FTA data, vibration velocities from typical heavy construction equipment operations that 
would be used during Project construction range from 0.003 to 0.644 inch/sec PPV at 25 feet 
from the source of activity.  At 100 feet from the source of activity, vibration velocities range 
from 0.001 to 0.081 inch/sec PPV.  With regard to the proposed Project, ground-borne vibration 
would be generated primarily during site clearing and grading activities on site and by off-site 
haul-truck travel.  However, Project construction would also require pile driving during the 
foundation phase.  The PPV from bulldozer and heavy truck operations is shown to be 
0.089 PPV and 0.076 PPV, respectively, at a distance of 25 feet.  With respect to impact pile 
driving, no structures are present within 25 feet of potential pile driving activity, and the PPV 
from impact pile driving at 25 feet would be approximately 0.644 inch/sec.  As each of these 
values is below the 2.0 inch/sec PPV significance threshold,, vibration impacts associated with 
construction to off-site structures would be less than significant and no mitigation measures are 
required. 

With regard to “fragile” structures and “extremely fragile historic” structures, maximum 
construction vibration levels (i.e., pile driving activities) would be below the “fragile” structure 
significance threshold of  0.2 inches per second at a distance of 55 feet and the “extremely fragile 
historic” structure significance threshold of 0.12 inches per second at a distance of 80 feet, 
respectively.  No “fragile” or “extremely fragile historic” structures are located within these 
distances and, therefore, vibration impacts associated with construction would be less than 
significant and no mitigation measures are required.  
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Table 70 
 

Typical Vibration Velocities 
for Potential Project Construction Equipment 

 
Approximate Peak Particle Velocity (inches per second)  

Equipment 25 feet 50 feet 75 feet 100 feet 200 feet 
Impact pile driver 0.644 0.228 0.124 0.081 0.028 
Sonic pile driver 0.170 0.060 0.033 0.021 0.008 
Large bulldozer 0.089 0.031 0.017 0.011 0.004 
Caisson drilling 0.089 0.031 0.017 0.011 0.004 
Loaded trucks 0.076 0.027 0.015 0.010 0.003 
Jackhammer 0.035 0.012 0.007 0.004 0.002 
Small bulldozer 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 
  

Source:  USDOT Federal Transit Administration, 1995. 

(c)  Operation Noise (Post-Construction) 

This section provides a discussion of potential noise impacts related to the long-term 
operations of the proposed Project, following completion of construction, to neighboring noise-
sensitive receptor locations.  However, the noise environment that currently exists surrounding 
the Project site would also impact the proposed development.  As indicated by the noise 
measurement data presented in Table 64 on page 580, the Project site is currently exposed to 
noise levels that range from 66.1 dBA to 67.8 dBA CNEL where residential uses are proposed, 
due primarily to roadway traffic volumes along Grand Avenue.  At times, the baseline ambient 
noise level currently exceeds the City-recommended noise standard (65 dBA CNEL) for the 
siting of multi-family residential dwelling units.  With respect to land use compatibility and the 
existing community noise environment, the siting of residential uses on the Project site could 
result in a significant impact without the incorporation of mitigation measures.   

With respect to Project impacts to neighboring noise-sensitive receptor locations, Project-
specific noise sources considered herein include roadway noise; mechanical equipment/point 
sources (i.e., loading dock and trash pick-up areas); parking facilities; rooftop helipad-related 
noise; and park activities).  

(i)  Off-Site Roadway Noise 

According to the Proposed Project traffic study, included as Appendix B to this Draft 
EIR, the proposed Project is expected to generate a maximum of 23,194 additional daily trips.  
Traffic attributed to the proposed Project would represent an increase in traffic over the total 
daily traffic traveling along the major thoroughfares within the proposed Project vicinity.  This 
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increase in roadway traffic volumes was analyzed to determine if any traffic-related noise 
impacts would result from proposed Project development.  Table 71 on page 594 provides the 
calculated CNEL for the analyzed roadway segments for the following scenarios:  (1) existing 
conditions; (2) future without development of the proposed Project; (3) future with development 
of the proposed Project; (4) the increase attributed to proposed Project-generated traffic volumes; 
and (5) the cumulative increase (i.e., increase attributable to ambient growth, related projects, 
and proposed Project traffic volumes) above existing noise levels.   

The largest proposed Project-related and cumulative traffic-related noise impact is 
anticipated to occur along the future segment of Second Street, between Grand Avenue and 
Olive Street.  Proposed Project-related traffic would add 1.3 dBA CNEL to this roadway 
segment along Second Street, while related project plus ambient growth traffic volumes are 
forecasted to add an additional 1.2 dBA CNEL to this roadway segment, for a combined total of 
2.5 dBA CNEL.  As the incremental increases in noise levels at all other analyzed locations are 
less than 1.6 dBA CNEL, and these noise level increases are less than the 3-dBA CNEL 
significance threshold for conditionally acceptable noise environments and the 5-dBA CNEL 
significance thresholds for acceptable noise environments, proposed Project roadway noise 
impacts are considered less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.   

(ii)  Stationary Point-Source Noise 

This section considers potential noise impacts to neighboring noise-sensitive properties 
related to specific noise sources associated with the operation of the proposed Project.  Such 
potential noise sources include:  

• Mechanical equipment rooms (e.g., boiler, chiller, and emergency generator);  

• Loading dock and trash/recycling areas;  

• Miscellaneous rooftop equipment; 

• Outdoor gathering areas (e.g., outdoor dining, podiums, and deck areas); 

• Parking and circulation areas;   

• Rooftop helipads; and 

• Civic Park Uses.   

A discussion of each of these noise sources is provided below, followed by a discussion 
of the potential composite noise level increase (due to multiple noise sources) at the analyzed 
sensitive receptor locations. 
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Table 71 
 

Roadway Noise Impacts at 50 Feet from Right-Of-Way a
 

Roadway Segment 
 

Existing 
dBA CNEL 

Future 
No-Project 
dBA CNEL 

Future with 
Project 

dBA CNEL 
Project 

Increment b
Cumulative 
Increment c

Grand Avenue, North of 101/110 
Ramps 65.1 66.5 66.6 0.1 1.5 
Grand Avenue, North of First Street 65.8 66.8 67.3 0.5 1.5 
Grand Avenue, North of Temple Street 66.6 67.8 68.2 0.4 1.6 
Grand Avenue, South of Second Street 64.3 65.3 65.4 0.1 1.1 
Grand Avenue, South of Fifth Street 63.9 65.0 65.3 0.3 1.4 
Hill Street, between Second Street and 
Third Street 66.6 68.0 68.6 0.6 2.0 
Hope Street, South of GTK 
Way/Second Place 63.5 64.1 64.4 0.3 0.9 
Olive Street, South of Second Street 65.5 66.3 67.1 0.8 1.6 
Olive Street, South of Sixth Street 65.3 65.9 66.2 0.3 0.9 
First Street, between Grand Avenue 
and Hope Street 66.4 67.6 67.9 0.3 1.5 
First Street, West of Hope Street 66.6 67.7 68.0 0.3 1.4 
Second Street, between Grand Avenue 
and Olive Streetd 62.3 63.5 64.8 1.3 2.5e

Third Street, East of Flower Street 65.6 67.1 67.2 0.1 1.6 
Sixth Street, between Olive Street and 
Hill Street 63.5 65.0 65.1 0.1 1.6 
  
a Exterior CNEL noise levels related to transportation-source noise only and do not account for noise attenuation 

from intervening structures.   
b Increase relative to traffic noise levels comparing future pre-Proposed Project conditions to future with 

development of the Proposed Project. 
c Increase relative to traffic noise levels comparing existing conditions to future with development of the Proposed 

Project, which includes ambient growth and related project traffic volumes. 
d This roadway currently does not exist.  Construction of this street extension is anticipated to begin in late 2006  

Therefore, ambient noise measurements were conducted to establish a baseline noise level.  PCR conducted 
noise measurements on March 24th, 2006 over a two hour duration from 10  A.M.  to 12 P.M.  Future no project 
and future with project noise levels were calculated based on the combined measured ambient noise level and 
traffic noise levels. 

e As this roadway currently does not exist, the cumulative increment is based on a comparison of existing 
measured ambient noise levels to modeled future with Project noise levels.   

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

1)  Mechanical Equipment Rooms  

The proposed Project would require mechanical equipment such as HVAC systems, 
elevators and emergency generators to support the proposed structures.  Such mechanical 
equipment is capable of generating high noise levels.  However, Project design features, as 
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detailed in Section IV.E.2.c, above, would ensure that all equipment noise levels comply with 
City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance requirements, for both daytime (65 dBA) and nighttime 
(60 dBA) operation at the Project’s property line.  In addition, implementation of Project design 
features would ensure that any noise level increase remains below the 5-dBA significance 
threshold at all sensitive receptor locations.  As such, impacts would be less than significant, and 
no mitigation measures are required.  

2)  Loading Dock and Refuse Collection/Recycling Areas 

The proposed Project would have loading dock and refuse collection/recycling areas to 
support building uses, which are capable of generating a noise level as high as 75 dBA (50-foot 
reference distance).  Project design features, detailed above in Section IV.E.2.c, would ensure 
that all outdoor loading dock and trash/recycling areas would be fully or partially enclosed with a 
wall such that the line-of-sight between these noise sources and any adjacent noise sensitive land 
use would be obstructed.  By blocking the sound transmission path between the loading dock-
area noise sources and nearby residential uses, this wall would provide approximately 5 dBA of 
sound attenuation.  Based on a reference noise level estimate of 75 dBA Leq (1-hour) at 50 feet, 
and taking into account the 5 dBA of sound-wall attenuation, noise generated in the loading dock 
area could potentially increase the ambient noise level in adjacent areas to the south of Parcel Q, 
L and M-2 by as much as 2.1 dBA Leq (1-hour); but potential increases in the CNEL would be 
negligible since the loading dock/refuse collection area would be primarily used during daytime 
evenings and less often during the noise-sensitive nighttime time period.  Noise level increases 
would not exceed the 5-dBA Leq (1-hour) or the 3-dBA CNEL significance threshold for 
conditionally acceptable noise environments at any off-site receptor location.  As such, impacts 
would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.  

3)  Miscellaneous Rooftop Equipment 

Individual air handling units and exhaust fans would be located on building rooftops in 
order to provide for ventilation and air circulation.  Parapet screens would shield/enclose all such 
rooftop equipment.  Project design features, detailed above in Section IV.E.2.c, would ensure 
that all rooftop equipment noise levels comply with City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance 
requirements, for both daytime (65 dBA) and nighttime (60 dBA) operation at the nearest 
adjacent property line.  In addition, implementation of Project design features would ensure that 
any noise level increase remains below the 5-dBA significance threshold at all sensitive receptor 
locations.  As such, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are 
required.   
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4)  Outdoor Gathering Areas (Outdoor Dining, Podiums, and Deck 
Areas, etc.) 

The proposed Project would have a number of outdoor gathering areas, which may 
include outdoor dining, decks, and plaza/garden areas throughout the site.  Based on a reference 
noise level estimate of 65 dBA Leq at 50 feet, noise generated in these areas could potentially 
increase the ambient noise level in areas that surround the proposed Project site by as much as 
1.2 dBA Leq (1-hour); and potential increases in the CNEL would be negligible.139  As noise level 
increases are not forecasted to exceed neither the 5-dBA Leq (1-hour) nor the 3-dBA significance 
threshold for conditionally acceptable noise environments, potential impacts would be less than 
significant.   

5)  Parking Facility Noise Levels 

Various noise events would also occur within the proposed underground parking 
structures.  Typical maximum noise levels from parking structure activities are shown in Table 
72 on page 597.  The activation of car alarms, sounding of car horns, slamming of car doors, 
engine revs, and tire squeals would occur periodically.  Automobile movements would comprise 
the most continuous noise source and would generate a noise level of approximately 65 dBA at a 
distance of 25 feet.  Car alarm and horn noise events, which generate maximum noise levels as 
high as 69 dBA at a reference distance of 50 feet, would occur less frequently.  However, due to 
the fact that the proposed parking facility would be subterranean with no unobstructed openings 
that face toward any noise-sensitive receptor location, there is no potential for parking facility-
related noise to exceed the 5-dBA Leq (1-hour) significance threshold at any off site receiver 
location.  Furthermore, noise attributable to vehicle operations occurring on the on-site surface 
roadways which provide access to the structures would not exceed the established significance 
thresholds at any noise-sensitive receptor location, due to the limited number of vehicles in this 
area on an hourly basis and that the on-site structures would shield this noise source from 
traveling off the Project site.  As such, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation 
measures are required. 

6)  Rooftop Helipad Noise Levels 

The proposed Project would include one or more buildings that would require an 
emergency helipad pursuant to City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) requirements.140  

                                                 
139  Ibid. 
140  City of Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 57.118.12 requires that buildings over 75 feet in height be equipped 

with an emergency helipad. 
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Table 72 
 

Typical Maximum Noise Level From Individual 
Parking Structure-Related Noise Events 

 

Source 
Reference 

Sound Level a
Reference 
Distance 

Maximum 
Sound 

Level at 
50 Feet b

Frequency of 
Occurrence 

1-Hour Leq 
Noise Level at 

50 Feet 
Automobile at 14 mph  65 dBA 25 feet 59 dBA  50 percent 56 dBA 
Car Alarm 75 dBA 25 feet 69 dBA 1 percent 49 dBA 
Car Horn 75 dBA 25 feet 69 dBA 0.5 percent 46 dBA 
Door Slam 70 dBA 25 feet 64 dBA 5 percent 51 dBA 
Tire Squeal 80 dBA 10 feet 70 dBA 10 percent 56 dBA 
Composite Leq (1-hour) 
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As such, these helipads would be used for emergency purposes only.  Due to infrequent and the 
emergency nature of such a use, adverse noise impacts related to helipad uses would be less than 
significant. 

7)  Civic Park Uses 

The proposed Civic Park would serve as a central gathering place for the City, with one 
of its underlying design purposes being to facilitate a program of ongoing and special civic 
events and activities.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the proposed Civic Park would be designed 
with the intent that specified areas would accommodate particular programmed uses, but would 
also work in unison for larger events.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the westernmost, 
approximately 8-acre section is proposed to be utilized for cultural and entertainment uses.  The 
middle, approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be used as a garden space for smaller scale 
uses and the easternmost, approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be used for civic and 
community activities. 

Typical park uses would not be considered a substantial noise source as no organized 
athletic activities are proposed and typical activities would consist of picnics, exercise, and 
enjoyment of the outdoors.  However, the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park includes a Great 
Lawn and a Grand Terrace in the westernmost section, in which the focus would be on cultural 
and entertainment uses.  As the “Cultural and Entertainment” section, this area would include 
public activity kiosks, movable seating and tables, and food and drink concessions.  The intent of 

    60 dBA 
  

a Reference noise levels are based on actual measurement data. 
b Since parking structure-related noise is more akin to a point-source, rather than a line-source, the 6-dBA per 

doubling of distance attenuation factor was used to distance-adjust all reference noise levels. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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this section of the Civic Park is to provide a setting for festivals and civic event programming, 
along with small pavilions that could host food and drink concessions. 

Outdoor shows and events have the potential to generate significant noise levels during 
staged special events and operations within the other venues that may be located within Civic 
Park.  These events would potentially include amplified speech and music.  Noise measurements 
conducted by PCR during the Los Angeles Lakers’ 1999-2000 NBA Championship victory 
parade and celebration indicate that noise levels typically range from 75 to 87 dBA at a distance 
of 50 feet during a parade and a staged outdoor celebration.  This type of activity is 
representative of a heavily attended outdoor event that could be staged within the Civic Park. 

The noise generated by an outdoor event would be partially attenuated by the shielding 
provided by proposed structures on the Project site and existing structures surrounding the 
Project site.  The future Leq for outdoor events would be approximately 63 to 75 dBA at the uses 
surrounding the Civic Park.  As these surrounding uses include the Los Angeles County 
Courthouse, Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center, and law library, outdoor event noise 
levels could intermittently interfere with these uses.  The noise level at the closest apartments 
(Grand Promenade Tower Apartments) would be approximately 50 dBA.   As this future noise 
level would be less than existing ambient traffic noise levels, the Project with County Office 
Building Option would result in impacts that would be less than significant.  However, because 
of the characteristics of amplified speech and crowd cheering, the noise generated during these 
events may be occasionally discernible at the nearby sensitive receptors.   

Large scale events that may occur with the Civic Park would be expected to include 
police security, helicopter coverage, and crowd control measures.  Noise produced by police 
sirens, helicopter flyovers, car horns, and bullhorns would not be expected to cause significant 
noise impacts as these activities would be intermittent, but because of their intrusive nature, the 
noise may be a potential source of annoyance to residences.  These temporary noise sources 
would result in a less than significant impact as they would be conducted in compliance with the 
City Noise Ordinance.   

8)  Composite Noise Level Impacts from Proposed Project Operations 

With respect to land use compatibility, as represented by the CNEL descriptor, an 
evaluation of community noise from all proposed Project sources (i.e., composite noise level) 
was conducted to conservatively ascertain proposed Project contributions to the CNEL at the 
noise-sensitive locations within the proposed Project vicinity.  For purposes of calculating the 
composite noise level, all noise events were based on the temporal nature of each activity over a 
24 hour period, which is more frequent than such activities would be expected to occur.  The 
traffic contribution to the CNEL was calculated based on Project-related traffic using FHWA-
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RD-77-108 roadway noise prediction methodology combined with a Caltrans’ Leq to CNEL 
conversion procedure.   

Based on a review of the noise-sensitive land uses and the Project’s noise sources, the 
only noise-sensitive locations wherein composite noise impacts could occur are at the Grand 
Promenade Tower Apartments, Los Angeles County Courthouse, Clara Shortridge Foltz 
Criminal Justice Center, Law Library, and the Colburn School of Performing Arts.  Due to a 
combination of distance and the presence of intervening structures that would serve as noise 
barriers, the only Project noise source that could potentially affect the other noise-sensitive 
locations included in this analysis is roadway noise, the potential impacts of which are fully 
analyzed above.  Primary Project noise sources that could potentially affect the Grand 
Promenade Tower Apartments, Los Angeles County Courthouse, Clara Shortridge Foltz 
Criminal Justice Center, Law Library, and the Colburn School of Performing Arts include 
roadway traffic volumes, parking structure-related noise events, outdoor gathering areas, and 
loading dock/refuse collection area noise events.  Based on the spatial relationship of these 
different noise sources, a conservative noise level of 65 dBA Leq at 50 feet was used to represent 
these sources.  Thus, at the Grand Promenade Tower Apartments, the composite noise level from 
off-site traffic and on-site uses could result in an increase of 1.8 dBA CNEL; Los Angeles 
County Courthouse, Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center, and Law Library could 
increase by 1.3 dBA; and the Colburn School of Performing Arts could increase by 1.6 dBA 
CNEL.  As such, the composite noise level increase would not exceed the 3-dBA CNEL 
significance threshold for conditionally acceptable noise environments at any sensitive receiver 
location.  Potential impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation measures would be 
required. 

(d)  Operations-Period Vibration 

The proposed Project does not include stationary equipment that would result in high 
vibration levels.  The main vibration sources would be passenger vehicle circulation within the 
proposed subterranean parking facility, on-site refuse/delivery truck activity, and on-site loading 
dock/refuse collection area activity.  Vibration levels were analyzed to assess potential impacts at 
the nearest adjacent structures that are situated at least 35 feet away from the proposed parking 
facility location.  Ground-borne vibration generated by each of the above-mentioned activities 
were estimated using vibration measurement data collected at existing parking facilities, refuse/
delivery truck ingress/egress paths, and loading dock/refuse collection areas that are similar to 
those proposed as part of the Project.   
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Vibration levels at 12 parking structures were measured by PCR to quantify typical 
vibration velocities generated by vehicles within the structures and on the surrounding 
roadways.141  The maximum measured vibration at these representative locations was 0.002 inch 
per second RMS at a reference distance of approximately 35 feet.  The maximum measured 
vibration due to refuse/delivery truck circulation was 0.008 inch per second RMS at a reference 
distance of approximately 15 feet.  And finally, the maximum measured vibration due to loading 
dock/refuse collection area activities was less than 0.002 inch per second RMS at a reference 
distance of approximately 35 feet.  These levels indicate that potential vibration impacts from all 
proposed project sources at the closest structure locations would be less than the perceptibility 
significance threshold of 0.01 inch per second RMS.  As such, vibration created by proposed 
Project operations would be below the significance threshold.  Impacts would be less than 
significant and no mitigation measures would be required.   

(e)  Concurrent Construction and Operations  

The potential exists that the later stages of Project construction could occur concurrently 
with the occupancy of the earlier stages of development.  As discussed previously, construction 
noise would be associated with use of heavy equipment on-site and trucks for delivery of 
construction materials to as well as the export of construction debris from the site.  Operational 
sources include mechanical equipment/point sources (i.e., loading dock and trash pick-up areas), 
parking facilities, rooftop helipad-related noise, and park activities.  Construction activities 
generate substantially louder noise levels than activities associated with operations.  As such, 
concurrent noise levels would be similar to the construction noise levels presented above in 
Table 69 on page 590.  Therefore, concurrent construction and operation of the proposed Project 
would result in a short-term significant impact due to construction noise. 

(2)  Additional Residential Development Option 

(a)  Construction 

The Additional Residential Development Option would increase the amount of housing 
units while decreasing the amount of office space within Parcels W-1/W-2.  The construction 
program would be substantially similar to that of the proposed Project, and like the proposed 
Project would generate temporary noise from construction comparable to that forecasted to occur 
under the proposed Project.  As such, the development of the Additional Residential 
Development Option would cause the ambient noise level to exceed the 5-dBA significance 
threshold at multiple receptors when construction activities are occurring in close proximity to 
                                                 
141  PCR Services Corporation, Disneyland Resort Proposed West Parking Structure Vibration Analysis, 1997. 
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the land uses.  As such, and as is the case with the proposed Project, construction noise impacts 
would be significant.  Similar to the proposed Project, vibration impacts associated with 
construction activities would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

The Additional Residential Development Option would, like the proposed Project, 
include a mix of residential uses and employee generating uses.  However, the number of 
residential units would be increased, and the proposed office floor area would be removed from 
the Project.  The resulting development would include 2,660 residential units.  This is an increase 
of up to 600 residential units in total and a reduction of up to 681,000 square feet of office floor 
area.  With regard to mobile source noise levels, the number of vehicle trips generated by the 
Additional Residential Development Option was conservatively assumed not to change as a 
result of the change in land use.  Thus, traffic related noise impacts as presented in Table 71 on 
page 594 would remain unchanged and are thus concluded to be less than significant.  In 
addition, high-rise buildings require many of the same types of stationary sources (e.g., 
mechanical equipment, loading docks, trash collection, etc.) regardless of land use (residential 
units versus office floor area).  As a result, noise levels would be substantially the same.  
Therefore, operational noise impacts under the Additional Residential Development Option, as is 
the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, would be less than significant. 

4 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

All of the identified related projects have been considered for the purposes of assessing 
cumulative noise impacts.  The potential for noise impacts to occur are specific to the location of 
each related project as well as the cumulative traffic on the surrounding roadway network.  Due 
to the rapid attenuation characteristics of ground-borne vibration, there is no potential for a 
cumulative construction- or operational-period impact with respect to ground-borne vibration. 

a.  Construction-Period Noise  

Of the 93 related projects that have been identified within the proposed Project study 
area, Related Companies has no control over the timing or sequencing of the related projects, and 
as such, any quantitative analysis that assumes multiple, concurrent construction projects would 
be entirely speculative.  Construction-period noise for the proposed Project and each related 
project (that has not yet been built) would be localized.  In addition, it is likely that each of the 
related projects would have to comply with the local noise ordinance, as well as mitigation 
measures that may be prescribed pursuant to CEQA provisions that require significant impacts to 
be reduced to the extent feasible.   
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As shown in Figure 11 on page 149, there are a few related projects that are located 
within the Project vicinity.  If these projects are under construction during proposed Project 
construction, significant cumulative impacts could occur due to concurrent construction activities 
at multiple locations.  Thus, noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project in 
combination with those related projects in proximity to the Project site would also be significant.   

b.  Operational-Period Noise 

The Project site and surrounding area have been developed with uses that have previously 
generated, and would continue to generate, noise from a number of community noise sources 
including vehicle travel, mechanical equipment (e.g., HVAC systems), and lawn maintenance 
activities.  Each of the 91 related projects that have been identified within the general Project 
vicinity would also generate stationary-source and mobile-source noise due to ongoing day-to-
day operations.  All related projects are of a residential, retail, commercial, or institutional 
nature, and these uses are not typically associated with excessive exterior noise; however, each 
project would produce traffic volumes that are capable of generating a roadway noise impact.  As 
discussed previously, traffic volumes from the proposed Project and the 91 related projects, 
combined with ambient growth traffic, were evaluated and presented in Table 71 on page 594.  
Cumulative traffic volumes would result in a maximum increase of 2.5 dBA CNEL along the 
future segment of Second Street, between Grand Avenue and Olive Street.  As this noise level 
increase would be below the more conservative 3-dBA CNEL significance threshold, roadway 
noise impacts due to cumulative traffic volumes would be less than significant.   

Due to Los Angeles Municipal Code provisions that limit stationary-source noise from 
items such as roof-top mechanical equipment and emergency generators, noise levels would be 
less than significant at the property line for each related project.  For this reason on-site noise 
produced by any related project would not be additive to Project-related noise levels.  As the 
Project’s composite noise impacts would be less than significant, composite stationary-source 
noise impacts attributable to cumulative development would also be less than significant.   

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measures are proposed below to reduce the Project’s potentially significant 
noise impacts.   
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a.  Construction 

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure G-1:  To reduce any impact on nearby venues that may be noise 
sensitive receptors, such as the Music Center, Disney Hall, and the County 
Courthouse, the following Measures G-1 and G-2 shall be implemented as 
follows: During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
limit (i) construction activities utilizing heavy equipment to Monday through 
Friday from 7:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M., and (ii) interior construction work inside 
building shells and construction activities not utilizing heavy equipment to 
7:00 A.M. to 9 P.M Monday through Friday.  Saturday construction shall be 
limited to 8:00 A.M. to 6 P.M.  No construction activities shall be permitted on 
Sundays or holidays.  Construction noise measures shall also be implemented, 
which may include the use of noise mufflers on construction equipment used 
within 100 feet of these venues.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and 
the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic 
Park.   

Mitigation Measure G-2:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Streetscape Program shall not use heavy equipment within (to the maximum 
extent practicable) 100 feet of the County Courthouse while Court is in 
session.  Construction noise reduction measures shall also be implemented, 
which may include the use of noise mufflers on construction equipment.  The 
City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.   

Mitigation Measure G-3:  During the initial stage of each construction phase (site 
demolition and site preparation/excavation) for each Project parcel and when 
construction activities are within 200 feet of noise sensitive land uses, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall erect a temporary, 
8-foot, ½-inch-thick plywood fence along the boundaries or each construction 
site adjacent to noise sensitive uses such that the “line of sight” between on-
site construction activities and the residential or other sensitive uses is 
blocked, where feasible.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels. 
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Mitigation Measure G-4:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that pile drivers within the individual activity/development site under 
construction at that time shall be equipped with noise control devices having a 
minimum quieting factor of 10 dBA.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to construction in the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure G-5:During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall, 
except as otherwise permitted by applicable agreements, ensure that 
construction loading and staging areas shall be located on-site within each 
respective construction site and away from noise-sensitive uses to the extent 
feasible.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate 
City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction in the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure G-6:  Prior to the issuance of grading permits for each construction 
phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, plans and specifications that include a requirement to route 
pedestrians (to the maximum extent practicable) 50 feet away from the 
construction area when heavy equipment such as hydraulic excavators are in 
use.  Such routing may include the posting of signs at adjacent intersections.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Mitigation Measure G-7:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
designate a construction relations officer to serve as a liaison with surrounding 
property owners who is responsible for responding to any concerns regarding 
construction noise.  The liaison shall coordinate with the Project construction 
manager(s) to implement remedial measures in the shortest time feasible.  The 
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liaison’s telephone number(s) shall be prominently displayed at multiple 
locations along the perimeter of each construction site.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

b.  Operations 

To further reduce noise impacts  on the Project, the following mitigation measure is 
recommended: 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure G-8:  Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
prepare and implement building plans that ensure prior to the start of each 
construction phase  which includes residential development that all exterior 
walls, floor-ceiling assemblies (unless within a unit), and windows having a 
line of sight (30 degrees measured from the horizontal plane) of Grand 
Avenue, Hill Street, Hope Street, First Street, and Second Street of such 
residential development shall be constructed with double-paned glass or an 
equivalent and in a manner to provide an airborne sound insulation system 
achieving a Sound Transmission Class of 30, subject to field testing, as 
defined in the UBC Standard No. 35-1, 1982 edition.  Sign-off by the City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall be required prior to obtaining a building permit.  Related, as 
an alternative, may retain an engineer registered in the State of California with 
expertise in acoustical engineering, who shall submit a signed report for an 
alternative means of sound insulation satisfactory to the City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department.  
Examples of alternative means may include, but are not limited to, the 
following:  (1) acoustical seals for doors and windows opening to the exterior; 
(2) consideration of the type, location, and size of windows; and (3) sealing or 
baffling of openings and vents.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure.  
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6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

a.  Construction 

The noise reduction measures prescribed in Mitigation Measure G-1 would achieve a 
minimum 5-dBA reduction along areas of sensitive receptors where the line-of-sight to ground-
level construction activity that occurs on the Project site is broken.  Regulatory Measure G-1 
would preclude construction-period noise impacts from occurring during the noise-sensitive 
night time periods, or at any time on Sundays.  Noise level reductions attributable to Mitigation 
Measures G-2 and G-3 and Project design features (e.g., use of noise mufflers and on-site storage 
of construction equipment) are not easily quantifiable, but implementation of such measures 
would reduce the noise level impact associated with construction activities to the extent 
practicable.  Nevertheless, Project construction activities would intermittently increase the 
daytime noise levels at nearby sensitive land uses during construction activities by more than the 
5-dBA significance threshold.  As such, noise impacts during construction are concluded to be 
significant and unavoidable.   

b.  Operations 

Project development would not result in any significant noise impacts to off-site receptors 
during long-term Project operations.  With implementation of Mitigation Measure G-8, on-site 
residents would not be exposed to inappropriately high noise levels from off-site activity (i.e., 
vehicle traffic on adjacent roadways). 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
H.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Hazardous materials are generally substances which, by their nature and reactivity, have 
the capacity to cause harm or a health hazard during normal exposure or an accidental release, 
and are characterized as being toxic, corrosive, flammable, reactive, an irritant or strong 
sensitizer.  Activities and operations that use or manage hazardous or potentially hazardous 
substances, or that are located in areas where such substances exist, could create a hazardous 
situation if the release of these substances occurred.  Individual circumstances, including the type 
of substance, quantity used or managed, and the nature of the activities and operations, affect the 
probable frequency and severity of the risks, if any, to human health or the environment due to 
the presence of hazardous materials.  Federal, state, and local laws regulate the use and 
management of hazardous or potentially hazardous substances. 

This section addresses hazards and hazardous materials, with a focus on existing and 
historical on- and off-site conditions, as well as the potential impacts associated with proposed 
uses on the site. The analysis in this section is based on the April 2005 Phase I Environmental 
Site Assessment (ESA) for Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-2, and the November 2005 Phase I ESA 
for Parcel W-1, both of which were prepared by Iris Environmental in accordance with American 
Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) standards.  The ESAs are provided in Appendix F of 
this EIR. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

Federal Level 

The Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) was enacted in 1976 and 
mandated a national waste management program.  Under the RCRA regulations, as established 
by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), hazardous wastes must be tracked 
from the time of generation to the point of disposal.  The RCRA program also sets out standards 
for hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal units, which are intended to have hazardous 
wastes managed in a manner that minimizes the present and future threat to the environment and 
human health.  The EPA delegated implementation of the RCRA program to the State of 
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California, which implements it through the California Hazardous Waste Control Law, discussed 
below.  Future maintenance activities at the Project site that may generate or result in the 
handling of hazardous wastes could subject the Project to RCRA requirements. 

Federal occupational safety and health regulations contain provisions with respect to 
hazardous materials management.  The applicable federal law is the Occupational Safety and 
Health Act of 1970, as amended, which is implemented by the Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) (29 U.S.C., sec. 651-678).  Federal OSHA requirements, as set forth in 
29 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §§1910, et seq., are designed to promote worker safety, 
worker training, and a worker’s right-to-know.   

OSHA standards that are applicable to the proposed Project include standards regarding 
safe exposure limits for chemicals to which construction workers may be exposed.  Safety and 
Health Regulations for Construction (29 CFR 1926.65 Appendix C), contains Compliance 
Guidelines for construction activities and includes occupational health and environmental 
controls to protect worker health and safety.  These guidelines articulate the required health and 
safety plan(s) to be developed and implemented during construction, including associated 
training, protective equipment, evacuation plans, chains of command, and emergency response 
procedures.  Due to the potential existence of hazardous materials on-site during construction, 
adherence to applicable hazard-specific OSHA standards would be required to maintain worker 
safety.   

State Level 

In the State of California, the State Hazardous Waste Control Law (HWCL) is the 
primary statute establishing requirements that govern RCRA and non-RCRA hazardous waste.  
The Cal-EPA, Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), is the primary regulatory 
agency administering the State hazardous waste program.   

The authority to administer the Occupational Safety and Health Act to California has 
been delegated by the U.S. Department of Labor, based on its finding that California has a state 
plan with provisions at least as stringent as those required by the Act.  Cal/OSHA is very similar 
to the Federal OSHA program.  More specifically, Cal/OSHA regulates exposure to airborne 
contaminants (e.g., soil gases such as hydrogen sulfide) during construction under Title 8 of the 
California Code of Regulations, Section 5155, Airborne Contaminants, which establishes which 
compounds are considered a health risk; the exposure limits associated with such compounds; 
and protective equipment, workplace monitoring, and medical surveillance required for 
compliance.  In addition, Cal/OSHA requires employers to implement a comprehensive, written 
Injury and Illness Prevention Program (IIPP).  An IIPP is an employee safety program that is 
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required to cover the full range of workplace hazards, including those associated with hazardous 
materials.   

In addition, Title 8 requires the labeling of any hazardous materials in conformance with 
the Labeling of Injurious Substance Standards of the General Industry Safety Orders and storage 
of materials in conformance with Housekeeping and Maintenance Standards of the General 
Industry Safety Orders and in conformance with Hot, Flammable, Poisonous, Corrosive, and 
Irritant Substances Standards of the General Industry Safety Orders.  Title 8 regulations are 
administered on the local level, as discussed below. 

Local Level 

The lead agency regulating hazardous materials for the City of Los Angeles is the 
Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD).  The LAFD Fire Prevention and Public Safety Division 
administers Title 8 of the California Code of Regulations through participation in the Certified 
United Program Agency (CUPA), as approved by Cal-EPA.  Under the CUPA program, the use 
and storage of any hazardous materials at quantities established by the Uniform Fire Code (UFC) 
as potentially hazardous must receive a permit for such materials.  The permitting process 
requires the development of a Hazardous Materials Business Plan and Emergency Response Plan 
to be filed with the LAFD.  In addition, businesses that store hazardous waste or hazardous 
materials must submit a Certificate of Disclosure to the LAFD.  The LAFD maintains all public 
records regarding the use and storage of hazardous materials and conducts routine annual 
inspections to ensure that hazardous materials are handled and stored properly.   

b.  Existing Conditions 

(1)  On-site  

(a)  Current conditions 

The Project site is located in Downtown Los Angeles, and includes Parcels Q, L, M-2, 
and W-1/W-2, which together comprise approximately 8.2 acres.  Currently, all five parcels are 
utilized for vehicle parking.  Parcels L, M-2, and W-1/W-2 are paved with asphalt and are each 
developed with surface parking lots surrounded by chain-link fencing.  Parcel Q contains a three-
story, steel frame parking structure.  None of the parcels is listed as federal or state hazardous 
sites. 

Surface staining is minimal on all five of the lots, and it is likely that the stains are the 
result of vehicles dripping motor oil.  Cracks are visible on Parcels Q, L, M-2, and W-2.  There is 



IV.H.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 610 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

no visible cracking on Parcel W-1.  There are no complaints regarding excessive noise, 
discharges, or odors at the site that have been reported to the County or the City.   

The only existing utility on site is electricity that powers the lighting systems used in the 
parking lots and is supplied by the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP).  
Occurring along the perimeter of Parcel Q are shallow, concrete-lined gutters, presumably for 
storm-water collection.  There is a shallow, concrete-lined drainage ditch occurring along the 
eastern edge of Parcel W-2 that empties into a storm water collection drain located in the 
northeast corner of the parcel.   

(b)  Previous Conditions 

Parcels L and M-2 were dirt lots that had been utilized as staging areas for ongoing 
construction in the Bunker Hill area until 1983 or 1984, when the lots were paved.  In addition, 
based on historical aerial maps, historical topographic maps, as well as historical fire insurance 
maps, all five parcels had been previously developed with apartments, hotels, or other dwelling 
types.   

Based on a 1950 Sanborn map, a portion of Parcel Q was formerly used as fueling facility 
where gas and oil had been stored.  There is no additional historical information available 
relating to the type of storage used or the volumes stored on the parcel.  As part of a prior 
proposed development, a Phase II assessment of Parcel Q had been conducted to determine 
whether there was potential environmental impairment associated with the previously existing 
fueling facility.  The investigation, performed by LeRoy Crandall and Associates, involved a soil 
gas survey and the conversion of four deep borings into monitoring wells.  The investigation 
concluded that there was no evidence of soil or groundwater contamination on Parcel Q.  In 
addition, a Phase II assessment that was conducted by Iris Environmental in August 2005 
determined that soils on Parcel Q did not contain environmental contaminants that would cause 
those soils to be classified as hazardous.  More specifically, the analysis indicated no materials 
detected at concentrations that would require specific health and safety measures during site 
redevelopment or mitigation measures for building construction.  Iris Environmental also 
concluded that the four monitoring wells that were used during LeRoy Crandall’s Phase II 
investigation likely still exist on Parcel Q.   

According to Los Angeles Building and Safety Department records, a gas station existed 
in 1948 at 141 S. Hill Street which, based upon this address, would have been located along the 
approximate border between Parcels W-1 and W-2.  In addition, a 1950 Sanborn map illustrates 
a structure on Parcel W-2 labeled “Gas and Oils” that could represent a gas station.  Historical 
records do not indicate that this area had been previously graded or excavated.   During the 
construction of the Metro Station that is located at the northeast corner of Parcel W-2, USTs 
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were discovered and removed.  While the City of Los Angeles Building and Safety Department 
records and the general location labeled on the Sanborn map may be indicative of former USTs 
occurring at the site, there are no records available to support that the USTs removed during the 
construction of the Metro Station are the same USTs.  Therefore, USTs associated with the 
potential gas station may occur at the site, and would be removed in accordance with local and 
state permits and regulations should they be encountered during redevelopment activities.   

With regard to the existing Civic Mall and the area addressed by the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvement program, no hazardous materials are anticipated to be present within 
these two Project components.  However, definitive evidence to confirm whether hazardous 
conditions are present within portions of the Project site is not available.  If hazardous materials 
are present within either the Civic Mall or the streetscape area, the potential for a significant 
impact could occur.  Therefore, the mitigation section below ensures the application of 
regulatory procedures to address the potential for hazardous materials to be present within either 
the Civic Mall or the area associated with the proposed Grand Avenue streetscape improvements. 

(c)  Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) 

RECs are defined by ASTM Standard E-1527-00 as the presence or likely presence of 
any hazardous substances or petroleum products on a property under conditions that indicate an 
existing release, a past release, or a material threat of a release of any hazardous substances or 
petroleum products onto structures on the property or into the ground, groundwater, or surface 
water of the property.  According to the Phase I ESAs for Parcels Q, L, M-2, and W-1/W-2, there 
are no potential RECs at the Project site. 

There is no evidence that polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) previously existed or 
currently occur on the site.  Based on the site visit by Iris Environmental, there is no evidence at 
the site of asbestos; hazardous materials use, storage, or waste; drums and small containers; or 
air emissions.  In addition, there is no indication of underground storage tanks (USTs) or 
aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) present, nor are USTs or ASTs listed in regulatory agency 
databases as existing or having previously occurred on the site.  Industrial and sanitary 
wastewater is not generated at the site.  The only non-hazardous material observed on-site is 
trash collected in receptacles located near the parking lot ticket booths at each of the parking lots.   

(d)  Additional Conditions 

There are additional conditions identified at the Project site that generally would not 
present a material risk of harm to public health or the environment, and that generally would not 
be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the attention of the appropriate 
governmental agencies.  However, these conditions, discussed below, are considered to warrant 
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further assessment.  Regulatory procedures that focus on these conditions specifically are 
addressed later in this section. 

• There are at two, and possibly four, unused groundwater monitoring wells located on 
Parcel Q.  During a Phase II assessment of the parcel for a prior development 
proposed, four wells were located.  However, the Phase I ESA for the Project 
confirmed the existence of only two of the wells, both of which are covered with 
Christy-type lids each labeled “well”.  Two additional wells are believed to exist on 
the parcel.   

• Hydrogen sulfide gas could be contained within the Fernando Formation bedrock 
underlying the Project site.  Presence of the gas, which may be assessed only through 
subsurface sampling, could require health and safety measures during redevelopment 
and building construction.  

• According to reports reviewed by Iris Environmental, shallow fill materials are 
present on Parcels Q, M-2 and W-2, as well as in the vicinity of the Project site.  
Thus, there is a potential for contaminants to exist in fill materials at elevated 
concentrations, which could result in the classification of soils as hazardous waste 
when submitted for reuse or disposal in off-site locations. 

(2)  Off-site  

(a)  Current Conditions  

As described in Section 2.0, Project Description, the area surrounding the Project site is 
highly urbanized with a mix of land uses.  Specifically, Parcel Q is located directly across Grand 
Avenue from the Walt Disney Concert Hall and across First Street from the Civic Mall, the Los 
Angeles County Courthouse and the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion.  Parcels W-1/W-2 are also 
located directly across First Street from the Civic Mall.  The Civic Center subway station of the 
Metro Red Line is located at the northeast corner of Parcels W-1/W-2.  The Walt Disney Concert 
Hall is located directly to the north of Parcel L; the Grand Promenade Apartments, a high-rise 
residential use within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area, is located across Hope 
Street, to the west of Parcels L and M-2; and the Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) is 
located to the east, directly across Grand Avenue.  Other surrounding uses include the Colburn 
School of Performing Arts and California Plaza to the east and the Wells Fargo Center, and the 
Sheraton Grand Hotel to the south and west.   
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(b)  Previous Conditions 

A Tank Closure Report was filed in 1990 by Parsons Company, Dillingham Construction, 
Inc. (PCDC) for the property located at 120 S. Olive Street, which is currently the Civic Center 
Metro Station.  The report indicated that during construction of the Metro Station, two USTs of 
500 and 1,000 gallons, respectively, were discovered and removed.  Soil was excavated to 
approximately 15 feet below ground surface (bgs), and there were no visible or olfactory signs of 
petroleum contamination occurring in the soil.  In addition, three soil samples were taken from a 
depth of 15 feet bgs, and samples were also collected from stockpiled soils.  Materials detected 
in the soil samples were determined to fall below LAFD Applied Action Levels, and the 
stockpiled soils were classified as non-hazardous.  The LAFD, the agency with local oversight, 
determined that further action was unnecessary.   

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS  

a.  Methodology 

The analysis of potentially hazardous conditions resulting from the presence of hazardous 
chemicals and substances that have been handled, stored, manufactured, disposed, or 
accidentally released at a Project site, or within a prescribed distance of a Project site, is based on 
a variety of factors.  These include site inspection, historical records research, title search, 
interview of occupants and former users, review of fire department records, and review of state 
and federal databases of listed sites.  ASTM guidelines establish the maximum acceptable 
distance of off-site hazardous sites from a project site.  If the records review and on-site 
inspection indicates any existing or previous exposure of a property to on-site or off-site 
hazardous materials, additional analysis and testing of materials is generally carried out.   

The analysis contained in this section is based on the aforementioned Phase I ESAs, 
which draw from data regarding existing and past uses, operations, and environmental conditions 
within the Project site.  Specifically, the Phase I ESA for Parcels Q, L, M-2, and W-2 was based 
on interviews with government officials familiar with the parcels; a search of regulatory agency 
databases for the Project site and the Project vicinity; a U.S. Geological Survey review of 
historical and topographical maps associated with the site and surrounding areas; a review of 
historical aerial photographs; a review of historical fire insurance (Sanborn) maps; a review of 
preliminary geotechnical studies and a Phase II Site Assessment conducted by LeRoy Crandall 
and Associates for a prior development proposal; a review of the Parsons Company, Dillingham 
Construction, Inc. Tank Closure Report obtained from the LAFD; a review of the Status of 
Geotechnical Investigation and Preliminary Findings provided by The Related Companies; and a 
review of documents on file with LAFD.  In addition, a site inspection was conducted by Iris 
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Environmental to determine the status of potential hazards and hazardous materials on Parcels Q, 
L, M-2, and W-2.   

The Phase I ESA for Parcel W-1 was based on a search of regulatory agency databases 
for the Project site and the Project vicinity, and interviews with local government officials.  A 
site inspection was not included as part of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment of Parcel 
W-1; current private owners of Parcel W-1 declined access and therefore a site investigation by 
Iris Environmental was not possible.  However, Iris Environmental did conduct a visual 
reconnaissance of the site’s perimeter and of areas in the immediate vicinity.  

b.  Thresholds of Significance  

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998), 
the proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to hazards and hazardous 
materials if: 

• Project activities would involve the disturbance, removal, storage, or disposal of 
hazardous materials, or; 

• The Project would expose people or structures to substantial risk resulting from the 
release of a hazardous material, or from exposure to a health hazard, in excess of 
regulatory standards. 

c.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option  

(a)  Construction 

As discussed earlier, there are no potential Recognized Environmental Conditions 
(RECs) at the Project site.  In addition, the Project site is located outside of the City of Los 
Angeles Engineering Department “Methane Zone.”140  As such, there would be a less than 
significant risk of encountering hazardous materials or potentially hazardous materials during 
Project construction.   

Demolition, excavation, and construction of the Project site including the five parcels, the 
Grand Avenue streetscape, and the Civic Park, would involve the use of potentially hazardous 

                                                 
140  Oral communication with Genevieve Proctor of Iris Environmental, March 30, 2006. 
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materials, including vehicle fuels, paints, cleaning materials, and caustic construction 
compounds.  While the use of these substances would be temporary, they could pose a potential 
health risk to construction workers during demolition and excavation and to the general public 
during transport.  As such, construction activities would occur in accordance with standard 
construction practices and manufacturer guidelines, as required by OSHA and Cal/OSHA. 

With the implementation of applicable federal and state guidelines and statutes, and 
LAFD requirements for the handling of common hazardous materials, construction activities 
would not create a significant hazard to the public or environment through the disturbance, 
removal, storage or disposal of hazardous construction materials.  As such, Project construction 
would not expose people or structures to substantial risk resulting from the release of a 
hazardous material, or from exposure to a health hazard, in excess of regulatory standards, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

The Project with County Office Building Option comprises a mix of residential, 
commercial, retail, and recreational uses.  Potentially hazardous materials used and stored during 
routine operation of the Project would include cleaning solvents typically used in multi-family 
residential and commercial development, pesticides and related chemicals associated with 
landscaping maintenance, and paints and solvents.  Specifically with regard to the Civic Park and 
Grand Avenue streetscape, it is anticipated that hazardous materials including fertilizers, 
herbicides and pesticides would be used to maintain the greenscape of the park and associated 
landscaping, as well as the landscaping along the Grand Avenue streetscape. 

Since the transport, use, and storage of these materials would be managed in accordance 
with applicable federal, state, and local regulations, these materials would not be expected to 
pose significant risks to the public or the environment.  With the implementation of existing Cal-
EPA and LAFD regulations, the proposed Project would not significantly expose people to 
hazardous substances and chemicals.  The probable frequency and severity of consequences to 
people to a potential health hazard due to the transport, use and storage of common hazardous 
materials used in commercial cleaning and landscaping would therefore be less than significant.   

In addition, there are no facilities that are upgradient or cross-gradient within a 0.5-mile 
radius listed on the RCRAInfo database (formerly the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
Information System [RCRIS]) of Transportation, Storage, and Disposal (TSD) facilities.  The 
site is, however, located in the vicinity of several sites listed on the RCRAInfo TSD database and 
the RCRAInfo-LQG and SQG (Large and Small Quantity Hazardous Waste Generators) 
databases.  More specifically, there are two upgradient or cross-gradient facilities within 0.25 
mile of the site listed on the RCRAInfo-LQG database, at the John Ferraro Building—LADWP 
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at 111 North Hope Street and the Los Angeles Times building at 202 West First Street, 
respectively.  No violations were recorded at either facility.  Nine facilities either upgradient or 
cross-gradient within 0.25 mile of the site are listed on the RCRAInfo-SQG database.  No 
violations were recorded at any of the listed facilities. 

Furthermore, there are 16 facilities within 0.25 mile of the site listed on the Underground 
Storage Tank (UST) Registrations Database.  Of the 16 facilities, five are downgradient of the 
site.  The remaining 11 are upgradient or cross-gradient of the site, and are listed as having one 
current UST each.  None of the 11 listed on any databases indicate a materials leak or spill, with 
one exception: the General Office Building is listed at 111 North Hope Street on the Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Information System database, but under the LADWP facility 
name.  According to the LUST database, the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) 
closed the case on October 29, 2004. 

Based on its database review, it is determined that conditions surrounding the parcels 
would not likely be of material impact to the site.  Consequently, Project operation would not 
expose people to substantial risk resulting from the release of a hazardous material, or from 
exposure to a health hazard, in excess of regulatory standards.  As such, Project operation would 
not result in a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials, and impacts would be less than significant. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

In addition to the Project with County Office Building Option, an optional residential 
development scenario has been defined.  The Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option provides for an additional 600 residential units in lieu of the 681,000 square feet of 
commercial office space proposed by the Project with County Office Building Option.  All other 
components of the Project with County Office Building Option are the same under the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option. 

(a)  Construction 

As discussed above, there are no potential RECs on any of the parcels slated for 
development.  In addition, the Project site is not located within a City of Los Angeles 
Engineering Department “Methane Zone.”  Thus, as with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, there would be a less than significant risk of encountering hazardous materials 
or potentially hazardous materials during construction of the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.   
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While the makeup of land uses under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would differ somewhat from those of the Project with County Office 
Building Option through the additional 600 residential units, overall the quantity of new 
construction (i.e., total square footage) would be substantially similar.  It is therefore anticipated 
that the same amount and type of construction would occur, and that the short-term use of 
potentially hazardous materials would be largely similar to construction of the Project with 
County Office Building Option  Given that use of these substances could pose a potential health 
risk to construction workers during demolition and excavation and to the general public during 
transport, construction activities would occur in accordance with standard construction practices 
and manufacturer guidelines, as required by OSHA and Cal/OSHA. 

With the implementation of applicable federal and state guidelines and statutes, and 
LAFD requirements for the handling of common hazardous materials, construction activities 
associated with the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not create a 
significant hazard to the public or environment through the disturbance, removal, storage or 
disposal of hazardous construction materials.  Subsequently, as in the case with the Project with 
County Office Building Option, construction of the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would not expose people or structures to substantial risk resulting from the 
release of a hazardous material, or from exposure to a health hazard, in excess of regulatory 
standards, and impacts would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

Operation of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be 
substantially similar to operation of the Project with County Office Building Option and would 
not create significant hazard to the public or the environment.  As discussed earlier, there are no 
RECs at the Project site, and the site is not listed in federal regulatory databases of hazardous 
materials.  In addition, as discussed above, conditions surrounding the parcels would not likely 
be of material impact to the site, as determined by Iris Environmental. 

Similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, potentially hazardous 
materials introduced into the Project with Additional Residential Development Option during 
operation would include substances typical of other residential and commercial developments 
throughout the City.  The transport, use, and storage of these materials would be managed in 
accordance with applicable federal, state, and local regulations, and therefore these materials 
would not be expected to pose significant risks to the public or the environment. As such, 
compliance with manufacturer guidelines, along with applicable regulations, would reduce 
impacts associated with operation of the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option to a less than significant level.   
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Given the above, and as in the case of the Project with County Office Building Option, 
operation of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not expose 
people to substantial risk resulting from the release of a hazardous material, or from exposure to 
a health hazard, in excess of regulatory standards.  In addition, operation of the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would not result in a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, and impacts 
would be less than significant. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Section III.B of the Draft EIR identifies the related projects that are anticipated to be 
developed within the vicinity of the Project site.  The related projects span a wide range of uses, 
including residential, commercial, retail, office, schools, and restaurants.  Under existing federal 
and state regulations, potential hazardous materials must be identified and remediated prior to 
construction and operation of any habitable facility.  As such, any groundwater or soil 
contamination occurring on the related project sites would be addressed in accordance with 
applicable regulations during the permitting process by the applicable responsible agencies.  
Remediation activities would therefore be expected to reduce any significant impacts associated 
with hazardous materials to a less than significant level.  

As analyzed above, compliance with federal, state, and local regulations would result in a 
less than significant impact with regard to hazardous materials during construction and operation 
of the Project with County Office Building Option or the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.  As such, with monitoring and compliance with federal, state and local 
regulations and procedures, the potential for cumulative impacts related to the transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.   

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to hazards and 
hazardous material.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to 
address the Project’s less than significant impact. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure H-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall properly decommission all 
unused groundwater monitoring wells, per applicable regulations.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
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department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The Regional Water Quality Control Board shall 
enforce compliance with this measure. 

Regulatory Measure H-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall test for the presence or absence 
of hydrogen sulfide and methane beneath the site by subsurface sampling.  
Should the sampling result in the discovery of hydrogen sulfide and/or 
methane, appropriate health and safety measures shall be implemented, in 
accordance with applicable regulations.  The City’s Department of Building 
and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure. 

Regulatory Measure H-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall take fill samples from each of the 
five parcels, and shall analyze these samples for contaminants at elevated 
concentrations.  Should elevated contaminant concentrations be discovered, 
appropriate measures shall be implemented, in accordance with applicable 
regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure. 

Regulatory Measure H-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall undertake an appropriate investigation to 
ascertain whether any hazardous conditions would occur as a function of 
implementing the streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue and/or the 
Civic Park.  Should elevated concentrations of contaminants be identified, 
appropriate measures shall be implemented in accordance with applicable 
regulations.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or 
Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure H-5:  Prior to demolition or renovation in the Civic Center Mall, 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the 
applicable agreements shall perform an asbestos-sampling survey to determine 
the presence of asbestos containing materials.  If such materials should be 
found, the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park shall 
prepare and implement an Operations and Maintenance Plan that meets all 
applicable federal, state and local requirements.  This plan shall safely 
maintain asbestos containing materials that remain on the site.  The County’s 
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CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  

Regulatory Measure H-6:  Prior to the start of any demolition activities or renovation on 
any painted surfaces at the Project site, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall conduct a survey of lead 
based paint (LBP) to determine the level of risk posed to maintenance 
personnel, construction workers, facility staff, and patrons from exposure to 
the paints present at the site.  Any recommendations made in that survey 
related to the paints present at the Project site shall be implemented prior to 
the demolition or renovation of said painted surfaces.  The City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Impacts associated with the potential discovery of hazardous and non-hazardous 
materials on the Project site would be reduced to a less than significant level with compliance 
with the above regulatory measures.   
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
I.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

1.  FIRE 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section analyzes the proposed Project’s impacts relative to the fire and emergency 
medical services (EMS) provided by the City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD).  The 
analysis evaluates the impact of the Project relative to LAFD service capacity, fire flow, 
emergency response times and distances, and fire safety equipment and facilities required by the 
City’s Fire Code for new construction.  This section is based on information provided by the Los 
Angeles Fire Department’s (LAFD) Planning Section and Bureau of Fire Prevention and Safety. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Fire prevention, fire suppression, and life safety services are provided throughout the City 
of Los Angeles by the LAFD as governed by the Fire Protection and Prevention Plan (Plan) and 
the Safety Element of the City's General Plan, as well as the Fire Code section of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC).  The Plan and the Fire Code serve as guides to City 
departments, government offices, developers, and the public for the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of fire protection facilities located within the City of Los Angeles.  Policies and 
programs addressed in these documents include: fire station distribution and location, required 
fire flow, fire hydrant standards and locations, and the provision of emergency access 
provision.140  In addition, the California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 24 (California Building 
Code [CBC]) is a compilation of building standards, including fire safety standards for 
residential buildings. Specific CBC regulations regarding fire protection systems have been 
incorporated by reference into the LAMC. 

The LAFD is a full-spectrum life safety agency and provides fire protection and 
emergency medical services to the entire City.  There are 103 Neighborhood Fire Stations 
covering roughly 470 square miles within the LAFD jurisdiction.  The LAFD’s 3,562 uniformed 
personnel provide fire prevention, firefighting, emergency medical care, technical rescue, 
hazardous materials mitigation, disaster response, public education and community service to a 
population of approximately 4 million throughout the City of Los Angeles.  At any given time, 
                                                 
140 Fire Protection and Prevention Plan, a part of the General Plan of the City of Los Angeles, adopted January 

1979. 
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there are a total of 1,045 uniformed firefighters, including 215 firefighter/paramedics, on duty.  
In addition, the LAFD employs 338 non-sworn technical and administrative support personnel.141

The City of Los Angeles Fire Code specifies maximum response distances allowed 
between specific sites and engine and truck companies, based upon land use and fire flow 
requirements.  For high density commercial land uses, the Fire Code indicates a maximum 
response distance of 0.75 mile to the nearest engine company and 1.0 mile to the nearest truck 
company.  Where response distances exceed these requirements, all structures must be equipped 
with automatic fire sprinkler systems and any other fire protection devices deemed necessary by 
the Fire Chief (e.g., fire signaling systems, fire extinguishers, smoke removal systems, etc.). 

The LAFD has identified the Project as being within the service area of Station Nos. 3, 4, 9, 
and 10, the locations of which are shown in Figure 47 on page 623.142  Due to the geographic 
extent of the Project, distances to the Project site vary depending on specific locations within the 
site.  Notwithstanding, Fire Station No.3 is located less than 0.75 miles from all of the locations 
within the Project site (the distance from the easterly edge of Parcels W-1/W-2 is less than 0.50 
miles).  This station would experience the shortest response distance to all areas of the Project 
site in the event of an emergency.  The LAFD utilized the intersection of Grand Avenue and First 
Street as the central address from which to calculate distances from the identified fire stations to 
the Project site.  

Table 73 on page 624 lists the fire stations that would provide service to the Project site, 
their respective distances from the site, staffing, and equipment.  As shown, Fire Station No.3 at 
108 North Fremont Avenue is closest to the Project site, located 0.3 miles from the central 
address.  This Task Force Station is furnished with a truck and an engine company, a paramedic 
and a Basic Life Support (BLS) rescue ambulance, and is staffed by 16 LAFD personnel.  This 
facility serves as Division Headquarters.  Fire Station No. 4 is located 1.1 miles from the site at 
800 North Main Street and is staffed by 18 members. Equipment located at this facility includes 
a truck and an engine company, hazardous materials fire apparatus, a paramedic and a BLS 
rescue ambulance. Fire Station No. 9 is located approximately 1.3 miles from the Project area at 
430 East Seventh Street.  This Task Force Station is equipped with a truck company, two 
engines, two paramedic rescue ambulances, and is staffed by 17 LAFD personnel.  This station 
serves as Battalion One Headquarters.  Fire Station No. 10 is located approximately 1.5 miles 
from the Project area at 1335 South Olive Street.  This Task Force Station is comprised of a 
truck and an engine company, a paramedic and a BLS rescue ambulance, and is staffed by 14 
LAFD personnel.  

                                                 
141  LAFD website, http://www.lafd.org/about.htm, accessed January 5, 2006. 
142  Fax to PCR from Captain II - Paramedic William Wells, LAFD Planning Section, January 10, 2006. 

http://www.lafd.org/about.htm
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IV.I.1 Fire 

Table 73 
 

City Fire Facilities Within the Vicinity of the Project Site 

 
City Fire Facility Distance Staffing Equipment 

Fire Station No 3 0.3 miles Light Force (Truck and Engine): 
6 
Fire Engine: 4 
Paramedic Rescue Ambulance: 2  
BLS Rescue Ambulance: 2  
Division Command Team: 2 

Task Force Truck and Engine 
Company Central Division 

Headquarters 
108 North Fremont Avenue 

Paramedic Ambulance 
BLS Rescue Ambulance 
 

 
Total: 16 members at all times. 

Fire Station No. 4  
800 North Main Street 

1.1 miles Light Force (Truck and Engine): 
6 

Task Force Truck and Engine 
Company  

Fire Engine: 4 Hazardous Materials Fire 
Apparatus 
Paramedic Ambulance 
BLS Rescue Ambulance 
 

Hazardous Materials Squad: 4 
Paramedic Rescue Ambulance: 2  
Basic Life Support (BLS) Rescue 
Ambulance: 2  
 
Total: 18 members at all times. 

Fire Station No. 9 
Battalion 1 Headquarters 

1.3 miles 
 

Truck Company: 5 
Fire Engines : 8 
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The LAFD provides average response times according to the following two categories: 
response times to EMS incidents and response times to fire incidents. As mentioned previously, 
the LAFD utilized the intersection of Grand Avenue and First Street as the central address from 
which to calculate response times from the identified fire stations to the Project.  Table 74 on 
page 625, shows average response times for each individual station serving the site. With the 
exception of the average response time to fire incidents from Fire Station No.3, all response 
times from Station Nos. 3, 4, 9, and 10 are below the Citywide averages of 5.5 minutes to EMS 
incidents and 5.4 minutes to fire incidents. 

430 East Seventh Street Paramedic Rescue Ambulances: 4 
 
Total: 17 members at all times. 

Task Force Truck and Engine 
Company 
2 Fire Engines 
2 Paramedic Ambulance 
 

Fire Station No. 10 
1335 South Olive Street 

1.5 miles Light Force (Truck and Engine): 
6  
Fire Engine: 4 
Paramedic Rescue Ambulance: 2  
Basic Life Support (BLS) Rescue 
Ambulance: 2  
 
Total: 14 members at all times. 

Task Force Truck and Engine 
Company 
Paramedic Ambulance 
BLS Rescue Ambulance 
 

  

Source:  Fax to PCR from Captain II - Paramedic Wells, LAFD Planning Section, January 10, 2006. 
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Table 74 
 

Fire Department Response Times to Project Site and Summary of Calls for Service 
 

Fire Station Address Distance
Response 

Time to Site 

Average 
EMS 

Incidents per 
Day 

Average 
Response 

Times 

Average Fire 
Incidents per 

Day 

Average 
Response 

Times 

3 108 N. Fremont St. 0.3 3.1 minutes 7.6 5.3 minutes 3.3 
5.9 

minutes 

4 800 N. Main St. 1.1 5.1 minutes 9.8 4.6 minutes 1.8 
5.3 

minutes 

9 430 E. 7th St. 1.3 5.6 minutes 
5.3 

minutes 28.8 4.8 minutes 5.5 

4.9 
minutes 10 1335 S. Olive St. 1.5 6.1 minutes 19.4 4.9 minutes 4.7 

  

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006 

Fire flow, the quantity of water available or needed for fire protection in a given area, is 
another important factor in fire suppression activities. Fire flow is normally measured both in 
gallons per minute (gpm) and duration of flow.  The quantity of water necessary for fire 
protection varies by land use type, life hazard, occupancy, and the degree of fire hazard.  Based 
on these factors, the LAFD requires flows ranging from 2,000 gpm from three adjacent fire 
hydrants flowing simultaneously in low density residential areas, to 12,000 gpm available to any 
city block in high density commercial or industrial areas.  High density areas (i.e. high density 
commercial, principal business districts), in which simultaneous fires might occur, may require 
an additional 2,000 to 8,000 gpm above these standards.143  A minimum residual water pressure 
of 20 pounds per square inch (psi) is required to remain in the water system, while the necessary 
gpm is flowing, in order to be considered adequate by Fire Code standards.144

3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

Fire service needs relate to the size of the population and geographic area served, the 
number and types of calls for service, and the characteristics of the community and the proposed 

                                                 
143  Fire Code of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, Section 57.09.06. 
144 Ibid. 
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Project.145  Changes in these factors resulting from the proposed Project may increase the 
demand for services.  The LAFD evaluates the demand for fire prevention and protection 
services on a project-by-project basis to determine if a proposed project would require additional 
equipment, personnel, or facilities and to review a project’s emergency features.  Beyond the 
standards included in the Los Angeles Fire Code, consideration is given to project size, proposed 
uses, required fire-flow, response time and distance for engine and truck companies, fire hydrant 
sizing and placement standards, access, and potential to use or store hazardous materials. 

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles Draft CEQA Thresholds Guide 
(1998), a significant impact to LAFD fire prevention and suppression services and/or emergency 
medical services would occur if the proposed Project would:   

• Cause a substantial increase in emergency response times as a result of increased 
traffic congestion; or 

• Exceed the capability of existing fire stations and emergency personnel to serve the 
Project site.  

c.  Impact Analysis  

As discussed in Section 2.0 Project Description, the Project with County Office Building 
Option consists of the following components:  the creation of a 16-acre Civic Park that includes, 
and expands upon, the Civic Mall, which would connect Los Angeles City Hall to Grand 
Avenue; streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. 
Chavez Avenue; and development of five parcels with up to 2,060 residential units; up to 
275 hotel rooms; up to 449,000 square feet of retail space (plus 15,000 square feet of hotel 
meeting space and 10,000 square feet for a restaurant within the Civic Park); and up to 681,000 
square feet of County office building space.  In lieu of the 681,000 square feet of County office 
building space, up to 600 additional residential units may occur, under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  Under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option, the total Project would consist of up to 449,000 square feet of retail space 
(plus 15,000 square feet of hotel meeting space and 10,000 square feet for a restaurant within the 
Civic Park), up to 275 hotel rooms, no County office building space, and up to 2,660 residential 
units.  In addition to the permanent increase in residents and employees attributable to the 
Project, Project development would result in an increase in visitors associated with the Civic 

                                                 
145 LA CEQA Thresholds Guide, 1998. 
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Park, the streetscape improvements, and the retail component.  Thus, Project implementation 
would increase the demand on LAFD services.  

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction 

Construction activities may temporarily increase the demand on fire services due to the 
occasional exposure of combustible materials, such as wood, plastics, sawdust, coverings and 
coatings, to heat sources.  Heat or fire sources may include machinery and equipment sparking, 
exposed electrical lines, welding activities, chemical reactions in combustible materials and 
coatings, and lighted cigarettes.  The Project during its construction would comply with OSHA 
and Fire and Building Codes regarding site safety.  Since the Project would comply with existing 
codes, any additional demand on fire services would not exceed the current capabilities of the 
LAFD and, therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Construction of the Project may result in temporary lane closures in the immediate area 
of the Project.  The LAFD shall be notified of all construction scheduling in order to plan 
appropriate alternative response routes.  Public detour routes would be established where 
required to divert traffic from the affected street segments.  Due to the temporary and limited 
nature of the closures along roadways and the wide selection of alternative routes to and through 
the Project site, street and/or lane closures are not anticipated to significantly affect emergency 
access or emergency response times.  In addition, emergency vehicle access to adjoining and 
nearby properties would be maintained at all times.  Furthermore, project construction would 
comply with all LAFD code and ordinance requirements.  The LAFD’s ability to respond to 
emergency incidents would not be significantly impacted by construction activities.   

Traffic associated with construction activities would potentially affect emergency access.  
Although construction of the Project would contribute to traffic levels in the area, both 
construction worker and truck trips would be predominantly freeway-oriented and would 
generally occur during off-peak hours.  Fire and emergency medical vehicles can generally 
respond to the Project site area without the use of nearby freeways.  Given the generally 
acceptable levels of service (LOS) at intersections in the vicinity of the Project site during peak 
and off-peak hours, impacts on area surface streets would be minimal.  Thus, LAFD emergency 
response times would not be significantly impacted by construction traffic.   
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(b)  Operation 

The Project would comply with all applicable State and local codes and ordinances, and 
the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan Element, as well as the 
Safety Element, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the City of Los Angeles. 

The adequacy of fire protection for a given area is based on required fire flow, response 
distance from existing fire stations, and the LAFD’s judgment for needs in the area.  In general, 
the required fire flow is closely related to land use.  The quantity of water necessary for fire 
protection varies with the type of development, life hazard, occupancy, and the degree of fire 
hazard.146  Implementation of the Project with County Office Building Option, including the 
generation of up to roughly 2,925 new residents and approximately 3,930 employees, would 
create an increased demand on LAFD fire services and facilities. In addition, events associated 
with the proposed Civic Park would generate high levels of occupancy and traffic on an 
intermittent basis. 

The Project site is located approximately 0.3 miles from Fire Station No.3, the nearest 
engine and truck company.  This response distance is within City Fire Code requirements, and 
thus, the Project would have no impacts relative to LAFD response distance. Notwithstanding, 
the Project would be required to install automatic fire sprinkler systems in all structures.  Fire 
hydrants with the required fire flow would also be installed per LAFD specifications. In addition, 
supplemental fire protection devices (e.g., fire alarms, fire extinguishers, emergency exits, etc.) 
would be incorporated into new Project structures, as required by the Fire Code.  Further, as the 
Project site is within the service area of four Task Force truck and engine companies, no 
significant impacts to LAFD staff and equipment capabilities are anticipated.  Notwithstanding, 
Project Design Features and Mitigation Measurers are identified below to reduce potential 
impacts. . 

Events at the Civic Park could result in considerable traffic congestion on area streets, at 
intersections, and freeway on- and off-ramps in the vicinity of the Project site.  This traffic 
congestion could potentially cause delays in LAFD emergency response times for responses 
within or through the Project site.  Mitigation measures have been developed to reduce this 
potentially significant impact to a less than significant level. 

With regard to fire flow requirements, 4,000 gpm from four adjacent hydrants is 
generally required for high density residential and commercial uses.  However, due to the Project 
site’s location in the downtown area, the LAFD has determined fire flow required for the Project 

                                                 
146 Letter from Douglas Barry, Assistant Fire Marshal, LAFD Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety, 

December 19, 2005. 
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to be 12,000 gpm from eight fire hydrants flowing simultaneously.147  Based on the analysis 
presented in Section IV.N, Water, of this Draft EIR, the Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power (LADWP) has indicated that sufficient fire flow currently exists to serve the Project site.  
As such, Project impacts with regard to fire flow are concluded to be less than significant. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option provides for an additional 
600 residential units in lieu of the 681,000 square feet of County office building space proposed 
by the Project with County Office Building Option.  All other components of the Project are the 
same under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option. 

(a)  Construction 

For the purpose of analysis, it is anticipated that while the design of the residential 
structures may be markedly different than that of the offices under the Project with County 
Office Building Option, overall the quantity of new construction (i.e., total square footage) 
would be substantially similar.  As such, it is anticipated that the same amount and type of 
construction would occur and, subsequently, that similar short-term impacts would result.  Such 
impacts, as in the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, would be less than 
significant, since the Project in either case would comply with existing LAFD requirements, 
emergency response times would not be significantly impacted by the Project’s construction and 
emergency vehicle access to adjoining and nearby properties would be maintained at all times.   

(b)  Operation 

Potential impacts to fire services would be comparable to those of the Project with 
County Office Building Option as development under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would comply with all Fire Code provisions, the distances from the fire 
stations would be unchanged (i.e., response times to the Project site would be the same), the 
replacement residential buildings would be fully sprinklered, fire flow requirements and the 
ability of the water conveyance system in the Project area to deliver those flows would be the 
same.  Therefore, as is the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, impacts of 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option with regard to fire protection 
services would be less than significant. 

                                                 
147 Ibid. 
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4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The LAFD has determined that development of the Project with County Office Building 
Option, in conjunction with other approved and planned projects, may result in the need for the 
following: (1) increased staffing at existing facilities; (2) additional fire protection facilities; and 
(3) relocation of existing fire protection facilities.  However, as related project applicants would 
be required to coordinate with the LAFD to ensure that related project construction and 
operations would not significantly impact LAFD services and facilities, no significant 
cumulative impacts are anticipated. 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to fire 
services.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures and project design features have 
been identified to address the Project’s less than significant impact. 

a.  Construction 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure I.1-1:  During demolition activities occurring during each 
construction phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and 
the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall ensure sure that emergency 
access shall remain clear and unobstructed.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and 
the Streetscape Program.  The County Fire Department (LACoFD) shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-2:  Prior to each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, plans and specifications to ensure that the construction contractor 
is apprised of the requirement to maintain access to sub-surface parking 
structures associated with the Civic Center Mall, the Music Center, and the 
Colburn School for Performing Arts.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The LACoFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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Regulatory Measure I.1-3:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
maintain access for emergency response personnel to the Kenneth Hahn Hall 
of Administration, the Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles, the County 
Courthouse, the Colburn School for Performing Arts, and the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to construction in the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-4:  Prior to each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan to ensure that emergency evacuation 
from the northwest side of the County Mall and Colburn School for 
Performing Arts, the southeast side of the Music Center and the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall would not be impeded by construction of the individual Project 
elements. With respect to the plan for the Mall, it must be prepared to 
coordinate with emergency evacuation plans for the Courthouse and the Hall 
of Administration.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-5:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 
ensure that sufficient fire hydrants shall remain accessible at all times during 
Project construction.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-6:  Prior to the start of each construction phase and during 
Project operations, Related, with regard to the five development parcels shall 
comply with all applicable State and local codes and ordinances, and the 
guidelines found in the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan, and the 
Safety Plan, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the City of Los 
Angeles (C.P.C. 19708).  The City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   
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Regulatory Measure I.1-7:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels shall maintain all access roads, including fire lanes, in an 
unobstructed manner, and removal of obstructions shall be at the owner’s 
expense.  The entrance to all required fire lanes or required private driveways 
shall be posted with a sign no less than three square feet in area in accordance 
with Section 57.09.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.   

b.  Operations 

Regulatory Measures 

The following regulatory measures for fire protection and services are based on 
information provided by the LAFD148 and shall be implemented for the Project: 

Regulatory Measure I.1-8:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, 
shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans and specifications in 
accordance with LAFD requirements, and requirements for necessary permits 
shall be satisfied prior to commencement of construction on any portion of the 
five development parcels or the Streetscape Program. The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels and the Streetscape Program.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall prepare, and thereafter implement, plans in accordance with LACoFD 
requirements, and requirements for necessary permits shall be satisfied prior 
to commencement of construction on any portion of the Civic Park.  The 
LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-10:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that will 
assure that any required fire hydrants that are installed shall be fully 

                                                 
148 Letter from Douglas Barry, Assistant Fire Marshal, LAFD Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety, 

December 19, 2005. 
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operational and accepted by the Fire Department prior to any building 
construction.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-11:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall submit plot plans indicating 
access roads and turning areas to the LAFD for review and approval.  Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels shall implement the approved plot 
plans.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-12:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall prepare, and thereafter implement, engineering 
plans that show adequate fire flow and placement of adequate and required 
public and private fire hydrants.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-13:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to 
the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation 
of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall provide emergency 
access for Fire Department apparatus and personnel to and into all structures.  
The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-14:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that will provide that any private roadways for general 
access use and fire lanes shall not be less than 20 feet wide and clear to the 
sky.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-15:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that will provide that any fire lanes and dead end streets 
shall terminate in a cul-de-sac or other approved turning area.  No dead end 
street or fire lane shall be greater than 700 feet in length or secondary access 
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shall be required.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure 
with regard to the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-16:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs any proposed development utilizing cluster, 
group, or condominium design not more than 150 feet from the edge of the 
roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The 
LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-17: Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs fire lanes to be not less than 28 feet in width.  
When a fire lane must accommodate the operation of Fire Department aerial 
ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are installed, those portions shall not 
be less than 28 feet in width.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-18:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, where above ground floors are used 
for residential purposes, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
interprets the access requirement as being the horizontal travel distance from 
the street, driveway, alley, or designated fire lane to the main entrance of the 
residential units.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-19:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that designs the entrance or exit of all ground level 
residential units to be no more than 150 feet from the edge of a roadway of an 
improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-20:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides access that requires the accommodation of 
Fire Department apparatus, shall design the minimum outside radius of the 
paved surface to be 35 feet.  An additional six feet of clear space must be 
maintained beyond the outside radius to a vertical point 13 feet 6 inches above 
the paved surface of the roadway.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.   
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Regulatory Measure I.1-21:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall not construct any building or 
portion of a building to be more than 150 feet from the edge of a roadway of 
an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-22:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides for access that requires accommodation of 
Fire Department apparatus, a design for overhead clearances to be not less 
than 14 feet.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-23:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides for additional vehicular access required by the 
Fire Department, where buildings exceed 28 feet in height.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-24:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, a plan that provides, where fire apparatus shall be driven onto the 
road level surface of the subterranean parking structure, for the structure to be 
engineered to withstand a bearing pressure of 8,600 pounds per square foot.  
The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-25:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall record any private streets as 
Private Streets and Fire Lanes.  All private street plans shall show the words 
“Private Street and Fire Lane” within the private street easement.  The LAFD 
shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-26:  During operation of the Project, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall provide that all electric gates approved by the 
Fire Department shall be tested by the Fire Department prior to Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, granting a Certificate 
of Occupancy.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure.   
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Regulatory Measure I.1-27.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, shall 
prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that would not construct any 
building or portion of a building more than 300 feet from an approved fire 
hydrant.  Distance shall be computed along path of travel with the exception 
that dwelling unit travel distance shall be computed to the front door of the 
unit.  The LAFD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 
the five development parcels.  The LACoFD shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.1-28.  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall submit plans to the Fire 
Department for review and approval.  Where rescue window access is 
required, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall 
incorporate conditions and improvements necessary to meet accessibility 
standards as determined by the LAFD.  The LAFD shall determine 
compliance with this measure.  

Regulatory Measure I.1-29.  During operations of the Project, Related, with regard to 
the five development parcels shall have the curbs of all public street and fire 
lane cul-de-sacs painted red and/or be posted “No Parking at Any Time” prior 
to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy or Temporary Certificate of 
Occupancy for any structures adjacent to the cul-de-sac.  The LAFD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.   

Regulatory Measure I.1-30.  During operations of the Project, planning for large events 
at the Civic Park shall be implemented by the County or County Park 
Operator to reduce potential adverse affects on emergency access.  As part of 
the planning process, representatives of the LACoFD, County Office of Public 
Safety, LAFD, LAPD and LADOT shall be advised of the activities and 
consulted to establish appropriate procedures for crowd and traffic control.  
Plans shall be submitted to the County Chief Administrative Officer for 
review and approval.  

Project Design Feature 

Project Design Feature I.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels shall submit building plans to the 
LAFD for review and approval that demonstrate that automatic fire sprinklers 
shall be installed in all structures.  The LAFD shall determine compliance 
with this measure. 
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6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

After compliance with all fire safety regulations, the incorporation of Project Design 
Features and the implementation of mitigation measures, no significant unavoidable impacts are 
anticipated with respect to fire services.  With the implementation of the above listed measures, 
impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
I.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

2.  POLICE 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section addresses impacts on police services that would arise from increased 
population, traffic, and construction activities associated with the proposed Project.  The focus of 
the analysis is on the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) facilities that currently serve the 
Project site and the ability of the LAPD to provide police services to the Project.  This section is 
based on information provided by the LAPD’s Central Area, the Information Technology 
Division and input from the Crime Prevention Unit. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Police protection services for the Project site are provided by the LAPD.  The LAPD is 
comprised of 18 community stations operated by four geographically located bureaus:  the 
Central, South, West, and Valley Bureaus.  LAPD also provides a variety of support systems 
including the Direct Support Division, Special Operations, Municipal Division, SWAT, K-9, and 
the Mounted Unit.  The Project site is located in the Central Bureau service area, which covers a 
66.85-square-mile area and administers operations from the following five Community Police 
Stations:  (1) Central, (2) Rampart, (3) Hollenbeck, (4) Northeast and (5) Newton.   

The Project site is located within the LAPD's Central Area which encompasses an 
approximately 4.83 square mile area bounded roughly by Lilac Terrace, Lookout Drive, and the 
Harbor/Pasadena (110) Freeway to the north, the Los Angeles City Boundary to the east, Sunset 
Boulevard and the Harbor/Pasadena (110) Freeway to the west, and Washington Boulevard, 
Maple Street, and Seventh Street to the south.150  The LAPD Central Area is subdivided into 52 
reporting districts, which are small geographic units used for resource deployment purposes and 
statistical analysis.151  The Project site falls within the following six Reporting Districts: 111, 
112, 122, 123, 132 and 142.  The boundaries for the six Reporting Districts are Cesar E. Chavez 
to the north, Broadway and Grand Avenue to the east, Fifth Street to the south, and Flower Street 
to the west.  The Central Community Police Station at 251 East Sixth Street is located less than 
                                                 
150  Letter from Officer Tanya Hanamaikai, Community Relations Section, Crime Prevention Unit, November 29, 

2005. 
151  Draft City of Los Angeles Citywide CEQA Technical Guide, August 1998. 
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one mile south of the Project site and would provide police services to the Project.  Figure 48 on 
page 640 depicts the Reporting Districts for the Project and the service boundary for the Central 
Area Police Station.  

a.  Existing Conditions  

There are roughly 3,978,000 persons within the LAPD’s 473.14 square-mile jurisdiction.  
The LAPD deploys 8,328 sworn personnel, and thus, the ratio of officers per resident is roughly 
one officer for every 478 residents.  The Project site is located within the LAPD Central Area 
Police Station service area which is the headquarters for the Central Area.  The LAPD Central 
Area has a population of 43,748 and deploys 337 sworn personnel over three watches.  In 
addition to sworn personnel, there are 30 civilian employees.  Based on this data, the officer-
resident ratio is approximately one officer per 130 residents as compared to the Citywide ratio of 
one officer per 478 persons.  This difference is most likely attributable to the unique 
characteristics of the downtown area (i.e., extremely high daytime population, greater numbers 
of homeless, etc.) 

The total area of the Reporting Districts serving the Project area within the LAPD Central 
Area is approximately 0.7 square miles.  The LAPD does not keep records of the populations 
within each of the individual Reporting Districts due to the area’s transient and undocumented 
populations.  Nevertheless, the transient, or homeless, population is currently estimated to be 
10,000 persons.152  The LAPD also assumes that, in certain geographical areas, populations may 
be two to three times higher than estimated due to multiple families sharing a single dwelling 
unit.153 Therefore, the number of officers serving the Central Station is based on the amount of 
crimes committed versus the station’s service population.154 The allocation of sworn personnel 
throughout the LAPD is determined according to the crime statistics generated by the 
Department’s computerized crime control model, COMPSTAT.   Personnel deployment is 
reviewed on a monthly basis.155  

In 2004, there were 154 crimes committed per 1,000 residents in the LAPD Central Area 
and 424 crimes committed per 1,000 residents Citywide.156  Thus, based on population, the 

                                                 
152  Telephone conversation with Detective Smith of the LAPD Central Area Detective Unit, December 12, 2005. 
153  Telephone conversation with Officer Perkins, Crime Prevention Unit, December 12, 2005. 
154  Ibid. 
155  Ibid. 
156  Statistical information is based on 2004 Los Angeles Police Department Selected Crimes and Attempts by 

Reporting District from the Police Arrest and Crime Management Information System 2 report. 
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Citywide crime rate was much higher as there were far fewer crimes committed per population in 
the LAPD Central Area.  However, as shown in Table 75 on page 642, the number of crimes 
committed that each officer handles on an average basis was the same in the LAPD Central Area 
as it was Citywide; approximately 20 per officer. 

Numbers of selected crimes and attempts by crime category were obtained for all six 
Reporting Districts, the LAPD Central Area, and Citywide and are shown in Table 75.  
According to LAPD crime statistics, the predominant crimes Citywide, as well as in the Central 
Area, were burglaries from vehicles, theft, aggravated assault and robberies, respectively.  The 
Reporting Districts serving the Project area also reported a predominance of burglaries from 
vehicles, theft, aggravated assault and robberies.  However, there were slightly fewer incidences 
of aggravated assault as compared to robberies.  The average response time to emergency calls in 
the LAPD Central Area during 2004 was 6.0 minutes which compares favorably with the 
Citywide average of 6.5 minutes.   

The existing demand for police services at the Project site is considered minimal as much 
of the Project site is currently developed with surface parking.  In addition, according to the 
LAPD, calls for service to the existing Civic Mall are minimal due to the presence of occupied 
government buildings and associated police, employee, and visitor activities which serve as 
deterrents to homeless encampments and other elicit activities.   

3 PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

The demand for police services relates to the population, the geographic area served, the 
number and the type of calls for service, and other characteristics of the community.  In the event 
that a project affects these factors, the demand for LAPD services may be increased.  As such, 
the determination of significance relative to impacts on police services is based on the evaluation 
of existing police services in the Area serving the Project site.  The analysis presents statistical 
information, based on COMPSTAT data as provided by LAPD’s Crime Prevention Unit, for 
three geographical areas: (1) the six Reporting Districts serving the Project site, (2) the Central 
Area (Station), and (3) Citywide.  Data include the ratio of officer per residents, major crimes 
and arrests per capita, and arrests per officer in the LAPD Central Area and Citywide.157 The 
determination of impacts on LAPD services and personnel is based on the potential for the 
annual average number of crimes that each officer handles in the division substantially exceeds 
Citywide averages.  The Project’s estimated population is multiplied by the district’s annual per 
                                                 
157  Data for the RDs is limited to the number of crimes committed as detailed population data is unavailable. 
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2004 Crime Statistics 
Crimes by Reporting District 

 
Type of Crime RD 111 RD 112 RD 122 RD 123 RD 132 RD 142 Total RDs Central Citywide 

Theft 175 12 27 20 35 83 352 3,167 76,984 
Burglary 124 11 10 18 30 47 240 1,674 48,451 
Aggravated Assault 33 4 3 5 5 6 56 926 26,930 
Robbery 39 6 1 6 3 11 66 874 14,179 
Rape 3 0 1 1 0 1 6 65 1,267 
Murder 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 526 
Bunco 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 169 
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capita crime and arrest averages to determine the comparative effects of the Project on average 
annual arrests per officer.  The estimated population increase includes population from 
residential uses and commercial uses, per police service conversion factors set forth in the City 
of Los Angeles’ CEQA Thresholds Guide. 

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

The Project would result in a significant impact on police protection services provided by 
the LAPD if it would result in any of the following: 

• Generate demand for additional police protection services that substantially exceeds 
the capability of the LAPD to serve the Project site; or 

• Cause a substantial increase in emergency response times as a result of increased 
traffic congestion and/or limited emergency access, during either construction or 
operation of the Project.   

Total 374 33 42 50 73 148 720 6,744 168,506 
          
          

 
  

Crimes 
Handled 

per Officer Reporting District Population Crimes 
Crimes per 1000 

Persons Officers 
Officer per 
Population 

Total RDs 6,342 720 108 49 130 14.7 
Central 43,748 6,744 154 337 130 20 
Citywide 3,978,000 168,506 424 9,024 441 19 
  

 

Source:  2004 Los Angeles Police Department Selected Crimes and Attempts by Reporting District from the Police Arrest and 
Crime Management Information System 2 report. 
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c.  Project Design Features 

The proposed Project would provide for on-site security consisting of personnel and 
equipment.  The proposed Project would also incorporate the following design features to 
facilitate and ensure on-site security: 

• Lighting of parking structures, elevators, and lobbies to reduce areas of concealment; 

• Lighting of building entries and pedestrian walkways to provide for pedestrian 
orientation and to clearly identify a secure route between parking areas and points of 
entry into buildings; 

• Public spaces designed to be easily patrolled and accessed by safety personnel; and 

• Design of entrances to, and exits from buildings, open spaces around buildings, and 
pedestrian walkways to be open and in view of surrounding sites. 

d.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction 

Construction of the proposed Project may result in temporary lane closures in the 
immediate Project area.  It is anticipated that the lanes nearest to each Development Parcel would 
be closed temporarily during construction activities on that parcel.  Public detour routes would 
be established, where required, to divert traffic from the affected street segments.  Traffic 
management personnel (flag persons) would be trained to assist in emergency response by 
restricting or controlling the movement of traffic that could interfere with emergency vehicle 
access.  Due to the temporary and limited nature of the closures along roadways and the wide 
selection of alternative routes to and through the Project site, street and/or lane closures would 
not be expected to significantly affect emergency access or emergency response times.  Further, 
the LAPD would be notified of all construction scheduling in order to plan appropriate 
alternative response routes.  With coordination between the Project’s construction managers and 
the LAPD, the potential impact of construction on emergency access and response times would 
be reduced to a less than significant level. 

The LAPD Central Area Community Police Station is centrally located within its service 
area.  Police vehicles can generally respond to sites throughout its service area without the use of 
nearby freeways.  Although construction of the proposed Project would contribute to traffic 
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levels in the area, both construction worker and truck trips would be predominantly freeway-
oriented and would generally occur during off-peak hours.  Given the proximity of regional 
freeways and the generally acceptable levels of service (LOS) at intersections in the vicinity of 
the Project site during off-peak hours, impacts on area surface streets would be minimal.  
Although minor traffic delays may result, particularly on freeway ramps, these impacts would be 
temporary in nature and therefore not significant.  As such, LAPD emergency response times 
would not be significantly impacted by construction traffic associated with the Project.  
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

During construction, the on-site storage of construction equipment and building materials 
could result in theft.  This may potentially necessitate police involvement unless adequate safety 
and security measures are implemented.  A mitigation measure has been developed to reduce this 
potentially significant impact during construction to a less than significant level. 

(b)  Operation 

As discussed in Section II, Project Description, one of the main objectives for the Civic 
Park is to create a central gathering place for all residents of the City with this being realized 
through a program of ongoing and special civic events and activities.  In addition, development 
under the Project with County Office Building Option would consist of up to 2,060 residential 
units, 412 of which would be provided as affordable housing; up to 275 hotel rooms; up to 
449,000 square feet of retail space (plus 15,000 sq.ft. of hotel meeting space and 10,000 sq.ft. for 
a restaurant within the Civic Park); up to 681,000 square feet of County office building; and up 
to 4,925 parking spaces.  With an estimated average household size of 1.42 persons, the 
residential component of the Project with County Office Building Option would generate 
approximately 2,925 new residents.  Using Police Service Population Conversion Factors for 
commercial uses, the commercial component is estimated to generate a population of 4,559.158  
For the purpose of analyzing potential impacts related to police services, the total population for 
the Project with County Office Building Option, inclusive of residential and commercial 
components, is 7,484.  With the development, crimes associated with the proposed uses are 
anticipated to occur, placing an increased demand on police protection services. 

                                                 
158  The Los Angeles Police Department measures service ratios on the basis of residential populations.  At a City-

wide scale this practice recognizes that citizens act as both residents and employees, and are thereby accounted 
for in the more inclusive residential category.  However, to provide a more conservative analysis and account 
for the Project’s localized commercial activities, the analysis of impacts on police services includes the Project’s 
commercial population, and treats that population as though they were residents and thus, contributors to the 
LAPD per resident ratios.  The population conversion factors for the commercial activities are taken from the 
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998.  The factors are 4 persons per 1,000 sq.ft. of office 
space, 3 persons per 1,000 sq.ft. of retail space and 1.5 persons per hotel room.. 
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The population growth attributed to the Project with County Office Building Option 
would reduce the existing police officer per resident ratio.  With the addition of the site 
population of 7,484,, the officer per resident ratio in the LAPD Central Area would be reduced 
from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 officer per 152 residents.  Nonetheless, this ratio, as 
discussed previously, compares favorably to the Citywide officer/resident ratio.  Assuming that 
the Project’s population would generate a demand for police protection services in accordance 
with available statistical data for the Central LAPD Area, there would be approximately 1,153 
additional crimes per year.  Thus, the average number of crimes committed annually in the 
LAPD Central Area would increase from roughly 6,744 to 7,897.  With the same number of 
officers as under existing conditions the ratio of crimes to be handled by each officer would 
increase from approximately 20 for each officer to 23.4 for each officer, an increase of 3.4 for 
each officer.  This level of increased demand when viewed in the context as occurring over the 
entire year is concluded to not constitute a substantial exceedance of LAPD’s capacity and, thus, 
a less than significant impact on the demand for LAPD services would occur. 

Increased activity within the revitalized Civic Park would likely result in an increased 
demand for police protection services.  Through the provision of private security personnel in the 
park, the demand for police protection services provided by the LAPD is not anticipated to 
increase over existing conditions.  During special and large civic events, security staff would be 
added commensurate with the attendance at each event to assure the public’s safety.  With 
coordination between the operators of the Civic Park and the LAPD, potential impacts on LAPD 
services would be reduced to less than significant levels. 

Emergency access to the Project site would continue to be provided from local public 
roadways.  Roadways traversing and adjacent to the Project site would continue to provide 
public and emergency access.  During events at the Civic Park and during the post-event period, 
traffic could result in considerable congestion at many area streets and intersections in the 
vicinity of the project site.  This traffic congestion could potentially cause significant delays in 
LAPD emergency response times for responses within or through the Project site, thereby 
creating delays for other occupants and residents in the area.  Mitigation measures have been 
developed to reduce this potentially significant impact to a less than significant level. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option provides for an additional 
600 residential units in lieu of the 681,000 square feet of County office building space proposed 
by the Project.  All other components of the Project with County Office Building Option are the 
same under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option. 
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(a)  Construction 

For the purpose of analysis, it is anticipated that while the design of the residential 
structures may be markedly different than that of the offices, overall the quantity of new 
construction (i.e., total square footage) would be substantially similar.  As such, it is anticipated 
that the same amount and type of construction would occur and, subsequently, that similar short-
term impacts would result.  Such impacts, as in the case with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, would be less than significant, since emergency access would be maintained 
throughout construction and operation of the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option.  Further, the LAPD would be notified of construction and special events scheduling in 
order to plan appropriate alternative response routes and police coverage.   

(b)  Operation 

Under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, up to 600 residential 
units would be constructed in lieu of 681,000 square feet of County office building space.  The 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be the same as the Project with 
County Office Building Option, except that it would provide up to 2,660 residential units, twenty 
percent of which (up to 532 units) would be affordable, and no County office building space.  
Under this scenario, the residential component would generate approximately 3,777 new 
residents; 852 more than the Project with County Office Building Option.  However, the absence 
of the 681,000 square feet of County office building space associated with the proposed Project 
would reduce the Project’s commercial population by roughly 2,724 to 1,835. Therefore, the 
total population for calculating impacts on police services under this option would total 5,612 as 
opposed to the population of 7,484 under the Project with County Office Building Option, and 
thus, impacts as a function of population would be less.  Notwithstanding, an increased demand 
on police protection services is anticipated to occur with implementation of this development 
option. 

The population growth attributed to the Project would reduce the existing police officer 
per resident ratio.  With  an additional site population of 5,612, the officer per resident ratio in 
the LAPD Central Area would be reduced to 1 officer per 146 residents.  Since the Citywide 
officer/resident ratio is far less than this ratio, police coverage as a function of population in the 
Project area would remain greater.  In accordance with statistical crime data for the LAPD 
Central Area, there would be approximately 864 additional crimes per year associated with the 
population generated by the Project with Additional Residential Development Option; 289 fewer 
than the Project with County Office Building Option.  Thus, the average number of crimes 
committed annually in the LAPD Central Area would increase from roughly 6,744 to 7,608 as 
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compared to the 7,897 with the Project with County Office Building Option.159 With the same 
number of officers as under existing conditions the ratio of crimes that are handled by each 
officer would fractionally decrease from the approximately 23.4 per officer anticipated in 
association with the Project with County Office Building Option to 22.6 per officer.  As is the 
case with the Project with County Office Building Option, this level of increased demand when 
viewed in the context as occurring over the entire year is concluded to not constitute a substantial 
exceedance of LAPD’s capacity and, thus, to result in a less than significant impact on the 
demand for LAPD services. 

The demand for LAPD services relative to the Civic Park under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would be the same as the Project with County 
Office Building Option, as no changes to the Civic Park would occur under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  Thus, as is the case with the Project with County 
Office Building Option, impacts on LAPD services under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would be less than significant. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Of the 93 related projects identified in Section III.B of this Draft EIR, 61 of the related 
projects are located within the LAPD Central area.  These projects would provide a total of 
12,044 residential units and, based on an average household size of 1.63, would generate a total 
of 19,632 new residents. 

They would also include approximately 2,605,000 square feet of retail space generating a 
population of 7,815; approximately 11,600,000 square feet of office space generating a 
population of 46,387; and approximately 2,550 hotel rooms generating a population of 3,825.160  
Thus, the total additional downtown population within the LAPD Central Area, inclusive of 
residential and non-residential populations, would be 77,657 persons.161

                                                 
159  Crimes committed in the Central Area in 2004: 6,744 + Crimes anticipated in association with the Project with 

County Office Building Option: 1,153 = 7,897 + Increment  anticipated in association with the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option: 864 = 7,608. 

160  Based on the same factors from the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide that were used to calculate 
Project impacts:  4 persons per 1,000 sq.ft. of office space, 3 persons per 1,000 sq.ft. of retail space and 1.5 
persons per hotel room. 

161  As discussed above in the analysis of Project impacts, the use of the combined population is conservative and 
overstates the impacts on police services, since the LAPD evaluates service levels per residential population, 
and much of the non-residential population in the Central City area is double counted since they are also 
residents within the City.  
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When combined with the population of the Project with County Office Building Option, 
7,484 persons, the total cumulative growth would be 85,141 persons.  When further combined 
with the existing population in the LAPD Central area of 43,748 the total population would be 
128,889 persons.  If the current 337 officers in the area were to remain constant at 337 officers, 
the ratio of population to officers would increase from 130 persons for each officer to 382 
persons for each officer.  If the per capita crime rate were to remain constant at 154 crimes per 
1,000 population there would be 19,849 additional crimes and the crimes that would need to be 
handled by each officer would increase from 20 to 59.  Under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development option, the total site population for purposes of calculating police 
impacts would be reduced from 7,484 to 5,612, and the total cumulative population would be 
reduced from 128,889 to 124,025 persons. 

The cumulative 59 crimes that would be handled by each officer within the LAPD Central Area 
would be approximately three times greater than the 19 crimes that are handled by each officer 
that currently occurs Citywide, if additional officers were not added to the force.  This level of 
increased demand is concluded to constitute a substantial exceedance of LAPD’s capacity to 
provide services.  Thus, cumulative impacts with regard to police protection services would be 
significant.  However, if the City added resources in response to this growth, then cumulative 
impacts would be less than significant. 

With regard to construction activities, no significant cumulative impacts associated with 
emergency access in and around the Project site would occur since the related projects are not 
located adjacent to or in close enough proximity to the Project site so as to cause a cumulative 
impact.  Furthermore, the related projects are anticipated to maintain emergency access and to 
maintain secure sites during the respective construction periods, so that the construction of the 
related projects in the City of Los Angeles would not result in a demand on police services 
greater than the existing capability of the LAPD.   

Although additional traffic generated by the Project and related projects could potentially 
cause delays in LAPD emergency response times, the ability to handle these circumstances are 
within the capabilities of the LAPD.  As such, a less than significant cumulative impact with 
regard to emergency vehicle access would occur.   
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5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

a.  Construction 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure I.2-1:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
provide clear and unobstructed LAPD access to the construction site.  The 
LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County Office of 
Public Safety shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-2:  During ongoing construction, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels shall provide security features on the construction 
site(s), such as guards, fencing, and locked entrances.  The LAPD shall 
determine compliance with this measure. 

b.  Operations 

Regulatory Measure I.2-3:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall submit plot plans for all proposed 
development to the Los Angeles Police Department's Crime Prevention 
Section for review and comment.  Security features subsequently 
recommended by the LAPD shall be implemented by Related to the extent 
feasible.   

Regulatory Measure I.2-4:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plot plans for all proposed development to the County Office of 
Public Safety for review and comment.  Security features subsequently 
recommended by the Office of Public Safety shall be implemented by the 
County or County Park Operator to the extent feasible.  

Regulatory Measure I.2-5:  At the completion of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels shall file as-built building plans with 
the LAPD Central Area Commanding Officer.  Plans shall include access 
routes, floor plans, and any additional information that might facilitate prompt 
and efficient police response.  The LAPD shall determine compliance with 
this measure.  
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Regulatory Measure I.2-6:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park shall install alarms and/or locked gates on doorways providing 
public access to commercial facilities.  The LAPD shall determine compliance 
with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County 
Office of Public Safety shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-7:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels shall not plant landscaping in a way that could provide 
cover for persons tampering with doors or windows of commercial facilities, 
or for persons lying in wait for pedestrians or parking garage users.  The 
LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 
development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  . 

Regulatory Measure I.2-8:  Additional lighting shall be installed where appropriate, 
including on the Project site and in parking garages, as determined in 
consultation with the LAPD with regard to the five development parcels and 
the County Office of Public Safety with regard to the Civic Park.  Related 
shall implement this measure with regard to the five development parcels 
prior to initial building occupancy for each construction phase, while the 
responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape 
Program under the applicable agreements shall implement these measures 
prior to the completion of construction for each of those Project components.   

Regulatory Measure I.2-9:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
incorporates safety features \ into the Project’s design to assure pedestrian 
safety, assist in controlling pedestrian traffic flows, and avoid 
pedestrian/vehicular conflicts on-site.  Safety measures may include the 
provision of security personnel;  clearly designated, well-lighted pedestrian 
walkways on-site; special street and pedestrian-level lighting; physical 
barriers (e.g., low walls, landscaping), particularly around the perimeter of the 
parking garages, to direct pedestrians to specific exit locations that correspond 
to designated crosswalk locations on adjacent streets.  The LAPD shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 
parcels.  The County Office of Public Safety shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-10:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for each 
construction phase and during Project operations, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, shall develop, and thereafter implement, a new or 
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modified Security Plan to minimize the potential for on-site crime and the 
need for LAPD services.  The plan would outline the security services and 
features to be implemented, as determined in consultation with the LAPD.  
The LAPD shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels.  The following shall be included in the plan: 

a. Provision of an on-site security force that would monitor and patrol the 
Project site.  During operational hours, security officers shall perform 
pedestrian, vehicular, and/or bicycle patrols. 

b. Implementation of a video camera surveillance system and/or a closed-
circuit television system; 

c. Additional security features shall be incorporated into the design of 
proposed parking facilities, including “spotters” for parking areas, and 
ensuring the availability of sufficient parking either on- or off-site for all 
building employees and anticipated patrons and visitors; 

d. Security lighting incorporating good illumination and minimum dead 
space in the design of entryways, seating areas, lobbies, elevators, service 
areas, and parking areas to eliminate areas of concealment.  Security 
lighting shall incorporate full cutoff fixtures which minimize glare from 
the light source and provide light downward and inward to structures to 
maximize visibility; 

e. Provision of lockable doors at appropriate Project entryways, offices, 
retail stores, and restaurants; 

f. Installation of alarms at appropriate Project entryways and ancillary 
commercial structures; 

g. All businesses desiring to sell or allow consumption of alcoholic 
beverages are subject to the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit by the 
City; 

h. Accessibility for emergency service personnel and vehicles into each 
structure, and detailed diagram(s) of the Project site, including access 
routes, unit numbers, and any information that would facilitate police 
response shall be provided to the Central Area Commanding Officer. 

i. In addition, security procedures regarding initial response, investigation, 
detainment of crime suspects, LAPD notification, crowd and traffic 
control, and general public assistance shall be outlined in the Security 
Plan.  The plan would be subject to review by the LAPD, and any 
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provisions pertaining to access would be subject to approval by the City of 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation. 

Regulatory Measure I.2-11:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for each 
construction phase and on-going during operations, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, shall develop, and thereafter 
implement, a Emergency Procedures Plan to address emergency concerns and 
practices.  The plan shall be subject to review by the LAPD with regard to the 
five development parcels and the County Office of Public Safety with regard 
to the Civic Park, and any provisions pertaining to access would be subject to 
approval by the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

With the implementation of the recommended mitigation measures listed above, impacts 
to police protection services or response times would be less than significant.  Cumulative 
impacts related to adequate police protection services remains significant and unavoidable. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
I.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

3.  SCHOOLS 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section evaluates potential impacts on the Los Angeles Unified School District 
(LAUSD) elementary, middle, and high school facilities that would serve the Project. The 
analysis is based on a forecast of the number of students generated by the Project, using LAUSD 
student generation factors, and focuses on whether LAUSD school facilities that serve the 
Project have would sufficient capacity to accommodate these students.   

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

Senate Bill 50 (SB 50), enacted in 1998, is a program for funding school facilities largely 
based on matching funds.  The approval of Proposition 1A authorized funds for SB 50 in the 
amount of $9.2 billion, including grants for new school construction and the modernization of 
existing schools.  The New Construction Grant provides funding on a 50/50 State and local 
match basis.  The Modernization Grant provides funding on a 60/40 basis.  Districts that are 
unable to provide some or all of the local match requirement and are able to meet the financial 
hardship provisions may be eligible for additional State funding.160  

SB 50 allows the LAUSD to levy a fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement against 
any development project within its boundaries, for the purpose of funding the construction or 
reconstruction of school facilities.  The LAUSD collects the maximum new school construction 
facility fee at a rate of $3.60 per square foot of new residential construction, $0.34 per square 
foot of new commercial construction and $0.09 per square foot for parking structures.  The 
payment of these fees by a developer serves to mitigate all potential impacts on school facilities 
that may result from implementation of a project to levels that are less than significant (see 
Government Code Section 65995).  

                                                 
160  State of California, Office of Public School Construction, School Facility Program Handbook, February 2005. 
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b.  Existing Conditions 

The LAUSD encompasses roughly 704 square miles and serves the City of Los Angeles 
and all or portions of 28 other cities.  The LAUSD is one of the largest public school districts in 
the nation, currently providing kindergarten through high school (K–12) education to a total of 
718,238 students. The LAUSD is currently divided in eight Local Districts and operates 819 K-
12 schools and centers including 419 elementary schools, 74 middle schools, and 50 senior high 
schools as well as numerous other educational facilities (i.e. magnet centers, continuation senior 
high schools, and special education).161  In addition, there are 61 independent charter schools and 
centers within the LAUSD’s jurisdiction.  

The LAUSD has experienced an increase in enrollment over the last decade, from 
636,000 students in the 1994–1995 school year to the expected 2005-2006 school year 
enrollment of over 737,000 students. In July 2004, David Taussig & Associates conducted a 
Residential Development Market Report (“Market Report”), for the LAUSD.  The Market 
Report anticipates that over the next five years, an additional 13,217 students would be residing 
in 32,497 additional future residential units within the District’s boundaries.162  

The LAUSD makes a distinction between actual enrollment and eligible enrollment. 
Actual enrollment represents the number of students currently attending a school, whereas, 
eligible enrollment represents the number of students who are living within a school’s attendance 
boundaries and are eligible to attend that school. Eligible enrollment may be less than actual 
enrollment as the following options could allow students to enroll in schools away from their 
home attendance area:163   

• Open Enrollment. Open enrollment enables students anywhere within the district to 
apply to any regular, grade-appropriate LAUSD school with designated “open 
enrollment” seats; 

• Permits with Transportation (PWT). The PWT program allows students to 
continue to go to the schools within the same feeder pattern164 of the school they were 
enrolled in from elementary through high school.  The LAUSD provides 

                                                 
161 Los Angeles Unified School District, Office of Communications, Fingertip Facts 2004-2005 
162 The LAUSD projected student enrollment was calculated using student generation rates established on the SGR 

Study conducted for the LAUSD by David Taussig & Associates, August 2004. 
163 Enrollment outside of a student’s home school of attendance is based on the availability of classroom seats at 

the desired school. 
164 A feeder pattern is the linkage from an elementary school to a middle school and a middle school to a high 

school. 
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transportation to all students enrolled in the PWT program regardless of where they 
live within the District; 

• Employment-Related Transfer Permits. Intra-district and inter-district parent 
employment-related transfer permits allow students to enroll in a school that serves 
the attendance area where the student's parent is regularly employed; 

• Sibling Permits. Sibling permits enable students to enroll in a school where a sibling 
is already enrolled; and 

• Child Care Permits. Child care permits enable students to enroll in a school that 
serves the attendance area where a younger sibling is cared for every day after school 
hours by a known child care agency or private organization or a verifiable child care 
provider. 

The LAUSD has recently implemented a class size reduction program and as part of an 
effort to create the needed additional space, multi-track calendars are being utilized at many 
school sites.  Currently, at least 30 percent of LAUSD schools are on multi-track year-round 
schedules to accommodate the heavy enrollment at overcrowded facilities.165 According to the 
LAUSD, a school is considered to be overcrowded if any of the following conditions exist: (1) 
the school is currently on a multi-track calendar; (2) there is an expected seating shortage in the 
future; and/or (3) there is a seating overage of less than or equal to a safety margin of 30 seats in 
the future.  Though the number of students eligible to attend a school is generally greater than 
actual enrollment, the LAUSD uses eligible enrollments to calculate seating overages and 
shortages.  

A major goal of the LAUSD is to return all schools to a single-track calendar (two 
semesters). To help meet this goal, the LAUSD opened a total of 32 new schools for the 2005-
2006 school year.  These schools provide an additional 17,000 seats for K-12th grade students. 
The construction of these schools as well as the modernization and expansion of existing schools 
will serve to relieve overcrowding throughout the LAUSD. The proposed Project site is within 
LAUSD District 4. According to the LAUSD 2005 Strategic Execution Plan, an annual status 
report for the New School Construction Program, an estimated $1.7 billion is budgeted to add 
34,227 new two-semester seats to Local District 4.   

                                                 
165 David Taussig and Associates, Inc., Residential Development Market Report for Los Angeles School District. 
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The following is a list of the existing schools that would potentially serve the Project, 
including location, distance from the Project area, eligible enrollment, and any seating shortages 
for the 2004–2005 school year.166

1. Castelar Elementary School, located less than one mile to the northeast of the Project 
site at 840 Yale Street, provides educational services for kindergarten through fifth 
grades (K-5). The school operates on a single track and has an enrollment of 855 
students.   

2. Gratts Elementary School, located roughly one mile west of the Project at 309 Lucas 
Avenue, provides education services for kindergarten through fifth grades (K-5). The 
school operates on a three-track calendar and has an enrollment of 1,005 students.   

3. Virgil Middle School, located approximately 3.5 miles from the Project site at 152 
North Vermont Avenue, serves grades six through eight (6-8). The school operates on 
a three-track calendar, has an enrollment of 4,523 students, and a 1,704 seat shortage. 

4. Belmont Senior High School, located roughly one mile from the Project site at 1575 
West Second Street, provides educational services for 9th through 12th grade students. 
The school operates on a three-track calendar, has an enrollment of 6,764 students, 
and 1,849 seat shortage.  

Table 76 on page 657 provides a summary of the existing enrollments and capacities of 
the schools that serve the project site.  Currently, Castelar and Gratts Elementary Schools have 
available capacity of 43 and 41 seats, respectively. However, as Gratts Elementary School is 
operating on a three-track calendar it is considered to be overcrowded as per LAUSD standards.  
According to the number of students eligible for enrollment, Virgil Middle School and Belmont 
High School are operating with seating shortages of 1,704 and 1,849, respectively.  However, if 
the actual number of students enrolled at these schools were compared to the current capacity, 
both schools would be operating with available capacity.167 Notwithstanding, these schools are 
on a multi-track calendar, and thus, are considered to be overcrowded.  The locations of the 
schools that currently serve the Project site are shown in Figure 49 on page 658.   

                                                 
166  LAUSD School Information Branch, Planning, Assessment and Research Division, School Profiles, website, 

www.lausd.k12.ca.us/lausd/offices/icb/, accessed June 5, 2006. 
167 Current capacity (2,819) minus actual enrollment (2,803) at Virgil Middle School = 16, Current capacity 

(4,915) minus actual enrollment (4,799) at Belmont High School = 116 
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Table 76 
 

Existing School Capacities 
 

School Calendar 
Current 
Capacity 

Eligible 
Enrollment

Actual 
Enrollment

Current Seating 
overage/(Shortage) 

Overcrowding 
Now? 

Castelar Elementary 1 Track 898 855 841 43 No 
Gratts Elementary 3 Tracks 1046 1005 959 41 Yes 
Virgil Middle 3 Tracks 2819 4523 2803 -1704 Yes 
Belmont Senior 
High 3 Tracks 4915 6764 4799 -1849 Yes 

  
a  Current capacity provided by the LAUSD for the 2004-2005 school year. 
 
Source:  NOP response letter from LAUSD, OEHS to The Grand Avenue Authority, October 10, 2005. 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

As implementation of the streetscape program and the creation of the Civic Park would 
not generate students, the focus of this analysis is on development associated with the five 
development parcels.  The analysis of potential Project impacts on school facilities is based on 
the type and amount of proposed construction occurring within the attendance boundaries of 
each school.  In calculating student generation by the proposed Project it is assumed that all of 
the students associated with the residential component of the Project are located within the 
attendance boundaries of Castelar and Gratts Elementary Schools, Virgil Middle School, and 
Belmont High School.  However, students generated by the commercial component and within 
the attendance boundaries of the four serving schools, as stated above, would be limited to those 
employees who reside within certain driving distances from their homes to their jobs.  Project 
employees who travel less than five minutes to work are assumed to generate students within the 
attendance boundaries of Castelar and Gratts Elementary Schools, Project employees who travel 
less than 10 minutes to work are assumed to generate students within the attendance boundaries 
of Virgil Middle School, and Project employees who travel less than 15 minutes to work are 
assumed to generate students within the attendance boundaries of Belmont Senior High School. 

Though, parent employment-related transfer permits could allow students to enroll in a 
school that serves the attendance area where a student's parent is regularly employed, it is 
anticipated that the majority of students living outside of these drive-time parameters would 
attend schools located closer to their places of residence versus their parents places of 
employment.   
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The LAUSD student generation factors presented in this document as well as school 
enrollment and capacity data were obtained directly from the LAUSD.  The number of students 
generated by the proposed Project was compared to projected capacities at the relevant LAUSD 
schools in order to identify the extent to which Project-generated students could be 
accommodated within these facilities. The number of students generated from the proposed 
Project was also compared to estimated capacities at planned LAUSD facilities in order to 
identify the extent to which Project-generated students could be accommodated within these 
facilities.  The following methodology was used to determine potential Project impacts: 

1. The number of students generated by the Project is calculated using LAUSD 
Generation Factors. 

2. The number of Project-generated students is compared to the future capacity at each 
school that serves the Project area. 

3. The number of Project-generated students is compared to the capacity of planned 
facilities that would serve the Project area. 

4. A determination of the adequacy of facilities to accommodate the students generated 
by the proposed Project is made. 

LAUSD’s current enrollment forecasts are based on the 2004-2005 school year. The 
LAUSD limits its enrollment forecasts to five-year projections.  Although Project buildout is 
anticipated to occur in 2015, future school capacity determinations are made based on LAUSD’s 
five-year projections, as this constitutes the best available information. 

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
(1998), the proposed Project would have a significant impact on LAUSD schools if: 

• The demand for school services anticipated at the time of project build out exceeds 
the expected level of service available; or   

• The increased demand would require the construction of new facilities, a major 
reorganization of students or classrooms, major revisions to the school calendar (i.e., 
multi-track calendar), or other actions that would create a temporary or permanent 
impact on the school(s) serving the Project site. 
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c.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction  

Construction vehicles are anticipated to access the Project site primarily from the 110 
Freeway at Third Street, although some construction traffic may access the Project site from the 
101 Freeway to the north.  As Castelar Elementary School is located to the north of the 101 
Freeway and construction traffic would be traveling south off the freeway, haul routes would not 
pass nearby or in front of the school.  Virgil Middle School is located approximately three miles 
north of the 110/101 freeway interchange.  As the Project is located south of the freeway 
interchange, construction traffic would not exit nearby or in front of the school.  Accordingly, 
pedestrian and bus routes would not be significantly impacted by construction-related traffic at 
either of these schools.    

As stated above, construction-related traffic would exit the 110 Freeway at Third Street 
and travel southeast to the Project area. Thus, as Gratts Elementary School and Belmont Senior 
High School are located northwest of the 110 Freeway and the Project site, haul routes would not 
interfere with school bus or pedestrian routes. Since constructed-related traffic would not 
interfere with school bus routes, school bus access and on-time performance would not be 
impeded.  Therefore, due to the location of the identified schools in relationship to the Project, 
haul routes would not interfere with school bus or pedestrian routes during Project construction. 

Due to the Project’s location relative to the locations of the identified schools, 
construction staging and construction vehicle parking would not occur on or near school 
property. Safety and security would be maintained throughout construction of the Project, as 
construction activities would adhere to all applicable standard construction standards including 
the California Vehicle Code.  

(b)  Student Generation 

The Project with County Office Building Option would introduce up to 2,060 residential 
units within the attendance boundaries of the identified schools including up to 1,648 
condominium units and 412 multi-family units.  The LAUSD has developed student generation 
factors for a variety of housing types, such as, single family detached units, single family 
attached units (i.e. condominiums), and multi-family units. Single family attached unit and multi-
family unit student generation factors were utilized to estimate student generation for the 
residential component of the Project, as they are reflective of the type of development proposed.  
The student generation rates for single-family attached units, which includes condominiums, are 
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as follows: (1) 0.0867 elementary school student per dwelling unit; (2) 0.0434 middle school 
student per dwelling unit; and (3) 0.0438 high school student per dwelling unit.  The student 
generation factors for multi-family units are:  (1) 0.2396 elementary school student per dwelling 
unit; (2) 0.1070 middle school student per dwelling unit; and (3) 0.0933 senior high student per 
dwelling unit.  As shown in Table 77 on page 662 based on LAUSD student generation factors, 
an estimated total of 468 students would be generated by the residential component of the 
proposed Project, consisting of 242 elementary school students, 116 middle school students, and 
110 high school students.  

The Project with County Office Building Option would also introduce up to  449,000 
square feet of retail/commercial development (as well as 10,000 square feet of restaurant space 
within the Civic Park), 681,000 square feet of County office building uses, and up to 275 hotel 
rooms (with 15,000 square feet of hotel meeting space) into the attendance boundaries of the 
identified schools.  As shown in Table 2, approximately 861 students would be generated by the 
commercial component of the Project with County Office Building Option, consisting of 425 
elementary school students, 196 middle school students, and 240 high school students.   

As stated in the Methodology section above, the number of students generated from the 
retail/commercial component would correspond to the driving distances of the employees to their 
jobs.  According to Census 2000 data, approximately two percent of all workers in the Project 
area travel less than five minutes to work, 13 percent travel less than 10 minutes to work, and 25 
percent travel less than 15 minutes to work.168  It is anticipated that travel time to work for the 
employees generated by the Project would be similar to that of other workers living in the Project 
area.  The Project would generate approximately 3,930 employees.  Accordingly, 79 employees 
would constitute two percent, 511 would constitute 13 percent, and 983 would constitute 25 
percent of the total.   

Based on the number of employees living within the attendance boundaries of the schools 
that would serve the Project and the LAUSD student generation rates, employees of the 
commercial component of the Project with County Office Building Option would generate 
92 students: eight students within the attendance boundaries of Castelar and Gratts Elementary 
Schools, 25 students within the attendance boundaries of Virgil Middle School, and 59 students 
within the attendance boundaries of Belmont High School.  Therefore the residential and 
commercial components of the Project with County Office Building Option would collectively 
generate a total of 560 students that would attend the identified schools, consisting of 250 
elementary school students, 141 middle school students, and 169 high school students.  As 
previously stated, two separate elementary schools would serve the Project.  As the Project is 
located in an area where students may attend either school and each school is located roughly 

                                                 
168  Census 2000, Table P31. Travel Time to Work for Workers 16 Years and Over, Census Tract 2075. 
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Table 77 
 

Estimated Student Generation for the Project with County Office Building Option 
 

A. Residential Component 
Condominium Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.0867 1,648 143 
Middle 0.0434 1,648 72 
High 0.0438 1,648 72

Total Students (Single-Family Attached) 287 
    
Multi-Family Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.2396 412 99 
Middle 0.107 412 44 
High 0.0933 412 38

Total Students (Multi-Family) 181 
   
 Elementary Middle High Total 
Residential Component Student Generation 242 116 110 468 
    
B. Commercial Component 

School Level Student Generation Rates c Total Number of Employees 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.106 3,930 417 
Middle 0.049 3,930 193 
High 0.060 3,930 236

Total Students (Commercial Component) 846 
     

School Level Student Generation Rates c
Number of Employees within 

Attendance Boundaries 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.106 79 d 8 
Middle 0.049 511 e 25 
High 0.060 983 f 59

Total Students within Attendance Boundaries (Commercial Component) 92 
     
C. Combined Total from Residential and Commercial 
 Elementary Middle High Total  
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial Components) 659 309 346 1,314 
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial:  Within Attendance 
Boundaries) 250 141 169 560 



IV.I.3. Schools 

Table 77 (Continued) 
 

Estimated Student Generation for the Project 
 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 663 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

  
a LAUSD Student Generation Rates, School Facilities Needs Analysis, Table 3, September 9, 2004. 
b Number of Students rounded to the nearest whole number. 
c Based on rates generated by LAUSD. 
d It is assumed that elementary students would reside within an approximately five-minute drive of their home.  

According to Census 2000 data, approximately two percent of all workers travel less than five minutes to work. 
Thus, it is assumed that two percent of the employees live within the elementary attendance boundaries. 

e It is assumed that middle school students would reside within an approximately 10-minute drive of their home.  
According to Census 2000 data, approximately 13 percent of all workers travel approximately 10 minutes to 
work. Thus, it is assumed that 13 percent of the employees live within the middle school attendance boundaries. 

f It is assumed that high school students would reside within an approximately 15-minute drive of their home.  
According to Census 2000 data, approximately 25 percent of all workers travel approximately 15 minutes to 
work. Thus, it is assumed that 25 percent of the employees live within the high school attendance boundaries. 

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation. 

 

one mile from the Project area, it is anticipated that approximately half of the students (125 
students) would attend Castelar Elementary School and half would attend Gratts Elementary 
School.  

(c)  Project Impacts on LAUSD Facilities 

(i)  Existing Facilities  

The following discussion analyzes  the impact on the ability of existing school facilities 
at Castelar Elementary School, Gratts Elementary School, Virgil Middle School, and Belmont 
High School, as well as planned future school facilities, to accommodate the anticipated students 
generated by the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option.  Although Project buildout is anticipated to occur in 2015, 
future school capacity determinations are made based on LAUSD’s five-year projections (Year 
2010) as this constitutes the best available information. 

The 560 students generated by the Project with County Office Building Option, 
consisting of 250 elementary school students, 141 middle school students, and 169 high school 
students, would contribute to the projected seating shortage or overcrowding at all four of the 
identified serving schools.  As shown in Table 78 on page 665, based on LAUSD projected 
enrollment figures, implementation of this Option would contribute to the following seating 
shortages: 257 seats at Castelar Elementary School, 310 seats at Gratts Elementary School, 2,398 
seats at Virgil Middle School, and 5,080 seats at Belmont High School.  As a result, impacts of 
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the Project with County Office Building Option on existing LAUSD facilities serving the Project 
site would be significant. 

(ii)  Future Facilities 

As concluded above, all four schools that would serve the Project are projected to be 
overcrowded in the future with or without the Project.  However, the issue of overcrowding is 
being addressed through the construction of nine new schools in the Project area.169  
Overcrowding at Gratts Elementary will be addressed through the new Gratts Primary Center, 
which will provide approximately 400 seats for students in grades K-2.  Virgil Middle School 
will be relieved through the construction of two new middle schools and the reconfiguration of 
Belmont Senior High School, which will provide a total of approximately 4,482 seats.170  
Additionally, the construction of four new high schools and a new learning center will provide a 
total of approximately 11,260 seats to provide relief to the current overcrowding conditions at 
Belmont Senior High School.171  All of the above-mentioned facilities will be open by 2009.  
Funding for these schools is provided through the New School Construction Program. The new 
schools would be funded by sources that include, but are not limited to:  Bond BB, Measure K, 
Measure R, Prop. 1A, Prop.47, and Developer Fees. 

Therefore, although the students generated under the Project would contribute to the 
projected seating shortage and overcrowding at the four schools currently serving the Project 
site, it is anticipated that the Project’s middle and high school students would be dispersed 
throughout the attendance boundaries of both the existing and the newly constructed schools as 
Project build-out would occur after the new schools are open for student occupancy.  Thus, as 
students could be accommodated at the schools planned as part of the New School Construction 
Program, impacts on LAUSD middle and high schools attributable to the Project would be less 
than significant.  Notwithstanding, significant impacts would continue to occur at Castelar and 
Gratts Elementary Schools as, despite the construction of the new Gratts Primary School, 
Project-generated students could not be accommodated within the existing or future capacities of 
these schools.  

As stated above, students generated by the Project with County Office Building Option 
would contribute to seating shortages and overcrowding at all four schools identified to serve the 
Project.  Thus, the construction of new facilities, a major reorganization of students or 

                                                 
169 Los Angeles Unified School District, OEHS, letter in response to NOP from Glenn Striegler, October 10, 2005. 
170 Central Los Angeles Middle Schools 1 (1,703 seats) and 3 (810 seats).  Belmont Senior High School 

reconfiguration ( 
171 Central Los Angeles High Schools numbers 9 through 12 (total seats = 7,020 seats).  Central LA New Learning 

Center(4,240 seats).  
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Impact on Existing LAUSD School Facilities  
Project with County Office Building Option 

 

School 
Projected 
Capacity 

Projected 
Enrollment 

Projected 
Seating 

Shortage 
Without 
Project 

Project-
Generated 
Students 

Project + 
Projected 

Seating 
Shortage with 
Project and 
Projected 

Development 
Castelar 

Elementary 687 819 132 125 944 257 

Gratts 
Elementary 627 812 185 125 937 310 

Virgil Middle 1,950 4,207 2,257 141 4,348 2,398 
Belmont 

Senior High 3,042 7,953 4,911 169 8,122 5,080 

  

 
Source:  NOP response letter from LAUSD, OEHS to The Grand Avenue Authority, October 10, 2005 and PCR 

Services Corporation. 

classrooms, or changes to school calendars may be required.  However, payment of the requisite 
school facility development fees would offset the potential impacts attributable to the Project at 
all four of the identified schools.  As a result, Project development would result in a less than 
significant impact to the LAUSD schools that would serve the Project site. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

(a)  Construction 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would consist of 600 
residential units that would be developed in place of the 681,000 square feet of County office 
building space proposed by the Project with County Office Building Option.  Construction of the 
optional 600 additional residential units would take place on Parcel W1/W2 where the County 
office building proposed by the Project with County Office Building Option is planned to be 
located.  Therefore, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, haul routes under 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not interfere with school bus 
or pedestrian routes during Project construction and a less than significant impact would result. 

(b)  Student Generation 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would introduce 600 
additional residential units compared to the Project with County Office Building Option.  This 
amount of additional residential development consists of up to 480 condominium units and 120 
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multi-family units.  As shown in Table 79 on page 667, under this development scenario, the 
residential component of the Project would consist of 2,660 units and generate a total of 603 
students: 311 elementary school students, 149 middle school students, and 143 high school 
students.  Therefore, the residential component of the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would generate 135 more students than would the Project with County 
Office Building Option. 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would also include the 
removal of the 681,000 square feet of County office building space proposed by the Project.  
Thus, whereas, approximately 861 students would be generated by the commercial component of 
the Project with County Office Building Option, 302 students would be generated by the 
commercial component of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  
However, based on the number of employees living within the attendance boundaries of the 
schools that would serve the Project and the LAUSD student generation rates, employees under 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 33 students: three 
students within the attendance boundaries of Castelar and Gratts Elementary Schools, nine 
students within the attendance boundaries of Virgil Middle School, and 21 students within the 
attendance boundaries of Belmont High School.  

Overall, under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, the 
residential and commercial components would generate a total of 632 students that would attend 
the identified schools, consisting of 314 elementary school students, 157 middle school students, 
and 161 high school students.  As previously discussed, the Project with County Office Building 
Option would generate 560 students, 72 fewer than the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.  

(c)  Project Impacts on LAUSD Facilities 

(i)  Existing Facilities 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate a total of 
632 students, consisting of 314 elementary school students, 157 middle school students, and 
161 high school students.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, this option 
would contribute to the projected seating shortage or overcrowding at all four of the identified 
serving schools.  Based on LAUSD projected enrollment figures, implementation of the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option, as shown in Table 80 on page 669, would 
contribute to the following seating shortages: 289 seats at Castelar Elementary School, 342 seats 
at Gratts Elementary School, 2,415 seats at Virgil Middle School, and 5,075 seats at Belmont 
High School.  As a result, the impacts of the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option on existing LAUSD facilities serving the Project site would be significant. 
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Table 79 
 

Estimated Student Generation for the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

A. Residential Component 
Condominium Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.0867 2,128 184 
Middle 0.0434 2,128 92 
High 0.0438 2,128 93

Total Students (Single-Family Attached) 369 
    
Multi-Family Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.2396 532 127 
Middle 0.107 532 57 
High 0.0933 532 50

Total Students (Multi-Family) 234 
   
 Elementary Middle High Total 
Residential Component Student Generation 311 149 143 603 
    
B. Commercial Component 

School Level Student Generation Rates c Total Number of Employees 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.106 1,206 128 
Middle 0.049 1,206 59 
High 0.060 1,206 72

Total Students (Commercial Component) 259 
     

School Level Student Generation Rates c
Number of Employees within 

Attendance Boundaries 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.106 24 d 3 
Middle 0.049 157 e 8 
High 0.060 302 f 18

Total Students within Attendance Boundaries (Commercial Component) 29 
     
C. Combined Total from Residential and Commercial 
 Elementary Middle High Total  
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial Components) 439 208 215 862 
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial:  Within Attendance 
Boundaries) 314 157 161 632 
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a LAUSD Student Generation Rates, School Facilities Needs Analysis, Table 3, September 9, 2004 
b Number of Students rounded to the nearest whole number. 
c Based on rates generated by LAUSD. 
d It is assumed that elementary students would reside within an approximately five-minute drive of their home.  

According to Census 2000 data, approximately two percent of all workers travel less than five minutes to work. 
Thus, it is assumed that two percent of the employees live within the elementary attendance boundaries. 

e It is assumed that middle school students would reside within an approximately 10-minute drive of their home.  
According to Census 2000 data, approximately 13 percent of all workers travel approximately 10 minutes to 
work. Thus, it is assumed that 13 percent of the employees live within the middle school attendance boundaries. 

f It is assumed that high school students would reside within an approximately 15-minute drive of their home.  
According to Census 2000 data, approximately 25 percent of all workers travel approximately 15 minutes to 
work. Thus, it is assumed that 25 percent of the employees live within the high school attendance boundaries. 

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation. 

 

(ii)  Future Facilities 

As with the Project with County Office Building Option, students could be 
accommodated at the middle and high schools planned as part of the New School Construction 
Program and associated impacts attributable to the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would be less than significant.  However, significant impacts would occur 
at Castelar and Gratts Elementary Schools as, despite the construction of the new Gratts Primary 
School, students generated under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
could not be accommodated within the existing or future capacities at these schools.  Further, as 
more students would be generated with implementation of the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option when compared to the Project with County Office Building 
Option, impacts to the LAUSD schools identified to serve the Project site would be greater.  
However, similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, payment of the requisite 
school facility development fees would offset the potential impacts attributable to the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option at all four of the identified schools.  As a 
result, development of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would result 
in an impact that is less than significant to the LAUSD schools that would serve the Project site. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Section III.B of this Draft EIR provides a list of related projects that have the potential to 
occur concurrent with the development of the Project.  As the Project would not impact schools 
within other attendance boundaries, cumulative impacts related to schools are analyzed only for 
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Table 80 
 

Impact on Existing LAUSD School Facilities 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option  

 

School 
Projected 
Capacity 

Projected 
Enrollment 

Projected 
Seating 

Shortage 
Without 
Project 

Project-
Generated 
Students 

Project + 
Projected 

Enrollment 

Seating 
Shortage 

With Project 
and Projected 
Development 

Castelar 
Elementary 687 819 -132 157 976 -289 

Gratts 
Elementary 627 812 -185 157 969 -342 

Virgil Middle 1,950 4,207 -2,257 157 4,365 -2,414 
Belmont 

Senior High 3,042 7,953 -4,911 161 8,117 -5,072 

  

 
Source:  NOP response letter from LAUSD, OEHS to The Grand Avenue Authority, October 10, 2005 and PCR 

Services Corporation. 

projects within the same attendance boundaries as the schools identified to serve the Project: 
Castelar Elementary School, Gratts Elementary School, Virgil Middle School and, Belmont 
Senior High School. Cumulative impacts were assessed utilizing the LAUSD student generation 
factors for non-specified housing types, as information regarding the specific dwelling unit mix 
of individual projects is not available.   

Eleven related projects (Nos. 13, 14, 16-19, 55, 63, 71, 76 and 89) have been identified 
within the attendance boundaries of Gratts Elementary School.  Related Project Nos. 18, 63 and 
71 include the development of Central High School No. 10, Central High School No. 12, and the 
expansion of Gratts Primary Center, respectively.  The remaining projects include the 
development of 1,415 dwelling units and 880,000 square feet of office uses.  Based upon the 
generation rates presented in Tables 77 and 79 on pages 662 and 667, the 1,415 dwelling units, 
comprised of 870 single-family units and 545 multi-family units, are anticipated to generate 
approximately 206 students.  The office uses within the identified related projects are anticipated 
to generate approximately 373 students of which seven would be within the local attendance 
boundary.  Thus, the total number of students generated by the related-projects within the current 
attendance boundaries of Gratts Elementary School is approximately 213 students.  These 
students in addition to the students generated by the Project with County Office Building Option 
(125 students) total 338 students.  These students in addition to the students generated by the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option-related (157 students) total 370 
students.  
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Seven related projects (Nos. 12, 22, 23, 35, 56, 77 and 88) are within the attendance 
boundaries of Castelar Elementary School.  Related Projects No. 12 and 22 include the 
development of Central High School No. 11 and Central High School No. 9, respectively.  The 
remaining projects include the development of 1,576 multi-family dwelling units, 4,200 square 
feet of retail use, 17,000 square feet of supermarket uses, and 30 additional employees at the Hall 
of Justice (No. 56).  The 1,576 dwelling units are anticipated to generate approximately 378 
students.  The retail, supermarket and increased employees at the Hall of Justice are anticipated 
to generate approximately one, five, and three students, respectively, of which less than one 
would be within the local attendance boundary.  Thus, the total number of students generated by 
the related projects that are within the current attendance boundaries of Castelar Elementary 
School is approximately 379 students.  These students in addition to the students generated by 
the Project with County Office Building Option (125 students) total 504 students.  These 
students in addition to the students generated by the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option-related (157 students) total 536 students.  

Eleven related projects (Nos. 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 63, 71, 75, 76, 89, 90) have been 
identified within the attendance boundaries of Virgil Middle School.  As stated above, Related 
Project Nos. 18, 63, and 71 are future school sites.  The remaining projects include the 
development of 870 single-family dwelling units, 465 multi-family dwelling units and 
approximately 54,000 square feet of medical/office uses.  The dwelling units would generate 
approximately 88 students, while the medical/office uses would generate approximately 11 
students, of which one would be within the local attendance boundary. Thus, the total number of 
students generated by the related projects that are within the current attendance boundaries of 
Virgil Middle School is approximately 89 students.  These students in addition to the students 
generated by the Project with County Office Building Option (141 students) total 230 students.  
These students in addition to the students generated by the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option-related (157 students) total 246 students. 

Eighty-eight of the 93 related projects are within the attendance boundaries of Belmont 
High School.  Only Related Projects No. 44, 48, 52, 54, 74 and 81 are not located within the 
attendance boundaries of Belmont High School.  The 88 related-projects include approximately 
8,900 single-family dwelling units and approximately 7,700 multi-family dwelling units.  These 
residential uses would generate approximately 1,104 students.  The total estimate of cumulative 
employees for all 93 related projects is approximately 62,370.  As the five related-projects 
outside of the attendance boundaries would consist of approximately 1,229 employees, the 88 
related-projects within the attendance boundaries would consist of approximately 
61,141 employees.  These employees would generate approximately 3,668 students, of which 
917 would be located within the local attendance boundary.  Thus, the total number of students 
with the attendance boundaries of Belmont High School for the related projects would be 
approximately 4,772.  These students in addition to the students generated by the Project with 
County Office Building Option (169 students) total 2,021 students.  These students in addition to 
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the generated by the Project with Additional Residential Development Option (161 students) 
total 2,182 students. 

The generation of students from related projects in combination with students generated 
by the Project with County Office Building Option or the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would contribute to overcrowding to all of the aforementioned LAUSD 
schools, as existing school capacities would be exceeded, a significant cumulative impact would 
occur.  However, as discussed above, future school facilities are currently planned that would 
help alleviate projected seating shortages at the impacted schools.  With the addition of the 
related-projects students to the Project students under both Options, it is anticipated that middle 
and high school students would be dispersed throughout the attendance boundaries of both the 
existing and the newly constructed schools as Project build-out would occur after the new 
schools are open for student occupancy.  Thus, cumulative impacts on LAUSD middle and high 
schools attributable to the Project with County Office Building Option or the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would be less than significant.  However, the 
students generated by the related projects in combination with both Project Options could not be 
accommodated within the existing or future capacities at Gratts or Castelar Elementary Schools.  
As a result, a significant impact would occur.  This impact would be reduced to a less than 
significant level as each related project would pay new school facility development fees, and, 
under the provisions of SB 50, the payment of these fees constitutes  full mitigation of the 
impacts of these new developments 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

Based on the preceding analysis, the students generated by the Project could not be 
accommodated within the existing facilities at the identified schools.  The additional elementary 
students generated by the Project would result in a potentially significant impact at Castelar 
Elementary School as neither expansion of the existing facilities nor the construction of new 
elementary schools in the school’s attendance area is currently planned.  Despite the planned 
construction of the new Gratts Primary Center, students generated by the Project would also 
result in a potentially significant to Gratts Elementary School.  With regard to Virgil Middle 
School and Belmont Senior High School, the construction of additional facilities planned to 
relieve overcrowding would provide enough seats to sufficiently accommodate Project-generated 
middle and high school students, and thus, Project impacts would be less than significant.  
Notwithstanding, the Related Companies would be required to pay new school facility 
development fees at the time of building permit issuance.  Pursuant to California Government 
Code Section 65995, payment of the developer fees required by State law provides full and 
complete mitigation of the impacts of the Project as well as the Additional Residential 
Development Option on school facilities, thereby reducing impacts to a less than significant 
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level.  Through compliance with Government Code Section 65995, impacts on schools would be 
less than significant, and no other mitigation measures are required. 

Mitigation Measure 

Mitigation Measure I.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of each building permit, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall pay school mitigation fees 
pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code Section 65995.  
Compliance with this measure shall be determined by the City’s Department 
of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Pursuant to the provisions of Government Code Section 65995, a project’s impact on 
school facilities is fully mitigated through the payment of the requisite school facility 
development fees current at the time building permits are issued.  As the Project applicant is 
required to pay school facility development fees, impacts under the Project with County Office 
Building Option or the Project with Additional Residential Development Option are concluded to 
be less than significant. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
I.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

4.  PARKS AND RECREATION 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section analyzes the potential impacts of the proposed Project with regard to the 
parks and recreational facilities that would serve the Project’s future residents.  The analysis 
evaluates the Project’s provisions for park and open space area compared to applicable goals and 
regulatory requirements.  The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks would be 
the principal provider of public recreational facilities to the proposed Project’s residents.  The 
facilities included in this analysis are the neighborhood, community, and regional parks that are 
within a 2-mile radius of the proposed Project site. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

(1)  State Level 

The California Government Code, Section 66477 (Quimby Act) was enacted in an effort 
to promote the availability of park and open space areas in response to the need for such facilities 
by residential development.  The Quimby Act authorizes cities and counties to enact ordinances 
requiring the dedication of land and/or the payment of fees for park and/or recreational facilities 
for projects involving residential subdivisions.  The Quimby Act provides that the dedication of 
land, or the payment of fees, or both, shall not exceed the proportionate amount necessary to 
provide 3 acres of park area per 1,000 persons residing within a subdivision, unless the amount 
of existing neighborhood and community park area already exceeds that limit.  As this standard 
is not exceeded in the Project area, the maximum exaction under the Quimby Act is 3 acres of 
park area per 1,000 persons. 

(2)  Regional Level 

SCAG prepared the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) in conjunction 
with its constituent members and other regional planning agencies.  The RCPG is intended to 
serve as a framework to guide decision-making with respect to the growth and changes that can 
be anticipated by the year 2015 and beyond.  The RCPG provides a general view of various 
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regional plans.  At the regional level, the goals, objectives and policies in the RCPG are relevant 
yardsticks for measuring consistency with adopted plans.  However, the authority and 
responsibility for land use and other critical planning decisions rest with individual city and 
county governments.  Accordingly, the RCPG proposes a strategy for local governments to use, 
voluntarily, to address issues related to future growth and to provide a means for assessing the 
potential impact of Projects within the context of the region. 

The Open Space and Conservation Chapter of the RCPG is non-mandated and is intended 
for information and advisory purposes. Thus, the goals and objectives in this Chapter are not 
legal mandates with which local governments must comply. The purpose then is to guide local 
governments in planning for the provision of regional open space. The following goals pertaining 
to outdoor recreation have been identified by SCAG as being relevant to the proposed Project: 

• Increase the accessibility to open space lands for outdoor recreation; and 

• Promote self-sustaining regional recreation resources and facilities.   

(3)  Local Level 

City of Los Angeles General Plan 

The City of Los Angeles’ General Plan indicates that a park and recreation system should 
address standards in three respects:  (1) sufficient land area reserved for parks and recreation; 
(2) appropriate distribution of park and recreation facilities throughout the City; and (3) a full 
complement of park and recreation facility types (i.e., active and passive recreation for all age 
groups) to accommodate a wide variety of users.  Facilities should be provided at the 
neighborhood, community, and regional levels. 

The Project site is located within the City of Los Angeles’ Central City Community Plan 
area. The Central City Community Plan (Community Plan) is organized according to 
neighborhoods and districts, one of which is Bunker Hill, wherein the Project is located. Several 
objectives, policies, and programs pertaining to open space and recreation are set forth in the 
Community Plan.  The Central City Community Plan Area lists Pershing Square, Sixth and 
Gladys Street Park, City Hall South Lawn Park, Grand Hope Park, Maguire Gardens at the 
Central Library, and the Evergreen Recreation Center as open space and recreational resources. 
The existing Civic Mall, located in the Central City Community Plan area, is designated as an 
open space land use.  The Community Plan also designates Civic Mall as “Civic Center,” which 
allows government activities on publicly owned land, or activities related to the government 
complex, such as office space, retail uses, restaurants, or joint public/private enterprises, such as 
parking lots. 
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Within the City’s General Plan, the Public Recreation Plan (PRP) establishes policies and 
standards related to parks, recreation facilities, and open space areas in the City.  The PRP 
provides Citywide goals, objectives, and recommendations concerning parks and recreation 
facilities.  In addition to the standards established in the PRP, park and open space requirements 
are also set forth in Sections 12.21 and 17.12 of the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC).  The following provides information regarding both the PRP and applicable LAMC 
standards and requirements. 

Public Recreation Plan (PRP) 

The PRP was adopted in 1980 by the Los Angeles City Council.172  The PRP focuses on 
physical facilities by emphasizing the provision of neighborhood and community recreation sites, 
including community buildings, gymnasiums, swimming pools, and tennis courts.  To a large 
extent, the PRP focuses on facility planning in residential areas, as these areas generate the 
greatest demand for parks and recreational facilities.  The PRP also establishes general locations 
for future facilities based on a proposed service radii and projected population levels. 

Based on the standard park characteristics identified in the PRP, park facilities are 
discussed in terms of local parks and regional facilities.  Local parks include both neighborhood 
and community recreational sites and open space.  The PRP also includes “small” parks in this 
category.  A small park is usually less than 1 acre in size.  A neighborhood recreation site is 
intended to serve its immediate neighborhood.  It should provide space and facilities for outdoor 
and indoor recreation activities to meet the needs of the residents of all ages within the particular 
neighborhood it serves.  Neighborhood parks typically include a recreation building, a 
multipurpose field, a hard court area, play apparatus, a picnic area, off-street parking, and a 
maintenance area.  Although the ideal size for a neighborhood park is considered to be 10 acres, 
within the City of Los Angeles, they are usually 1 to 5 acres in size.  A community recreation 
site is designed to serve residents of all ages in several surrounding neighborhoods.  It provides 
facilities to serve a wider range of interests, including a community building, multi-purpose 
fields, hard court areas, parking, maintenance service areas, and play areas.  It may also include 
baseball diamonds, football and soccer fields, tennis and handball courts and a swimming pool.  
The ideal size for a community recreation site is considered to be 15 to 20 acres. 

The PRP also states that the location and allocation of acreage for neighborhood and 
community park and recreational facilities should be determined on the basis of the service 
radius within residential areas throughout the City.  The desired long-range (minimum) standard 
for local parks is based on 2 acres per 1,000 persons for neighborhood parks with a service radius 

                                                 
172  City of Los Angeles, Public Recreation Plan, a portion of the Service Systems Element of the Los Angeles 

General Plan.  Approved October 9, 1980. 
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of 0.5 mile, and 2 acres per 1,000 persons for community parks with a service radius of 2 miles.  
However, the PRP also notes that these long-range standards may not be reached during the life 
of the plan, and, therefore, includes more attainable short- and intermediate-range standards of 
1 acre per 1,000 persons within a 1 mile service radius for neighborhood parks and 1 acre per 
1,000 persons within a 3-mile service radius for community parks.  Finally, the PRP establishes 
that no park or recreational facility should be diminished in size or removed from any service 
radius unless the required acreage is replaced elsewhere within that same service radius, or 
unless the need is diminished due to population and/or land use changes. 

City of Los Angeles Zoning Municipal Code (LAMC) 

Section 12.21 of the LAMC requires that all residential developments containing six or 
more dwelling units on a lot provide, at a minimum, the following usable open space area per 
dwelling unit:  100 square feet for each unit having less than three habitable rooms, 125 square 
feet for each unit having three habitable rooms, and 175 square feet for each unit having more 
than three habitable rooms.   

This section of the LAMC also identifies what areas of a project would qualify as usable 
open space for the purposes of meeting the project’s open space requirements.  Usable open 
space is defined as areas designated for active or passive recreation and may consist of private 
and/or common areas.  Common open space areas must be readily accessible to all residents of 
the site and constitute at least 50 percent of the total required usable open space.  Common open 
space areas can incorporate recreational amenities such as swimming pools, spas, children’s play 
areas, and sitting areas.  A minimum of 25 percent of the common open space area must be 
planted with ground cover, shrubs, or trees.  In addition, indoor recreation amenities cannot 
constitute more than 25 percent of the total required usable open space.  Private open space is an 
area that is contiguous to and immediately accessible from an individual dwelling unit.  In 
developments built at an R5 density, such as the proposed Project, private open space may be 
provided above the first habitable room level.  When so provided, it must contain a minimum of 
50 square feet, of which no more than 50 square feet per dwelling unit can be counted towards 
the total required usable open space. 

In addition, Section 17.12 of the LAMC, as authorized under the State Quimby Act, 
provides standards for parkland acreage requirements by project density and identifies fees per 
unit by zoning designation.  The area of land within a project required to be dedicated for park 
and recreation purposes is based upon the maximum density permitted within the zone where it 
is located.   

Section 17.12 of the LAMC also permits recreational areas within a Project site that are 
developed for use by the project’s residents to be credited against the Project’s land dedication 
requirement.  Recreational areas that qualify under this provision of LAMC Section 17.12 
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include, in part, swimming pools and spas (when the spas are an integral part of a pool complex) 
and children’s play areas with playground equipment comparable in type and quality to those in 
City parks.  In addition, the recreational areas proposed as part of a project must meet the 
following standards in order to be credited against the requirement for land dedication:  (1) each 
facility is available for use by all of the residents of a project; and (2) the area and the facilities 
satisfy the park and recreation needs of a project so as to reduce that project’s need for public 
recreation and park facilities. 

b.  Existing Conditions 

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks maintains over 
15,600 acres of parkland with 387 neighborhood and regional parks, 7 lakes, 176 recreation 
centers, 372 children’s play areas, 13 golf courses, 387 tennis courts, 8 dog parks, 58 swimming 
pools and 7 skate parks.173  Several park and recreational facilities, totaling approximately 767 
acres, are located within a 2-mile radius of the Project site.  Figure 50 on page 678, illustrates the 
parks and recreational facilities that serve the Project site:174  

• Sixth & Gladys Street Park — Encompasses 0.3 acres and does not offer any 
specialized recreational facilities.  

• Aliso-Pico Recreation Center — Encompasses approximately 40 acres and includes 
the following recreational features: an auditorium; a lighted baseball diamond; lighted 
indoor basketball courts; lighted outdoor basketball courts; a children’s play area; two 
indoor gyms, each with a capacity of 250 persons; lighted tennis courts; and lighted 
volleyball courts.  The park also contains a multi-purpose sports field with a lighted, 
youth-sized ball diamond.  This site is located at 370 S. Clarence Street.   

• Alpine Recreation Center — A 1.9-acre facility located at 817 Yale Street, which 
includes an auditorium, barbecue pits, lighted indoor basketball courts, lighted 
outdoor basketball courts, a children’s play area, a community room (capacity of 80 
to 100 persons), an indoor gym, and lighted volleyball courts.   

• Alvarado Terrace Park – A 1.2-acre small park located at 1341 South Bonnie Brae 
Street. 

                                                 
173  City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, website, www.laparks.org/dept.htm, accessed January 

27, 2006. 
174  City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, Center Locator, website, http://gis.lacity.org/

recandpark/recandpark.htm#, accessed January 27, 2006 and Letter correspondence from Michael A. Shull, 
Superintendent with the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Park, dated January 23, 2006. 
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• City Hall Park — This 4-acre park consists of the landscaped grounds of City Hall 
located at 200 North Spring Street, adjacent to the Project site.  

• Downey Pool and Recreation Center — Encompasses 4.6 acres and includes an 
auditorium, a lighted baseball diamond, a children’s play area, an indoor gym, a 
multi-purpose sports field, and picnic tables.  This site is located at 1772 North Spring 
Street. 

• Echo Park Recreation Center — Located at 1632 Bellevue Avenue, this facility 
encompasses 29.4 acres and includes an auditorium/indoor gym with a capacity of 
450 persons; a lighted baseball diamond; lighted indoor basketball courts; lighted 
outdoor basketball courts; a children’s play area; lighted football field; lighted tennis 
courts; a lighted soccer field; and three pools (two indoor, one outdoor).  Additional 
facilities at this site include a childcare center, Echo Park Lake, and a shallow pool. 

• Elysian Park and Therapeutic Recreation Center— Encompasses approximately 604 
acres and includes the following recreational facilities: a 200-300 person 
amphitheatre; unlighted outdoor basketball courts; a children’s play area; indoor gym; 
barbeque pits; picnic tables; hiking trails; and two meeting rooms.  This site is located 
at 929 Academy Road. 

• Everett Park – A 0.7-acre small park located at Everett Street and Sunset Boulevard. 

• Hollenbeck Park – A 21.2-acre community park located at 415 South Saint Louis 
Street.  Facilities include an auditorium, skate-park, barbeque pits, basketball courts, 
children’s play area, community room, indoor gym and picnic tables.    

• Hope and Peace Pocket Park — Located at 843 South Bonnie Brae Street, this pocket 
park encompasses one half acre and does not offer any specialized recreational 
facilities.  

• Lafayette Park and Recreation Center – A 9.7-acre neighborhood park located at 2830 
West Sixth Street.  Facilities include an auditorium, basketball courts, children’s play 
area, community room, picnic tables, soccer field and tennis courts. 

• MacArthur (General Douglas) Park and Recreation Center— Located at 2230  West 
Sixth Street, this park and recreation center encompasses approximately 32 acres and 
includes an auditorium, a children’s play area, picnic tables, and a lake with a 
boathouse. 

• Pecan Pool and Recreation Center — Located at 127 South Pecan Street, this facility 
encompasses 4.3 acres and provides picnic tables, lighted outdoor basketball courts, a 
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children’s play area, a community room, lighted handball courts, and volleyball 
courts. The park also contains a multi-purpose sports field with a ball diamond.   

• Pershing Square Park —This 5-acre park, located at 532 South Olive Street, hosts 
special events and concerts throughout the year. Facilities at this park include a 
seasonal ice-skating rink, a stage, and a sunken amphitheatre.  

• Prospect Park – A 2.9-acre neighborhood park located at Echandia Street and Judson 
Street.   

• State Street Recreation Center — Located at 716 North State Street, this facility 
encompasses 2.6 acres and includes the following recreational features: an 
auditorium, a lighted baseball diamond, lighted outdoor basketball courts, a children’s 
play area, a community room, and a multi-purpose sports field with a small lighted 
ball diamond.   

• Toberman Recreation Center – A 2.7-acre neighborhood park located at 1725 South 
Toberman Street.  Facilities include an auditorium, barbeque pits, baseball diamond, 
basketball courts, children’s play area, community room, indoor gym, and picnic 
tables. 

Citywide, park and recreational space is provided at an estimated rate of 0.70 acre per 
1,000 residents.175  This ratio does not meet the City’s stated goals for the provision of 4 acres 
per 1,000 persons of combined neighborhood and community parkland.  The Central City 
Community Plan area has a ratio of 0.09 acres of neighborhood and community parkland per 
1,000 residents.  This park ratio also falls below the target ratio as specified by the City.176   

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

The analysis of parks and recreation impacts is based on comparing the recreational space 
ratio associated with the Project to the standards set forth by the Quimby Act, the LAMC, and 
the PRP.  To be consistent with the standards set forth in the aforementioned regulatory guidance 
documents, the analysis of impacts is based on the acreage of recreational space available per 
1,000 Project residents. 

                                                 
175  Letter correspondence from Michael A. Shull, Superintendent with the City of Los Angeles Department of 

Recreation and Park, dated January 23, 2006. 
176  Ibid. 



IV.I.4.  Parks and Recreation 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 681 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

b.  Thresholds of Significance  

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles Draft CEQA Thresholds Guide 
(1998), the proposed Project would have a significant impact on recreation and park services if 
the Project generates a demand for park or recreational facilities that cannot be adequately 
accommodated by existing or planned facilities and services. 

c.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Project Design Features 

As discussed in Section II, Project Description, the Project consists of three components: (1) 
the creation of the 16-acre Civic Park, which represents and expands upon the existing Civic 
Mall; (2) streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar E. 
Chavez Avenue; and (3) development of five parcels with residential, hotel and retail uses as 
well as County office building uses under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The 
streetscape improvements do not constitute usable open space and thus are not considered as 
proposed open space or recreational facilities.  

The proposed 16-acre Civic Park is intended to facilitate a program of ongoing and special 
civic events and activities.  The Civic Park would maintain the existing organization of space as 
three major areas:  Grand Avenue to Hill Street; Hill Street to Broadway; and Broadway to 
Spring Street.  Under the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park, the westernmost, approximately 8-
acre section is proposed to be utilized for cultural and entertainment uses.  The middle, 
approximately 4-acre section would be used as a garden space for smaller scale uses and the 
easternmost, approximately 4-acre section would be used for daily/permanent civic and 
community events and activities, as well as passive park use.  Currently, the easternmost section 
is utilized for surface parking.  The Project proposes to replace the removed surface parking 
through renovation of the lower levels of the parking structures beneath the Civic Park area.  The 
intent of the easternmost section, under the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park, is to provide a 
setting for festivals and civic event programming, along with small pavilions that could host food 
and drink concessions.  As such, the proposed Civic Park would increase existing park facilities 
from 12 acres to 16 acres.  

Under the Conceptual Plan for Parcel Q, a central plaza space that emphasizes pedestrian 
connections to Grand Avenue and First Street, outdoor terraces, large amounts of landscaping 
and outdoor pools and terraces for the hotel, restaurant, and residential uses would be provided..  
The outdoor public space in Parcel Q would be integrated into the streetscape improvements 
anticipated to occur on these streets.  The pedestrian-oriented open space would include a 
landscaped and plaza, numerous seating areas, integrated public art and/or fountains, and a 
collection of gathering places.  The outdoor orientation of the development on Parcel Q would 
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also be maximized on multiple floor levels through the use of patios, elevated walkways, and 
roof terraces. 

The Conceptual Plan for Parcels W-1/W-2 includes a pedestrian bridge across Olive Street 
to connect Parcel Q’s public space to public open space on Parcels W-1/W-2.  This bridge would 
integrate Parcel Q’s open space and, by extension, connect Parcels W-1/W-2 with Grand 
Avenue.  In turn, the public open space on Parcels W-1/W-2 would provide to Parcel Q 
extensions to Hill Street, First Street and Second Street.  Thus, the public space of Parcels Q and 
W-1/W-2 would provide linkages between both blocks to the surrounding streets and adjoining 
uses.   

Under the Conceptual Plan, the proposed building structures on Parcels L and M-2 would be 
developed around a central courtyard that consists of an outdoor public open space.  This area 
would incorporate a landscaped area with ground cover, shrubs, trees, and possibly water 
features.   

Development of the proposed Project is anticipated to occur in three phases.  The initial 
development phase includes the simultaneous completion of the Civic Park and development of 
Parcel Q, along with the Grand Avenue Streetscape improvements between Second and Temple 
Streets.  The second phase of Project construction would include the development of Parcels L 
and M-2 and the section of the Grand Avenue Streetscape program between Second and Fifth 
Streets.  The third phase includes the development of Parcels W-1/ and W-2 and the section of 
Grand Avenue Streetscape program between Temple Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.  
Therefore, as the Civic Park would be completed in the first phase, the Project’s future residents 
would have access to the renovated Civic Park, including the additional four acres within the 
easternmost section of the Park.  It is also noted that the need to keep critical components of the 
existing Civic Mall open may result in a phased opening of the Civic Park. 

(2)  Analysis of Project Impacts 

(a)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(i)  Construction Impacts 

Construction of the proposed improvements in Civic Park would require closure of the 
existing Civic Mall to implement those improvements.  This would limit park availability and 
usage.  Impacts on park usage could occur within the immediate area of construction activity and 
adjacent park areas that might be sensitive to construction activities.  It is not known if the entire 
Park area would be affected at a single time, or if park improvements would be implemented on 
a smaller basis; e.g., block by block. 
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As the construction activities could adversely affect park usage, the Project is considered 
to have a significant, short-term impact on parks during construction.  Upon completion of the 
Project, the affected park areas would return to operations with an enhanced level of operations, 
and be enlarged as well, due to the Project improvements that were implemented during the 
construction phase. 

(ii)  Operations 

a.  Quimby Act 

Under the Quimby Act, the Project would be required to provide a maximum of three 
acres of parkland per 1,000 residents.  The Project with County Office Building Option includes 
2,060 dwelling units that are anticipated to generate approximately 2,925 residents.  
Accordingly, the Project with County Office Building Option is required to provide a maximum 
of approximately 8.8 acres of park/recreation space for its residents. 

As described in the Project Design Features section, above, the Project would incorporate 
common and private open space areas within all five proposed development parcels.  
Additionally, the Project would renovate the four acres of existing parking uses east of the Civic 
Mall to park facilities that would feature a large paved plaza with landscaping at its north and 
south sides.  However, the Draft EIR recognizes that the Civic Park represents a resource that is 
available to all the citizens of Los Angeles.  Therefore, in this analysis the renovation of the 
existing Civic Mall as a component of the future Civic Park is not credited towards the park 
requirements for meeting the needs of Project residents. 

As the site plan is conceptual in nature, the amount of park/recreation space available, if 
any, to be credited towards the maximum Quimby parkland dedication requirements for the 
Project’s proposed residential uses would be determined during review and approval of the final 
map by the City’s Planning and/or Building and Safety Departments.  To be conservative, it is 
concluded that the demand for park or recreational facilities generated by the Project with 
County Office Building Option, per maximum Quimby Act requirements, would not be 
adequately accommodated by existing or planned facilities, and the potential for a significant 
impact on parks and recreation exists.  As such, to satisfy the maximum Quimby requirement, 
the Related Companies would be required to do one of the following:  (1) dedicate additional 
parkland beyond any credited park/recreation space, such that the Project would provide a total 
of 3 acres per 1,000 Project residents; (2) pay in-lieu fees for any land dedication requirement 
shortfall; or (3) provide a combination of the above.  Compliance with Quimby requirements 
would off-set the park impacts of the Project and avoid a significant impact. 
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(ii)  Public Recreation Plan (PRP) 

As previously stated, the desired long-range (minimum) standard for local parks is 
2 acres per 1,000 persons for neighborhood parks and 2 acres per 1,000 persons for community 
parks or 4 acres per 1,000 persons of combined neighborhood and community parkland.  
However, the PRP also notes that these long-range standards may not be reached during the life 
of the plan, and, therefore, includes more attainable short- and intermediate-range standards of 1 
acre per 1,000 persons for neighborhood parks and 1 acre per 1,000 persons for community 
parks, or 2 acres per 1,000 persons combined. 

The Project with County Office Building Option incorporates common and private open 
space areas within all five proposed development parcels and proposes to renovate the four acres 
east of the existing Civic Mall into park facilities.  As the amount of parkland/recreation space 
available to future residents has yet to be confirmed by the City, it is conservatively concluded 
that the proposed Project does not meet the PRP’s short- and intermediate-range standards. 

(iii)  City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) 

Section 12.21 of the LAMC requires that all buildings containing six or more dwelling 
units on a lot must provide a minimum square footage of usable open space per dwelling unit.  
Project open space would include landscaped outdoor areas, indoor recreational amenities for 
residents and a variety of public outdoor spaces.  The Project’s open space would be designed to 
comply with the open space requirements set forth in Section 12.21 of the LAMC.  Compliance 
with these open space requirements would be determined during review and approval of the final 
map by the City’s Planning and/or Building and Safety Department.   

Section 17.12 of the LAMC, the City’s parkland dedication ordinance enacted under the 
Quimby Act, provides a formula for satisfying park and recreational uses through land dedication 
and/or the payment of in-lieu fees.  The area of land required for park and recreation dedication 
is based upon the maximum density permitted within the zone where it is located.  The Project’s 
8.6 acres of residential development would be developed at a R5 density, which allows 
residential development to be developed to a maximum density of over 200 dwelling units per 
acre.  Based on the provisions set forth in LAMC Section 17.12, 32 percent of the gross 
subdivision area, or 2.75 acres would be required to be dedicated. 

As the site plan of the Project with County Office Building Option is conceptual in 
nature, the amount of park/recreation space available, if any, to be dedicated for park and 
recreation purposes would be determined during review and approval of the final map by the 
City’s Planning and/or Building and Safety Department.  In order to satisfy the requirements of 
Section 17.12 of the LAMC, the Related Companies would be required to do one of the 
following:  (1) dedicate additional parkland beyond any credited park/recreation space, such that 
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the Project would provide a total of 2.75 acres; (2) pay in-lieu fees for any land dedication 
requirement shortfall; or (3) provide a combination of the above.  Compliance with Section 17.12 
would off-set the park impacts of the Project with County Office Building Option and avoid a 
significant impact. 

(b)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

As was the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, construction 
activities within the Civic Park area for the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would cause a significant, short-term impact.  Upon completion of the Project, the 
affected park areas would return to operations with an enhanced level of operations, and be 
expanded as well, due to the Project improvements that were implemented during the 
construction phase. 

The Project with Residential Development Option provides for an additional 600 
residential units in lieu of the 681,000 square feet of County office building proposed by the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  Under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option, the resident population would increase to 3,777 persons, an increase of 852 
persons.  At the same time, total employment under this Option would decrease to 1,206 jobs, a 
decrease of 2,724 jobs.  All other components of the Project with County Office Building Option 
are the same under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  Thus, the 
difference in demand for parks and recreation facilities between the two Options results from the 
additional demand associated with the addition of 852 persons.   

As discussed above, the dedication of parkland is driven by the number of residents.  The 
more residents generated by a particular project, the more parkland and open space that would be 
required.  Because it has been conservatively concluded that the Project with County Office 
Building Option would not meet the demand for park or recreational facilities per maximum 
Quimby Act, PRP, or LAMC Section 17.12 requirements, it can be concluded that the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option, which would generate more residents than the 
Project with County Office Building Option, would not meet its demand for park or recreational 
facilities either.  However, as was the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, 
compliance with the Quimby provisions and Section 17.12 of the LAMC would off-set the park 
impacts and avoid a significant impact. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

No related projects are known to affect the use or availability of any existing recreational 
resources during either their construction or operations phases as the Project would prohibit the 
recreational use of the existing Civic Center Mall during construction, cumulative impacts on 
recreational resources are considered significant since the Project, in and of itself, would result in 
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a short-term significant impact on the recreational resources within the existing Civic Center 
Mall. 

As the demand for parks and recreation facilities is attributable to the Project’s residents, 
this analysis focuses on the cumulative impacts of the Additional Residential Development 
Option in conjunction with the related projects.  This approach is taken since this analysis would 
identify cumulative impacts that are greater than those that would result from the combination of 
the Project with the County Office Building Option and the identified related projects.  As the 
Project with the County Office Building Option would generate a demand for parks and 
recreation facilities that are less but similar to the Project with the Additional Residential 
Development Option, it is conservatively concluded that the cumulative impacts of the Project 
with the County Office Building Option are the same as those analyzed below. 

Section III.B of this Draft EIR provides a list of the related projects that have the 
potential to occur concurrent with the development of the proposed Project.  Of the related 
projects identified in Section III.B, all are located within a 2-mile radius of the Project site.  The 
total population for the related projects is estimated to be 28,952, based on a forecasted average 
household size of 1.63 residents per unit. 

The 3,777 residents under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, 
plus the 28,592 residents associated with the related projects would result in a cumulative 
population increase of approximately 32,729 residents.  The estimated park space requirement to 
meet the standards for this additional population would be: 65.5 acres to meet the PRP’s short- 
and intermediate-range standards for community and neighborhood parks and roughly 98.2 acres 
to meet the three-acre per 1,000 residents standard. 

As is the case with the Project, the related projects would be subject to LAMC 
Sections 12.21 and 17.12 with regard to the provision of open space.  As each related project 
would comply with the requirements established under the Quimby Act and LAMC 
Sections 12.21 and 17.12, potential park and open space impacts of the related projects would be 
met.  Therefore, cumulative impacts are also concluded to be less than significant as the demand 
for parks and open space attributable to cumulative development would be met through 
compliance with the requirements of the Quimby Act and LAMC Sections 12.21 and 17.12. 
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5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to parks and recreation 
services.  In response, the following mitigation measure has been identified. 

Mitigation Measure 

Mitigation Measure I.4-1:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy, Related, 
with regard to the five development parcels, shall:  (1) dedicate additional 
parkland such that the Project would provide a total of 3 acres per 1,000 
Project residents; (2) pay in-lieu fees for any land dedication requirement 
shortfall; or (3) a combination of the above.  Compliance with this measure 
shall be determined by the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Construction of the Project would require the closure of the existing Civic Mall for 
varying durations of time to implement the proposed improvements, as well as Project 
construction adjacent to the Civic Mall.  The potential effects on park use due to construction 
activity is considered to be a significant, short-term impact.  Upon completion of the Project, the 
affected park areas would return to operations with an enhanced level of operations, and be 
expanded as well, due to the Project improvements that were implemented during the 
construction phase. 

With regard to Project operations, potential significant impacts to park and recreational 
facilities associated with the Project would be reduced to a level that is less than significant 
through compliance with regulatory measures established for the purposes of expanding 
parklands commensurate with new development.  This occurs through Project compliance with 
the requirements set forth in LAMC Section 12.21 and LAMC Section 17.12.  Thus, the Project 
would meet the demand for parks addressed through those provisions.  Therefore, potential 
impacts to park and recreational facilities attributable to the Project’s operation would be less 
than significant. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
I.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

5.  LIBRARIES 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section addresses potential impacts on the facilities and services administered by the 
City of Los Angeles Public Library (LAPL).  The analysis focuses on whether available library 
capacity is sufficient to accommodate the population growth generated by the proposed Project.   

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

(1)  Los Angeles General Plan 

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework (Framework), adopted in December 
1996 and readopted in August 2001, provides general guidance regarding land use issues for the 
entire City of Los Angeles and defines Citywide polices regarding land use, including 
infrastructure and public services.  At the time the General Plan Framework was formulated, it 
recognized that deficiencies in library services existed and, as such, set forth goals and policies 
for the provision of adequate library services and facilities to meet the needs of the City’s 
residents.  Policy 9.20.1 proposes the development of library standards dealing with a facility’s 
net floor area, the appropriate number of permanent collection books per resident, and service 
radii.  Policy 9.20.2 proposes the development of a Citywide policy for locating non-English 
language permanent collections.   Under the General Plan Framework Implementation Programs, 
Plans and Policies Chapter, Policy 13, the Department of Libraries is charged with the 
responsibility of updating the Library Master Plan to correct existing deficiencies and to meet the 
needs of future growth.  Other applicable policies include the following: 

• Identify improvements including new library facilities; alternatives to “stand alone 
facilities;” new methods for acquiring books and equipment; ways to connect library 
telecommunications services with other city agencies, as well as local college and 
university systems; and ways to identify regional libraries that are appropriate for 
non-English language collections, consistent with neighborhood needs. 
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• Strategies that enhance the viability of joint development and joint-use opportunities 
with large commercial projects and the Los Angeles Unified School District, thereby 
increasing the distribution of library services. 

• Establish a new City library standard that is based on the needs, and reflects the 
character, of the City. 

• Funding sources and mechanisms for facility improvements may include Citywide 
assessments, state and federal grants, and the solicitation of private donations for 
collections, audio-visual equipment, and computer materials. 

Many of the policies of the General Plan Framework pertinent to libraries have been 
addressed through the Los Angeles Public Library Branch Facilities Plan, which is discussed 
below. 

(2)  Los Angeles Public Library Branch Facilities Plan 

The Los Angeles Public Library Branch Facilities Plan (Facilities Plan) guides the 
construction, maintenance, and organization of public libraries and specifies standards in 
defining geographic service areas and the size of branch facilities.  The Facilities Plan also 
outlines the required facility expansion needs of the libraries within the City.  Under the 
Facilities Plan, the service population for branch libraries is defined according to total floor area, 
as shown in Table 81 on page 690.   

In November 1998, City of Los Angeles voters approved the 1998 Library Bond 
Program, to provide $178.3 million to construct 30 new branch libraries and to renovate and 
expand two existing library facilities.  The 1998 Library Branch Facilities Plan, which described 
the funding, sizes, and geographic locations for new or renovated branch libraries, served as the 
basis for Proposition 1 and the Library Bond Program.  The Library Branch Facilities Branch 
Plan is continually assessed and updated through annual and quarterly Library Bond Program 
Master Schedule reports.  Between 2002 and 2004, the City Council added four additional 
branch libraries to the scope of the total facilities program.  Under the total program, 18 existing 
library buildings have been demolished and replaced with new library buildings on the same 
sites; 14 new sites have been acquired and the new library buildings and parking facilities have 
been constructed; and four existing library buildings and associated facilities have been 
renovated and expanded.177  Under the Library Bond Program Master Schedule, all 32 branch 
libraries in the original scope were scheduled for completion within six years from passage of the 

                                                 
177  LAPL 1998 Library Bond Program Quarterly Report, Los Angeles Public Library Bureau of Engineering, Bond 

Update (October 2005). 
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Table 81 
 

City of Los Angeles Public Library Branch Building Size Standards 
 

Population Served Size of Facility 
50,001 to 100,000 12,500 sq.ft. 
35,001 to 50,000 10,500 sq.ft. 

9,000 sq.ft.a25,001 to 35,000 
  
a Facilities 9,000 square feet in size are no longer included in the 2004 LAPL facilities program. 
 
Source: Los Angeles Public Library Branch Facilities Plan, adopted 1988, revised 1998, Los Angeles 

CEQA Thresholds Guide. 

Library Bond measure.  According to the Library Bond October 2005 Update, construction of all 
of the original 32 library projects is complete.  

With additional monies available through a $2.9 million block grant, $1.5 million in 
donations, $22.5 million in interest earnings, and $5.3 million from the State Proposition 14 
grant, the total budget for the Library Bond Program is $210.5 million. As a result, four new 
projects have been added to the program. Of the four projects that have been added, the 
construction of one project is complete; the construction of one is underway; and the remaining 
two are in the design phase.  

The Los Angeles Public Library (LAPL) is a member of the Metropolitan Cooperative 
Library System (MCLS), an association of public libraries in the greater Los Angeles area that 
shares resources to improve library service to the residents of all participating jurisdictions.  The 
LAPL also participates with other library systems in the “Library of California,” a network of 
public and private California libraries.  Participation in these programs allows individuals to use 
their library cards in multiple jurisdictions, and for member libraries to receive compensation for 
such use. 

b.  Existing Conditions 

The LAPL system provides library services to all areas of the City of Los Angeles.  The 
LAPL consists of the Central Library and 71 branch libraries, with an inventory of 6.4 million 
items and 2,100 computer workstations with access to the Internet and 180 electronic databases.  
LAPL facilities were visited over 14 million times this year.178

                                                 
178  LAPL and the Library Foundation of Los Angeles Annual Report 2004-2005. 
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Library facilities within two miles of a project site are generally considered to be within 
the service area of a project.179  As shown in Figure 51 on page 692, there are a total of seven 
LAPL branch libraries within an approximate two-mile radius of the Project site.  LAPL libraries 
that could potentially serve the Project include: the Central Library, Little Tokyo, Chinatown, 
Echo Park, Pico Union, Felipe de Neve, and Edendale. The LAPL has identified the Central 
Library as the facility that would primarily serve the Project site.180  In addition, due to the 
proximity of the Project site to other libraries, the LAPL has identified the Little Tokyo Library 
and the Chinatown Library as facilities that may also serve the Project.   

The Central Library is located adjacent to the southwest boundary of the Project’s 
streetscape program at 630 West Fifth Street.  This facility serves the entire City including local 
residents seven days and four nights a week and the retail/commercial population during the 
workday. This branch, which is the closest to the Project site, is 500,000 square feet in size and 
has a collection of 6,347,267 items.  The Central Library has 180 staff positions and serves 7,000 
people per day.181 There are no plans for library expansion or the construction of a new library in 
the service area as current demand at the Central Library is being adequately met.182

The Chinatown Library is located at 639 North Hill Street, west of the 101 Freeway. The 
Echo Park Library is located at 1410 West Temple Street, northwest of the 110 Freeway.  The 
Little Tokyo Library is located less than one mile to the east of the Project site at 203 South Los 
Angeles Street.   

3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

The impact of a project on library services is based mainly on a comparison of the future 
residential population that would be served by the library (i.e., the estimated population 
generated by the project, combined with anticipated growth in the service area) to the target 
service population for the particular library, as defined by the LAPL.  The assessment of 
potential Project impacts on library facilities is determined based on the following steps:  
(1) identify the primary service library or libraries that serve the Project site; (2) forecast the 
population generated by the Project; (3) identify the population within the library’s service area 

                                                 
179  City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998) 
180 Letter to PCR from Anne Connor, Central Library Director, LAPL, November 22, 2005. 
181 Ibid. 
182 Ibid. 
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at the time of Project buildout; (4) combine the Project’s population with the forecasted service 
area population; and (5) compare the combined population to the target population for the library 
as determined by the LAPL. 

b.  Significance Thresholds 

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
(1998), the proposed Project would have a significant impact on library services if the Project 
would generate a demand for library facilities or services that would cause an increase in the 
community population which would exceed the LAPL-defined target service population. 

c.  Analysis of Project Impacts 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

The Project with County Office Building Option would generate an estimated residential 
population of 2,925 within the LAPL service area.  As aforementioned, the analysis of impacts 
would include all three of the libraries recognized by the LAPL as having the potential to be 
impacted by the proposed Project: the Central Library, the Little Tokyo Library, and the 
Chinatown Library.  

Development of the Project with County Office Building Option would cause an 
increased demand on LAPL facilities as a result of the additional residential population, retail 
employees and patrons, County office workers, and visitors.  The 2,925 residents would utilize 
LAPL facilities most heavily during evenings and weekends. The development of the Project’s 
other components would also generate demand for library services but to a lesser extent.  The 
retail space would generate roughly 898 employees as well as patrons.  Visits to LAPL facilities 
by retail employees would be limited due to the nature of retail employment. A large percentage 
of retail employees work on a part-time and seasonal basis, and thus, are not expected to spend 
extensive amounts of time outside of work using public facilities in the Project area.  In addition, 
break times are typically not long enough (10 to 30 minutes on average) for employees to take 
advantage of nearby library services and facilities and return to work within the allotted time.  
The estimated 2,724 County office workers generated by the Project would mainly utilize the 
libraries during the daytime hours. Additional demand may also be generated from the 275-room 
hotel, and Civic Park activities, which would attract more visitors and tourists to the Project area.  
The Project’s commercial component would incrementally increase the utilization of LAPL 
facilities and would not significantly impact the Central Library, the Little Tokyo Library or the 
Chinatown Library. 
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Though LAPL usage may incrementally increase as a result of the Project’s commercial 
component and streetscape program, it is anticipated that the Project’s residents would be the 
primary visitors to the LAPL’s library facilities.  The analysis assumes that one-half of the 
residents would utilize the Little Tokyo Library and one-half of the residents would utilize the 
Chinatown Library.  However, it is conservatively assumed that all Project residents would 
utilize the Central Library. 

Development of the Project with County Office Building Option is not expected to cause 
an increase in the community population that would exceed the LAPL-defined target service 
population.  The Central Library, which would be most utilized by the proposed residents, is a 
main library facility that provides for a larger regional area compared to other branch libraries in 
the LAPL system.  However, because this facility is located near the downtown, it is anticipated 
that most of its current clientele is oriented toward the downtown business area and primarily 
utilize this facility during daytime hours.  Use of this facility by the proposed residents would not 
conflict with its current uses such that the facility would require expansion.  Furthermore, the 
collective resources of the Central Library combined with the Little Tokyo Library and the 
Chinatown Library resources would provide for greater efficiency in accommodating the 
Project’s residents.  Therefore, the Project with County Office Building Option would not 
generate a demand for library facilities or services that would cause an increase in the 
community population which would exceed the LAPL-defined target service population. 

LAPL has indicated that (a) the Project would have an impact on the Central Library, (b) 
that fees in the amount of $200 per capita based on the Project’s forecasted population be paid to 
off-set the increase in service demand and facility usage, and (c) that the payment of such a fee 
should allow the Central Library to meet the needs of the Project.183  However, the detailed 
analysis provided in this section of the Draft EIR demonstrates that the Project would not cause a 
significant impact on library services, and the LAPL did not provide any data in its NOP 
response letter to the contrary.  (In addition, it should be noted that the LAPL has not taken the 
necessary legal steps to impose a mitigation fee on all new development projects in its 
jurisdiction.)  Accordingly, no mitigation measures are required. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would consist of up to 600 
additional residential units that would be developed in place of the 681,000 square feet of office 
space proposed by the Project with County Office Building Option.  Construction of the 600 
additional residential units would take place on Parcel W1/W2 where the County office uses 
proposed by the Project with County Office Building Option are planned to be located.  As such, 
                                                 
183   Letter to PCR  from Anne Connor, Central Library Director, LAPL, November 22, 2005. 
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the impacts to library facilities associated with the non-residential component of the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would be incrementally reduced when compared to 
the Project with County Office Building Option, due to the elimination of the 2,724 workers 
associated with the potential County office building.  As such, impacts from the non-residential 
components of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be less than 
the non-residential components of the Project with County Office Building Option. 

As the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would add 600 
residential units when compared to the Project with County Office Building Option, there would 
be an increase in residential population from approximately 2,925 persons to 3,777 persons.  
Accordingly, use of the library facilities would incrementally increase.  Similar to the Project 
with County Office Building Option, the collective resources of the Central Library combined 
with the Little Tokyo Library and the Chinatown Library resources would provide for efficiency 
in accommodating the residents associated with the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option.  Therefore, implementation of the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would not generate a demand for library facilities or services that would 
cause an increase in the community population which would exceed the LAPL-defined target 
service population. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Of the 93 related projects identified in Section III.B of this Draft EIR, a number of 
residential projects are located within two miles of the Little Tokyo Branch Library, the 
Chinatown Branch Library, or the Central Library.  These projects would provide a total of 
17,762 residential units with a forecasted population of 28,952 persons.  Combined with the 
2,925 residents associated with the Project with County Office Building Option, the cumulative 
residential population would be 31,877.  The Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option in conjunction with the related residential projects would result in a total population of 
32,729 persons.  These populations could potentially increase the service demand and usage at 
the Tokyo Branch, Chinatown Branch, and Central Libraries.  Other related projects may or may 
not pay LAPL per capita library fees based on each respective project’s forecasted population.  
Payment of such fees would offset the increase in service demand and facility usage.  As noted 
above, the LAPL has not taken the necessary legal steps to impose a mitigation fee on all new 
development projects in its jurisdiction.  In the event that the related projects were to be 
developed without the payment of fees, significant impacts on library services may occur.   
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5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The Project would result in no significant impacts on library services, and no mitigation 
measures are required. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

No significant and unavoidable adverse impacts relative to LAPL facilities and services 
would occur as a result of the Project.  
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
J.  UTILITIES 

1.  WATER SUPPLY 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section addresses the potential impacts of the Project on the water supply and 
whether there is sufficient water capacity to meet the Project’s demand.  Water supply and 
conveyance was analyzed using data from the Water Supply Assessment prepared by the Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP), dated April 13, 2006.  The analysis is also 
based on a technical report prepared by Psomas for the Project, dated June 5, 2006.  The Water 
Supply Assessment and the technical report are included in Appendix G of this Draft EIR. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Framework 

(1)  State Level 

Efficiency Standards 

Title 20 of the California Administrative Code, (CAC) Section 1604, establishes 
efficiency standards (i.e., maximum flow rates) for all new showerheads, lavatory faucets, and 
sink faucets, and prohibits the sale of fixtures that do not comply with the regulations. 

Other applicable State water conservation laws include: 

• Health and Safety Code Section 17921.3 requires all new buildings, as of January 1, 
1983, to install water conservation water closets, as defined by American National 
Standards Institute (ANSI) Standard A112.19.2, and urinals and associated 
flushometer valves that use less than an average of 1.5 gallons per flush. 

• Title 20, CAC, Section 1604(f) establishes efficiency standards that give the 
maximum flow rate of all new showerheads, lavatory and sink faucets, as specified in 
ANSI A112.18.1M-1979. 
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• Title 20, CAC, Section 1606(b) prohibits the sale of fixtures that do not comply with 
regulations. 

• Title 24, CAC, Section 2-5307(b) prohibits the installation of fixtures unless the 
manufacturer has certified compliance with the flow rate standards. 

• Title 24, CAC, Section 2-5352(i) and (j) address pipe insulation requirements that can 
reduce water used before hot water reaches fixtures. 

California Urban Water Management Plan 

The California Urban Water Management Planning Act requires every municipal water 
supplier that serves more than 3,000 customers or provides more than 3,000 acre-feet per year 
(af/yr) of water to prepare and adopt an Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP).  UWMPs 
must include estimates of past, current, and projected potable and recycled water use, identify 
conservation and reclamation measures currently in practice, describe alternative conservation 
measures, and provide an urban water shortage contingency plan.  UWMPs are required to be 
developed every five years to identify short- and long-term water demand so as to meet growing 
water demands during normal, dry, and multi-dry years.   

LADWP is the water supplier responsible for providing water within the City limits and 
ensuring that the quality of the water delivered meets applicable State health standards for 
drinking water.  Details of LADWP’s efforts to promote the efficient use and management of its 
water resources are contained in its Year 2005 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP).  
LADWP bases its water demand projections on historical trends in billing data, projections of 
water conservation, and projections of demographics provided by the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG).  The 2005 UWMP addresses existing and new state 
requirements, and discusses sustainability, climate change, water quality issues, and regional 
coordination efforts impacting the City’s water resources.186  In addition, the 2005 UWMP 
contains a revised demand forecast that has factored in the water demand for water supply 
assessments that have been prepared, as well as future demands.   

SB 610 and SB 221 

Additional State legislation, Senate Bill 221 (Kuehl) and Senate Bill 610 (Costa), 
expands upon the requirements of the California Urban Water Management Planning Act.  

                                                 
186  Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Urban Water Management Plan, Fiscal Year 2003-2004 Annual 

Update, 2004. 
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Senate Bill 610 (SB 610) recognizes the need to link water supply and land use planning as 
currently required by Section 10910 of the Water Code.  Under certain circumstances, a city or 
county is required to request, in conjunction with a development project, a water supply 
assessment containing specific information from the water service provider.   

SB 610 requires the water service provider to prepare a water supply assessment 
requested by a city or county for any “project” defined by Section 10912 of the Water Code that 
is subject to CEQA.  The bill prescribes a timeframe within which a public water system is 
required to submit the assessment to the city or county and authorizes the city or county to seek a 
writ of mandamus to compel the public water system to comply with the requirements relating to 
the submission of the assessment.  If the provider determines that water supplies are, or will be, 
insufficient, plans must be submitted for acquiring additional water supplies.  Additionally, the 
bill requires a city or county to include the water supply assessment and other pertinent 
information in any environmental document prepared (e.g., EIR) for the project pursuant to the 
act. 

Under SB 610, a water supply assessment must be evaluated and approved for larger 
projects (i.e., residential projects with more than 500 dwelling units, shopping centers employing 
more than 1,000 persons or having more than 500,000 square feet of floor space, or commercial 
office buildings employing more than 1,000 persons or having more than 250,000 square feet of 
floor space).  The approved water supply assessment, which evaluates the quality and reliability 
of existing and projected water supplies, as well as alternative sources of water supply and how 
they would be secured if needed, must be incorporated into the EIR for individual projects.  
Based on the quantity of development proposed, a water supply assessment for the Project was 
prepared and certified by LADWP. 

Similarly, Senate Bill 221 (SB 221), a companion bill to SB 610, modifies state law (i.e., 
the Government Code, Subdivision Map Act and the Business and Professions Code) to focus on 
the link between water supply and land use planning.  SB 221 requires “written verification” of 
water availability for large subdivision projects.  While distinct from SB 610, it requires a similar 
demonstration of water availability.  LADWP, as a water service supplier, has incorporated the 
provisions of SB 221 and SB 610 into its water supply planning process.  The Project is subject 
to the requirements of both SB 221 and SB 610.  

(2)  Local Level 

The LADWP is the water purveyor serving the Project area.  In recent years, conservation 
has become an important element of managing the water supplies of Southern California.  To this 
end, LADWP has prepared a UWMP to promote efficient use and management of its water 
resources. 
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In addition to summarizing historic, present, and projected water demand and water 
supply sources, the City’s Plan outlines the strategies that will be used to meet the City’s current 
and future water needs, within the following categories: 

• Protect existing water supplies from contamination and clean up groundwater 
supplies; 

• Pursue cost-effective water conservation and recycling projects to increase supply 
reliability and offset increases in water demand due to growth; 

• Seek outside funding to offset capital investments needed to develop alternative 
supplies such as conservation and recycling projects and resource management 
programs; and 

• Maintain the structural integrity of the Los Angeles Aqueduct and in-City water 
distribution systems. 

In order to reduce the impact of potential supply deficiencies, the Los Angeles City 
Council has enacted ordinances mandating measures to reduce water consumption.  Ordinance 
Nos. 163,532 and 164,093, enacted in 1988, with subsequent amendments, require new buildings 
to install all low-flush toilets and urinals (maximum 1.5 gallons per flush) in order to obtain 
building permits.  Ordinance No. 163,532 also contained provisions requiring xeriphytic (low-
water consumption) landscaping.  This was superseded by Ordinance No. 170,978, which was 
approved by the City Council in April 1996 and has been in place since July 12, 1996.  
Ordinance No. 170,978 is a comprehensive landscape ordinance that applies to all projects 
except single-family dwellings that create 2,000 sq.ft. or more of non-permeable surface.  The 
Ordinance replaces the blanket requirement for xeriscape with “Water Management.”  Although 
a xeriscape point system chart is still used, it has been slightly augmented by increased choices 
as well as strengthened so that projects have to propose and document substantive water 
conserving features and techniques.  The measures described in the above-mentioned ordinances 
are considered baseline project permitting conditions.  

b.  Existing Conditions 

(1)  Water Capacity  

The water needs of the City of Los Angeles are served by the LADWP.  This public 
utility obtains its water supplies from three major sources:  (1) the Owens Valley and the Mono 
basin on the east side of the Sierra Nevada Mountains by way of the Los Angeles Aqueduct 
(LAA); (2) Northern California and Colorado River imports from the Metropolitan Water 
District of Southern California (MWD); and (3) local groundwater basins, including the San 
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Fernando, Sylmar, Central Coast and West Coast Basins.  In addition to these sources, some 
wastewater within the LADWP service area is reclaimed for reuse for irrigation, industrial use, 
and groundwater recharge.   

In 2005, water consumption by the nearly four million residents of the City totaled 
approximately 661,000 acre-feet per year.187  LADWP projects citywide water use to increase to 
800,000 acre-feet by the year 2020.188  Currently, residential consumers account for the largest 
share of water usage at 414,636 acre-feet (72%), followed by commercial and government 
facilities at 147,793 acre-feet (25%), and industrial facilities at 21,319 acre-feet (3%).189   

During the 1980s, per person water use had averaged more than 180 gallons per day per 
person.  As a result of drought, wet weather, and economic recession, from 1991 to 1995, per 
capita water use decreased to about 145 gallons per day per person.  The average per capita use 
is currently 135 gallons per day per person.  The overall decline in water use from the 1980s to 
current conditions is attributed to long-term water conservation measures implemented by the 
City.  The LADWP has invested more than $164 million in conservation programs since 1991.190  

LADWP’s 2005 UWMP is providing for future growth in population in its service area 
and for an increasing demand for water.  The City-wide growth rate was assumed in the 2005 
UWMP.  LADWP determined future service reliability in average, single dry-year, and multi-
year drought conditions, and has projected that under the three conditions water supply through 
2030 will be reliable and adequate to meet expected demands.  In a dry-weather year, water 
demands are anticipated to be approximately five percent greater than normal demands.  The 
average year water supplies in 2030 is estimated by LADWP at approximately 897,200 acre feet, 
while 2030 dry year supplies are anticipated to be 934,200 acre feet.191 The plan for meeting the 
increasing demand for water relies on continued conservation measures, increased use of 
recycled water as well as reliance on the three primary sources of water: the Los Angeles 
Aqueduct, local groundwater and water purchases from the MWD. 

                                                 
187  An acre-foot equals approximately 326,000 gallons, which serves the water needs of approximately five people 

annually in the City of Los Angeles. 
188  www.ladwp.com. 
189  LADWP 2005 Urban Water Management Plan. 
190 Ibid. 
191  Ibid. 
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(2)  Water Infrastructure 

LADWP’s water distribution system provides for more than 7,200 miles of pipe and 
approximately 680,000 service connections throughout its 465-square-mile service area.  It also 
provides for 59,000 fire hydrants across the City.  

There is neither existing demand nor existing water service on the five parcels that are 
currently being used for parking.  The five parcels are located adjacent to existing water main 
lines in the surrounding streets. 

Parcel Q is bounded by two, 12-inch water mains to the northwest along Upper Grand 
Avenue, an 8-inch water main to the northeast along First Street, a 12-inch water main to the 
southeast along Olive Street, and a 12-inch water main to the southwest along Second Street. 

Parcels W-1 and W-2 are bounded by a 12-inch water main to the northwest along Olive 
Street, an 8-inch water line to the northeast along First Street, and two 12-inch water lines to the 
southeast along Hill Street. 

Parcel L is bounded by a 6-inch water line to the northeast along Second Street, a 12-inch 
water main to the northwest along Hope Street, a 12-inch water main to the southwest along 
General Thaddeus Kosciuszko (GTK) Way and an eight-inch and 12- inch water line to the 
southeast along Lower Grand Avenue.  Parcel M-2 is bounded to the northeast by a 12-inch 
water line in GTK Way, a 12-inch water main to the northwest along Hope Street, and an eight-
inch and 12-inch main to the southeast along Lower Grand Avenue. 

The Civic Center Mall is bounded by a 12-inch water main along Grand Avenue to the 
northwest, a water main which varies from eight- to 12-inches along Temple Street to the 
northeast, 12- and 20-inch water mains in Spring Street to the southeast, an eight-inch water 
main to the southeast in Broadway, an eight-inch water main to the southeast in Main Street, and 
an eight-inch water main to the southwest along First Street.  There is irrigation service totaling 
approximately 58,400 gallons per minute (gpm) for the Civic Center Mall.  There is no irrigation 
service for landscaping along the Grand Avenue Corridor. 

The eight-acre portion of the Civic Center Mall bounded by Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street contains a water feature and a small coffee shop.  As the water feature recirculates its 
water, there is no recurring demand attributable to this element of the Civic Center Mall, whereas 
the small coffee shop has four sinks and one toilet.  The plumbing fixtures within the coffee shop 
use approximately 1,200 gallons of water per day.  In addition, the eight-acre park area of the 
Civic Center Mall includes approximately 2.75 acres of landscaping.  Irrigation associated with 
the landscaping uses approximately 9,845 gallons per day (gpd) of water.  The four-acre Court of 
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Flags that is located within the Civic Center Mall contains a landscaped area of approximately 
1.5 acres that uses approximately 5,370 gpd for irrigation.  Given the above, the Civic Center 
Mall generates an overall water demand of 16,415 gpd.  

City water mains are designed to meet fire flow requirements established by the Fire 
Department according to land use, as set forth in the Fire Code of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code, Section 57.09.06. Please refer to Section IV.I, Fire Services, for additional information 
regarding the Project’s fire flow requirements as they relate to LAFD’s fire suppression 
capabilities. 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

The LADWP has provided a forecast of the proposed Project’s potable water demand as 
part of the water supply assessment prepared for the Project.  The following analysis 
incorporates this forecast, as well as data from the technical report prepared by Psomas, to 
determine the potential impacts of the Project on water supply.  As such, the following analysis 
is based on the anticipated increase in water demand resulting from Project implementation, 
relative to the City’s existing water supply capacity and water distribution system.  Water supply 
consumption calculations were determined using sewer generation rates provided by the City of 
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  The technical report utilized historic water usage as the 
baseline for conclusions regarding anticipated demand. 

For the purpose of this analysis, it is assumed that the Project comprises three 
components: the built structures proposed for the five parcels, the Grand Avenue streetscape, and 
the Civic Park.  To determine consumption estimates for the built structures, factors from the Los 
Angeles Bureau of Engineering were multiplied by the Project’s land uses provided in the 
Project Description, according to the proposed square footage for commercial, retail and office 
uses; the number of hotel rooms; the number of residential dwelling units; or Project facilities, as 
appropriate.  To determine consumption estimates for the streetscape, it is anticipated that 
associated improvements would involve approximately one acre of landscaping.192   

Based on the current Conceptual Plan, the Civic Park would include both greenscape and 
hardscape areas.  As a final design for the Civic Park has not been completed, this analysis takes 
a conservative approach to forecasting anticipated water demand generated by the Civic Park by 
                                                 
192  Assumption based on a 10-foot wide planting strip located on the east and west sides of Grand Avenue as part of 

the streetscape program. 
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assuming that the park would be composed of approximately 14 acres of greenscape and two 
acres of hardscape, within which a 10,000-square foot restaurant and public restroom facilities 
would be located.  Furthermore, it is anticipated that the final park design would include more 
than two acres of hardscape areas.  As such, the park’s actual water demand would be less than 
that analyzed in this Draft EIR.  Therefore, the analysis presented herein reflects a conservative 
estimate of the water demand attributable to the Civic Park. 

The Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park divides the park into three major areas.  With 
regard to restrooms, it is assumed that there would be one restroom facility in each of the three 
areas of the park.  Each of the three facilities would consist of 14 toilets and 8 sinks, for an 
overall total of 42 toilets and 24 sinks in the park.   

In addition, it is reasonable to assume that event pavilions and food-related kiosks could 
locate within the park after Project operation has begun.  In cases of special use occasions in 
which event pavilions would be utilized, it is anticipated that portable toilets would be provided 
specifically for each event by a private vendor and removed thereafter, should additional 
restroom facilities beyond those currently provided be warranted.  As such, the event pavilions 
would not generate a water demand in excess of what is analyzed below.  It is also assumed that 
no cooking would occur on site and therefore no water associated with the food kiosks would be 
required.   

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998), 
the proposed Project would have a significant impact on water supply if:  

• The public water system’s total projected water supplies available during normal, 
single dry and multiple dry water years during the current 20-year projection would 
not meet the projected water demand associated with the proposed Project, as well as 
all other future uses, including agricultural and manufacturing uses.  

• The estimated water demand for the Project would exceed the available capacity 
within the distribution infrastructure that would serve the Project site. 

• The construction of a new or upgraded water distribution infrastructure would result 
in substantial obstruction of vehicle and/or pedestrian access. 
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c.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction  

Water would be used in the short-term during construction for demolition, excavation, 
grading, dust suppression, the mixing and pouring of concrete, and other construction-related 
activities. Water usage for such purposes would, however, be intermittent throughout 
construction and temporary in nature, and would not exceed that of the completed development.  
As such, demolition and construction activities would require minimal water and demand is not 
anticipated to have any adverse impact on the available water supply or the existing water 
distribution system.  Therefore, no significant impact to water supply is anticipated to occur 
during construction of the Project with County Office Building Option. 

The water distribution system for the Project with County Office Building Option would 
likely require new connections to the existing water mains.  The precise size and locations of the 
services would be developed once final site plans for the Project with County Office Building 
Option have been developed.    

Construction involving connections to the water mains could involve trenching, 
backfilling, and repaving of the affected roadways.  Such construction could result in temporary 
street lane and sidewalk closures in the immediate area of the Project site.  Public detour routes 
would be established, as necessary, to divert pedestrians and traffic from the affected street 
segments.  These detours would be temporary and limited in nature.  Nonetheless, such 
construction associated with modifications to the water supply system would be considered a 
secondary impact, as it may obstruct pedestrian and vehicle access to the site.  The analysis of 
Project impacts on traffic and circulation includes a discussion of construction impacts, and 
recommends a Traffic Management Plan as a mitigation measure.  With incorporation of this 
mitigation, short-term impacts on pedestrian and traffic access would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

(i)  Water Use and Supply 

Development of the Project site would result in a long-term water demand for operational 
and maintenance uses associated with the Project with County Office Building Option.  
Specifically, domestic water would be required for residential units, offices, restaurants, hotel 
uses, restrooms, health club locker rooms, and landscaping.  The operation of uses proposed for 
the Project with County Office Building Option is estimated to have a net average potable water 



IV.J.1. Water Supply 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 706 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

demand of 844,403 gpd at build out, with the maximum net demand of  1,435,484 gpd.  Table 82 
on page 707 presents a breakdown of proposed land uses and their corresponding estimated 
water demands for both average daily consumption and peak rates.  As shown, the average daily 
water demand is generated in large part by the residential uses, as well as commercial office uses 
and outdoor water use.   

The water infrastructure is believed to be adequate to provide for the increase in domestic 
and irrigation water demand and pressure, as determined by the Water Engineering & Technical 
Services business Unit of LADWP.193  As such, new water mainline construction associated with 
domestic and irrigation water demand is not anticipated.  New domestic water and irrigation 
meters would be provided, with new water connections to the existing LADWP water mains 
adjacent to the parcels as discussed above.   

Compliance with state laws with regard to water conservation, including relevant 
provisions of Title 20 and Title 24 of the California Government Code, would result in a 
reduction of water consumption estimates at build out, and in turn, a reduction of the demand on 
City supplies. 

LADWP has concluded in its Water Supply Assessment dated April 13, 2006 (see 
Appendix G of this EIR) that it would be able to meet the water demands of the proposed Project 
with County Office Building Option and of existing and other future uses over the 20-year 
horizon described in SB 610 and SB 221, during single year and multiple dry years.  Therefore, 
the total estimated water demand for the Project at build out would not exceed available supplies, 
nor would the estimated water demand for the Project exceed the available capacity within the 
distribution infrastructure that would serve the Project site.  Given the above, implementation of 
the Project with County Office Building Option would result in a less than significant impact on 
water supply.   

(ii)  Fire Flow 

Fire flow is the quantity of water available or needed for fire protection in a given area, 
and is considered an important factor in fire suppression activities.  Fire flow is normally 
measured both in gallons per minute (gpm) and duration of flow.  The quantity of water 
necessary for fire protection varies with the type of development, life hazard, occupancy, and the  
 

                                                 
193  Meeting with LADWP and Ferrain Farsai, December 7, 2005. 
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Table 82 
 

Anticipated Water Demand – Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption Rate 

(GPD) a Total (GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b Total (GPD) 

PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 
Commercial       

Hotelc 225 room 130 35,750 221 60,775 
Hotel Meeting 15,000 square feet 800 12,000 1,360 20,400 
Retail 307,000 square feet 80 24,560 136 41,752 
Restaurantd 92,000 square feet 900 82,800 1,530 140,760 
Health club 50,000 square feet 800 40,000 1,360 68,000 
Office 681,000 square feet 180 122,580 306 208,386
Subtotal    317,690  540,073 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  88,953  151,220
Total Commercial   406,643  691,293 

Residential       
1 bedroom 1,211 dwelling unit 120 145,320 204 247,044 
2 bedroom 719 dwelling unit 160 115,040 272 195,568 
3 bedroom 130 dwelling unit 200 26,000 340 44,200
Subtotal    286,360  486,812 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  51,545  87,626
Total Residential   337,905  574,438 

Parkinge 1,636 ksf 20 32,720 34 55,624
TOTAL - PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 777,268   1,321,355 

Streetscape  1 acres 3,650 3,650 8,030 8,030 

Park       
Landscaped Areasf 14 acres 3,650 34,685 6,205 58,964 
Restaurant d 10,000 square feet 900 9,000 1,530 15,300 
Restrooms g 198 fixture units 100 19,800 170 33,660
Total Park    63,485  107,924 

Total – Proposed Project with County Office Building Option 844,403   1,435,484 
  
a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  Consumption 

rates for commercial uses other than hotel rooms are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  (See 
Appendix 2, Table A2.1 for rate table)  

b Water consumption factors multiplied by  the standard LADWP maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
 Subsequent to the issuance of LADWP's Water Supply Assessment, the number of hotel rooms was increased from 225 to 275 

rooms.  This increase of 50 rooms represents a corresponding increase in water demand that would account for 0.8% of the total 
overall water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option.  This increase is considered negligible and does not 
change the conclusions reached by the Water Supply Assessment.   

d Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat. 
e 325 square feet per parking space. 
f The 14 acres of landscaped areas within the park would generate a total water demand of 51,000 gpd and 86,870 gpd under 

average and peak day conditions, respectively.  Thus, the water demand for the landscaped areas that are  shown in the table are 
not of the Civic Center Mall’s existing water demand of 16,415 gpd under an average day.  Applying the 1.7 parking factor to this 
total yields a peak day water demand for the existing Civic Center Mall of 27,906 gpd. 

g Based on approximately 42 toilets and 24 sinks for new public restrooms in each of the three areas of the park.   
 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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degree of fire hazard.194  Based on these factors, the Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) 
(requires flows ranging from 2,000 gpm from three adjacent fire hydrants flowing 
simultaneously in low-density residential areas to 12,000 gpm available to any city block in 
high-density commercial or industrial areas.  High-density areas (i.e., high density commercial, 
principal business districts), in which simultaneous fires might occur, may require an additional 
2,000 to 8,000 gpm above these standards.195  Though 4,000 gpm from four adjacent hydrants is 
generally required for high density residential and commercial uses, the LAFD has determined 
fire flow required for the Project to be 12,000 gpm from eight fire hydrants flowing 
simultaneously.  A minimum residual water pressure of 20 pounds per square inch (psi) is 
required to remain in the water system while the necessary gpm is flowing in order to be 
considered adequate by Fire Code standards.196  As such, the Project would comply with LAFD 
specifications to satisfy fire flow requirements.  

Based on LAFD fire flow requirements as well as pressure flow reports from the 
LADWP, no upgrades to the existing water system serving Parcels Q, M-2, and the Civic Park 
would be required.  However, while the water lines serving Parcels W-1/W-2 and Parcel L each 
yield above the required 12,000 gpm for hydrant flow, Second Street would require fire 
coverage.  As such, the installation of new water lines would be required along Second Street, 
from Olive Street to Hill Street to serve Parcels W-1/W-2, and from Hope Street to Lower Grand 
Avenue to serve Parcel L.  New fire water meters would be provided with the new water 
connections to the existing LADWP water mains.  Additional fire hydrants beyond those 
currently existing would also be necessary to satisfy fire suppression requirements.  Laterals for 
fire hydrants or sprinkler service would be installed per LAFD specifications.  Given the above, 
impacts associated with fire flow would be less than significant. 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option  

In addition to the Project with County Office Building Option as proposed, an optional 
development scenario has been defined.  The Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option provides for an additional 600 residential units in lieu of the 681,000 square feet of 
commercial office space proposed by the Project with County Office Building Option.  All other 
components of the proposed Project are the same under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option. 

                                                 
194   Letter from Douglas Barry, Assistant Fire Marshal, LAFD Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety, 

December 19, 2005. 
195  Fire Code of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, Section 57.09.06. 
196 Ibid. 
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(a)  Construction 

For the purpose of analysis, it is anticipated that while the design of the residential 
structures may be markedly different than that of the offices under the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option, overall the quantity of new construction (i.e., total square 
footage) would be substantially similar.  As such, it is anticipated that the same amount and type 
of construction would occur and, subsequently, that similar short-term impacts would result.  
Such impacts, as in the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, would be less 
than significant, as water consumption associated with construction activities is not anticipated to 
cause a measurable increase in demand.   

Similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, construction of the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option with regard to modifications to the water 
conveyance system would be considered a secondary impact of the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, as it would obstruct vehicle and pedestrian access to the site.  
Incorporation of the mitigation measure discussed above regarding the implementation of a 
Traffic Management Plan would reduce impacts on traffic and pedestrian access to a less than 
significant level, as is the case with the proposed Project.   

(b)  Operation 

(i)  Water Use and Supply 

The difference in long-term water demand generated by the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, when compared to the Project with County Office Building 
Option, results from the difference in water consumption associated with the addition of 600 
residential units in lieu of 681,000 square feet of office development.  As shown in Table 83 on 
page 710, the operation of uses under this scenario is anticipated to have  a net average potable 
water demand of 786,881 gpd at buildout, with a net peak demand of 1,337,696 gpd.  Under the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option, the Grand Avenue streetscape and the 
Civic Park would generate respective water demands equivalent to that of the Project with 
County Office Building Option. 

Comparing the two development options, residential uses under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would consume 97,940 gpd more than the 
residential uses under the Project.  However, the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
commercial uses would utilize 156,902 more gpd than the commercial uses under the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option.  Overall, the total water demand of the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option represents a seven percent reduction  
 



IV.J.1. Water Supply 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 710 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Table 83 
 

Anticipated Water Demand – Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption Rate 

(GPD) a Total (GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b Total (GPD) 

PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 
Commercial       

Hotelc 275 room 130 35,750 221 60,775 
Hotel meeting 15,000 square feet 800 12,000 1,360 20,400 
Retail 307,000 square feet 80 24,560 136 41,752 
Restaurant d 92,000 square feet 900 82,800 1,530 140,760 
Health club 50,000 square feet 800 40,000 1,360 68,000 
Office 0 square feet 180       0     . 306       0     .
Subtotal    195,110  331,687 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  54,631   92,872
Total Commercial   249,741   424,559 

Residential      
1 bedroom 1,565 dwelling unit 120 187,800 204 319,260 
2 bedroom 936 dwelling unit 160 149,760 272 254,592 
3 bedroom 159 dwelling unit 200 31,800 340 54,060
Subtotal    369,360  627,912 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  66,485  113,024
Total Residential   435,845  740,936 

Parking e 1,708 ksf 20 34,160 34 58,072
TOTAL - PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 719,746   1,223,567 

Streetscape 1 acres 3,650 3,650 8,030 8,030 

Park       
Landscaped Areas f 14 acres 3,650 34,685 6,205 58,964 
Restaurant a  10,000 square feet 900 9,000 1,530 15,300 
Restrooms g 198 fixture units 100 19,800 170 33,660
Total Park    63,485  107,924

Total – Project with Additional Residential Development Option 786,881   1,337,696 
  
a  Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  Consumption 

rates for commercial uses other than hotel rooms are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  (See 
Appendix 2, Table A2.1 for rate table)  

b   Water consumption factors multiplied by  the standard LADWP maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
 Subsequent to the issuance of LADWP's Water Supply Assessment, the number of hotel rooms was increased from 225 to 275 

rooms.  This increase of 50 rooms represents a corresponding increase in water demand that would account for 0.8% of the 
total overall water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option.  This increase is considered negligible and 
does not change the conclusions reached by the Water Supply Assessment.   

d  Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat. 
e  325 square feet per parking space. 
f The 14 acres of landscaped areas within the park would generate a total water demand of 51,000 gpd and 86,870 gpd under 

average and peak day conditions, respectively.  Thus, the water demand for the landscaped areas that are  shown in the table 
are not of the Civic Center Mall’s existing water demand of 16,415 gpd under an average day.  Applying the 1.7 parking 
factor to this total yields a peak day water demand for the existing Civic Center Mall of 27,906 gpd. 

g Based on approximately 42 toilets and 24 sinks for new public restrooms in each of the three areas of the park.   
 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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when compared to that of the Project with County Office Building Option.  Thus, impacts on 
water service for the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be less than 
those of the Project.  As the total estimated water demand for the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would neither exceed available supplies nor exceed available 
capacity within the distribution infrastructure and the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would consume less water, it is concluded that the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would also neither exceed available supplies during normal, 
single dry, and multiple dry water years during a 20-year horizon nor exceed available capacity 
within the distribution infrastructure.  As such, impacts under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would be less than significant.  

(ii)  Fire Flow 

Given that the Project would comply with LAFD specifications to satisfy fire flow 
requirements, and the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would produce a 
smaller demand, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would also comply 
with LAFD specifications for fire flow.  As such, it is not anticipated that an expansion of the 
existing system or site-specific fire suppression improvements beyond that required for the 
Project with County Office Building Option would be necessary under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  However, new fire water meters would be 
provided with new water connections to the existing LADWP water mains, and it is anticipated 
that additional fire hydrants beyond those currently existing would also be necessary to satisfy 
fire suppression requirements.  Laterals for fire hydrants or sprinkler service would be installed 
per LAFD specifications.  Given the above, as in the case of the Project with County Office 
Building Option, impacts associated with fire flow for the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would be less than significant. 

4.  CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Section III.B of the Draft EIR identifies the related projects that are anticipated to be 
developed within the vicinity of the Project site.   

As demonstrated above, the Project with Additional Residential Option would generate a 
water demand that is seven percent less than that of the Project with County Office Building 
Office.  Therefore, the Project with Additional Residential Option in conjunction with the related 
projects would cumulatively consume less water than the Project with County Office Building 
Option plus related projects.  As impacts on water supply are directly related to the quantity of 
water consumed or available in terms of live flow, this analysis focuses on the cumulative 
impacts of the Project with County Office Building Option in conjunction with the related 
projects.  This approach is taken since this analysis would identify cumulative impacts that are 
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greater than those that would result from the combination of the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option and the identified related projects.  As the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would generate a water demand that is less but 
similar to the Project with County Office Building Option, it is conservatively concluded that the 
cumulative impacts of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option are the same 
as those analyzed below. 

The water demand of the related projects, in conjunction with the Project with County 
Office Building Option, is shown in Table 84 on page 713.  These related projects would 
cumulatively contribute, in conjunction with the Project with County Office Building Option, to 
the water demand in the Project area.  The Project with County Office Building Option plus 
related projects would yield a total demand of approximately 7.7 million gpd, with a peak 
demand of  13.1 million gpd.  Related projects are anticipated to be developed in compliance 
with State and water conservation regulations and within the build-out scenario of the 
Community Plans and the City of Los Angeles General Plan elements.  As such, impacts 
associated with cumulative water demand would be less than significant.    

As discussed earlier in Subsection 2.a., Regulatory Framework, LADWP, as a public 
water service provider, is required to prepare and periodically update an UWMP to plan and 
provide for water supplies to serve existing and projected demands.  The UWMP prepared by 
LADWP accounts for existing development within the City as well as projected growth 
anticipated to occur through redevelopment of existing uses and the development of new uses.  
LADWP’s 2005 UWMP concludes that adequate water supplies are available.   

As previously discussed, a Water Supply Assessment was prepared by LADWP for the 
Project.  The assessment concludes that adequate water supplies would be available to meet the 
potable water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with 
Additional Residential Development (See Appendix G of this Draft EIR).  Given that the UWMP 
plans and provides for water supplies to serve existing and projected needs, including those of 
future growth and development as may occur through the related projects, and that the 
requirements of SB 610 and SB 221 provide means to ensure that the water supply needs of 
notable development projects have been carefully considered relative to LADWP’s ability to 
adequately meet future needs, it is anticipated that LADWP would be able to supply the demands 
of the Project with County Office Building Option and related projects through the foreseeable 
future and no significant impacts related to water demand are anticipated. 
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Table 84 
 

Forecast of Cumulative Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 2,577,350 square feet 80 206,188 136 350,520
Office 11,677,301 square feet 180 2,101,914 306 3,573,254
Supermarket/Grocery 107,000 square feet 80 8,560 136 14,552
Restaurant/Bar c 400,097 square feet 900 360,087 1,530 612,148
Hotel 2,550 rooms 130 331,500 221 563,550
Theater  12,200 seats 4 48,800 6.8 82,960
Total Commercial   3,057,049  5,196,984

Residential d    
Apartments 7,770 d.u. 160 1,243,200 272 2,113,440
Condominiums 9,414 d.u. 160 1,506,240 272 2,560,608
Live/Work Lofts 578 d.u. 80 46,240 136 78,608
Total Residential   2,795,680  4,752,656

Schools    
Kindergarten 380 students 8 3,040 13.6 5,168
Primary School 380 students 8 3,040 13.6 5,168
High School 6,019 students 12 72,228 20.4 122,788
Performing Arts School e 128,000 square feet 80 10,240 136 17,408
Total School   88,548  150,532

Child Care 45 children 8 360 13.6 612
Community Facilities    

Community Building 132,000 square feet 80 10,560 136 17,952
Museums 100,700 square feet 20 2,014 34 3,424
Library 12,500 square feet 80 1,000 136 1,700
Performing Arts Hall 37,500 square feet 80 3,000 136 5,100
Other 14,100 square feet 80 1,128 136 1,918
Total Community Facilities   17,702  30,093

Medical/Health Offices 84,075 square feet 250 21,019 425 35,732
Municipal/Civic Facilities    

Metro Jail 512 beds 85 43,520 144.5 73,984
Offices  2,940 employees 4 11,760 6.8 19,992
Courthouse with support 
offices, satellite library f 1,016,000 square feet 150 152,400 255 259,080
Total Municipal Facilities   207,680  353,056

Parking 11,516 stalls 20 227,320 34 386,444
Warehouse 640,000 square feet 20 12,800 34 21,760
Park  457380 square feet 1 457,380 1.7 777,546
       
Total - Related Projects    6,885,538 11,705,415
Proposed Project    844,403 1,435,484
Total Cumulative Water Demand   7,729,941 13,140,899
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Table 84 (Continued) 
 

Forecast of Cumulative Water Demand 
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Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

  
a Calculations are based on rates provided by City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. Development expressed in 

square footage is shown in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet.  
b Factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat. 
d Gpd for apartments and condominiums assumes a conservative average of two bedrooms per unit.  
e Assumes 2,000 square feet for each of 64 classrooms. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The proposed Project would have a significant impact with regard to the availability of 
water lines along Second Street with regard to Parcels W-1/W-2 and L.  All other water-related 
impacts are less than significant.  As such, a mitigation measure has been identified to address 
the one significant impact.  In addition, a series of regulatory measures are identified that would 
result in reducing the water demand attributable to the Project. 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure J.1-1: Prior to initial occupancy of the buildings within Parcels L 
and W-1/W-2, Related shall install new water lines along Second Street, from 
Olive Street to Hill Street to serve Parcels W-1/W-2, and from Hope Street to 
Lower Grand Avenue to serve Parcel L.  The City’s Building and Safety 
Department shall review and approve all plans related to these new water 
lines.  Related shall be responsible for the implementation of these 
improvements. 

a.  Construction 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.1-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements, shall call DIG-ALERT to identify and mark on the 
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ground surface the locations of existing underground utilities.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-2:  Prior to the start off each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall perform potholing of existing water and gas mains 
to verify the depth of cover.  If the depth of cover over the lines is shallow and 
the total street pavement section is thick (around 24 inches), then the 
temporary cover over the lines during construction may be reduced to 12 
inches or less.  Under these circumstances, protective measures shall be 
implemented to prevent damage or breakage of the lines during the pavement 
sub-grade preparation process  Notices of service interruption, if necessary, 
shall be provided to customers in accordance with DWP-Water and ACG 
requirements.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-3:  Prior to issuance of building permits for each construction 
phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels, shall pay the 
appropriate fees as may be imposed by the City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department.  A percentage of 
building permit fees is contributed to the fire hydrant fund, which provides for 
citywide fire protection improvements.  Compliance with this measure shall 
be determined by the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-4:  Prior the issuance of building permits for each construction 
phase, Related, with regard to the five development parcels and the 
responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park Plan under the 
applicable agreements, shall coordinate with the Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power to conduct a flow test to confirm that the existing water 
system meets fire flow requirements imposed by the LAFD for the Project.  
Related, with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park Plan under the applicable 
agreements, shall undertake and complete required improvements as identified 
by the LADWP, based on the findings of the flow test.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
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five development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic 
Park. 

b.  Operations 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.1-5:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, shall incorporate Phase I of the City of Los Angeles’ 
Emergency Water Conservation Plan into all privately operated parcels.  The 
Plan prohibits hose watering of driveways and associated walkways, mandates 
decorative fountains to use recycled water, mandates drinking water in 
restaurants to be served upon request only, and provides that water leaks are 
repaired in a timely manner.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, 
or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 
with this measure. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-6:  During Project operations, incorporate Los Angeles County 
water conservation policies into the operation of the Civic Park, and the 
County Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the County office 
building option.  The responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic 
Park under the applicable agreements, and the County with regard to the 
County Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the County office 
building option, shall be responsible for implementing this measure.  The 
implementation of this measure shall be subject to the review and approval of 
the County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works. 

Regulatory Measure J.1-7:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements and the 
County Office Building operator shall comply with any additional mandatory 
water use restrictions imposed as a result of drought conditions.  The City’s 
Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 
department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 
five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the Civic Park.  

Regulatory Measure J.1-8:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
install automatic sprinkler systems to irrigate landscaping during morning 
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hours or during the evening to reduce water losses from evaporation, and 
sprinklers shall be reset to water less often in cooler months and during the 
rainfall season so that water is not wasted by excessive landscape irrigation.  
The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 
agency or department, shall determine compliance with this measure with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

6.  LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

The total estimated water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option or 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option at build out is not expected to 
exceed available supplies during normal, single dry and multiple dry water years during a 20-
year horizon, nor is it anticipated to exceed the available capacity within the distribution 
infrastructure that would serve the Project site.  Other than connections from the Project site to 
the water mains and the installation of new water lines along Second Street, the construction of a 
new or upgraded distribution and conveyance infrastructure would not be required.  With 
incorporation of mitigation measures discussed above, impacts to water supply associated with 
implementation of the Project would be less than significant. 
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
J.  UTILITIES 

2.  WASTEWATER 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section addresses the potential impacts of the proposed Project on local and regional 
wastewater facilities and infrastructure.  The Project’s consistency with adopted wastewater 
plans and policies is also addressed.  The analysis estimates and compares the expected demand 
for service to the capacity of the existing collection, conveyance, and treatment facilities.  The 
information contained herein is based on a technical report prepared by Psomas, dated June 
5, 2006, and is included as Appendix G of this Draft EIR.   

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LADPW), Bureau of Sanitation, 
is the wastewater collection and treatment agency serving the Project site, and regulates the 
acceptance of wastewater into the collection system. 

In 1990, City Ordinance No. 166,060 (also known as the Sewer Allocation Ordinance) 
was adopted, which established regulations for projects that discharge into the Hyperion 
Treatment System (HTS).  The ordinance established an annual sewage allotment of five million 
gallons per day (gpd), of which 34.5 percent (1,725,000 gpd) is allocated for priority projects, 
8 percent (400,000 gpd) for public benefit projects, and 57.5 percent (2,875,000 gpd, with a 
monthly allotment of at least 239,583 gpd) for non-priority projects (of which 65 percent of this 
allocation is for residential projects and 35 percent to non-residential projects).  

Before the Department of Building and Safety formally accepts a set of plans and 
specifications for a project for plan check, the LADPW must first determine if there is allotted 
sewer capacity available for the project.  The LADPW will not make such a determination until 
the Department of Building and Safety has determined that the proposed Project’s plans and 
specifications are acceptable for plan check.  If the LADPW determines that there is allotted 
sewer capacity available for the project, then the Department of Building and Safety will accept 
the plans and specifications for plan check upon the payment of plan check fees.  If a project is 
eligible to receive an allocation as a non-priority project, and the monthly allotment has been 
used, then the project is placed on a waiting list for the next month’s allocation.  At the request 
of the project applicant, the Department of Building and Safety will accept the project’s plans 
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and specifications as acceptable for plan check even if the project has been placed on the waiting 
list and a sewer permit has not yet been obtained from LADPW, with the understanding that the 
project will not be able to connect to the City’s wastewater system until capacity is available and 
a sewer permit issued. 

City Ordinance No. 171,036, effective June 3, 1996, changed the rate structure for new 
and expanded development to be based upon the strength of the wastewater flow in addition to 
its volume.  The determination of wastewater strength for each applicable project is based upon 
City guidelines for average wastewater concentrations of two parameters, biological oxygen 
demand and suspended solids, for each type of land use. 

As the Project site is currently used for parking, there is no sewer demand or service on 
any of the five parcels comprising the site, nor is there sewer demand for the existing Grand 
Avenue streetscape.  The eight-acre portion for the existing Civic Center Mall bounded by Grand 
Avenue and Hill Street contains a small coffee shop.  The plumbing fixtures within this coffee 
shop, which comprises four sinks and one toilet, generates approximately 1,200 gallons of 
wastewater per day.   

The Project site is adjacent to existing public sanitary sewer mains in the streets.  Parcel 
Q is bounded by a 12-inch main to the northwest along Upper Grand Avenue, a main to the 
northeast along First Street that increases from eight inches to ten inches, and a 12-inch main to 
the southeast along Olive Street. 

Parcels W-1/W-2 are bounded by a 12-inch main to the northwest along Olive Street, a 
10-inch line to the northeast along First Street, a 12-inch line to the southwest along Second 
Street, and eight-inch and 12-inch lines to the southeast along Hill Street. 

Parcel L is bounded by a 12-inch line to the southwest of General Thaddeus Kosciuszko 
(GTK) Way and an eight-inch line to the southeast along Lower Grand Avenue.  Parcel M-2 is 
bounded to the northeast by a 12-inch line in GTK Way and to the southeast by a 15-inch line in 
Lower Grand Avenue.  The Civic Mall is bounded by an eight-inch sanitary sewer main along 
Temple Street to the northeast, a 12-inch sanitary sewer main to the southeast in Hill Street, and 
eight-inch and 15-inch sanitary sewer mains to the southwest along First Street.   

Wastewater treatment would be provided by the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP), which 
is located near the coastline at the southern end of Playa Del Rey, directly south of the Los 
Angeles International Airport (LAX).  The HTP has been improved to ensure capacity for the 
incremental increase in wastewater resulting from anticipated growth in the City of Los Angeles.  
Currently, the HTP treats more than 340 million gallons per day (mgd) and has an ultimate 
capacity of 450 mgd.  The HTP treats wastewater from nearly the entire City of Los Angeles, as 
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well as surrounding cities including Beverly Hills, Burbank, Culver City, El Segundo, Glendale, 
San Fernando, and Santa Monica, and portions of unincorporated Los Angeles County. 

3. PROJECT IMPACTS 

a.  Methodology 

Wastewater generation estimates were developed for long-term operational use of the 
proposed Project to determine potential impacts of the respective Projects on wastewater 
treatment and conveyance facilities.  For the purpose of this analysis, it is assumed that the 
Project comprises three components: the built structures proposed for the five parcels, the Grand 
Avenue streetscape, and the Civic Park.   

To determine generation estimates for the built structures, factors from the Los Angeles 
Bureau of Engineering were multiplied by the Project’s land uses provided in the Project 
Description, according to the proposed square footage for commercial, retail and office uses; the 
number of hotel rooms; the number of residential dwelling units; or Project facilities, as 
appropriate.  To determine generation estimates for the streetscape, it is estimated that associated 
improvements would involve approximately one acre of landscaping.   

Discussions are underway with regard to the final design of the Civic Park.  As such, this 
analysis takes a conservative approach to forecasting anticipated sewer demand generated by the 
park.  Specifically, it is estimated that there would be one restroom facility in each of the three 
areas of the park.  Each of the three facilities would consist of 14 toilets and 8 sinks for an 
overall total of 42 toilets and 24 sinks in the park restrooms.  Furthermore, it is assumed that a 
full-service, 10,000-square-foot restaurant could locate within the Civic Park.   

It is anticipated that event pavilions and food-related kiosks could also locate within the 
park.  In cases of special use occasions in which event pavilions would be utilized, it is 
anticipated that portable toilets would be provided specifically for each event by a private vendor 
and removed thereafter, should additional restroom facilities be warranted beyond those 
anticipated to be provided.  As such, the event pavilions would not generate wastewater in excess 
of what is analyzed below.  It is also assumed that no cooking would occur on site, and therefore 
no wastewater would be generated by the kiosks.   

Given the above, sources of wastewater generated by the Civic Park would include the 
restrooms and a restaurant.  When a final design is implemented, it is anticipated that its 
attributes would be addressed by the analysis contained in this Draft EIR. 
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b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on the factors set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (1998), 
the proposed Project would have a significant impact on wastewater conveyance and treatment 
if: 

• The Project’s additional wastewater flows would substantially or incrementally 
exceed the future scheduled capacity of the Hyperion Treatment Plant. 

• The Project would cause a measurable increase in wastewater flows at a point where, 
and a time when, a sewer’s capacity is already constrained or that would cause a 
sewer’s capacity to become constrained. 

• The construction of new or upgraded wastewater distribution infrastructure would 
result in a substantial obstruction of vehicle and/or pedestrian access. 

c.  Project Design Features 

• The Related Companies shall comply with the procedural requirements of City 
ordinances regulating connections to the City sewer system (e.g., Ordinance 
No. 166,060). 

• All necessary on-site infrastructure improvements shall be constructed to meet the 
requirements of the City’s Department of Building and Safety. 

• The Related Companies shall comply with the applicable provisions of City 
Ordinance No. 162,532, which provides for the reduction of water consumption 
levels, which in turn restricts wastewater flows.  Water saving devices to be installed 
shall include low flow toilets and plumbing fixtures that prevent water loss. 

d.  Impact Analysis 

(1)  Proposed Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction 

During construction of the Project with County Office Building Option, a negligible 
amount of wastewater would be generated by construction personnel.  It is anticipated that 
portable toilets would be provided and maintained by a private, contracted vendor during the 
construction phase of the Project, and that the vendor would dispose of waste off-site.  Therefore, 
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wastewater generation from construction activities is not anticipated to cause a measurable 
increase in wastewater flows at a point where, and a time when, a sewer’s capacity is already 
constrained or that would cause a sewer’s capacity to become constrained.  Additionally, 
construction is not anticipated to generate wastewater flows that would substantially or 
incrementally exceed the future scheduled capacity of the HTP.  Therefore, no significant impact 
to wastewater service is anticipated to occur during the construction phases of the Project with 
County Office Building Option.   

Construction involving connections to the sewer mains adjacent to each development 
parcel could involve trenching, backfilling, and repaving of the affected roadways.  Such 
construction could result in temporary street lane and sidewalk closures in the immediate area of 
the Project.  Public detour routes would be established, as necessary, to divert traffic and 
pedestrians from the affected street segments.  These detours would be temporary and limited in 
nature.  Nonetheless, construction associated with modifications to the wastewater conveyance 
system would be considered a secondary impact, as it may obstruct vehicle and pedestrian access 
to the Project site.  The analysis of Project impacts on traffic and circulation includes a 
discussion of construction impacts, and recommends a Traffic Management Plan as a mitigation 
measure.  With incorporation of this mitigation, short-term impacts on traffic and pedestrian 
access would be less than significant. Given the above, construction impacts to the local 
wastewater conveyance and treatment system would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

Development of the proposed Project with County Office Building Option would result in 
a long-term sewer service demand for operational uses of the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  Sewer service demand would originate predominantly from commercial uses, 
including offices, restaurants, and health club locker rooms, as well as from residential uses.  
Table 85 on page 723 presents a breakdown of the proposed land uses of the Project with County 
Office Building Option and their corresponding estimated sewer flow calculations.  As shown, 
based on the proposed land use mix, the Project with County Office Building Option at build out 
would generate a net total of approximately 631,650 gpd of wastewater, with a net peak rate of 
1,073,805 gpd.   

In addition to the commercial and residential uses proposed, it is anticipated that 
approximately three sets of public restrooms would be constructed within the Civic Park that 
would include roughly 198 fixtures, yielding an approximate total wastewater generation of 
19,800 gpd.  As discussed above in Section 3.a., Methodology, should additional restroom 
facilities be warranted in cases of special use occasions, it is anticipated that portable toilets 
would be provided specifically for each such event and removed thereafter.  Additionally, it is 
considered a reasonable assumption that a restaurant of approximately 10,000 square feet could 
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Table 85 
 

Anticipated Sewer Demand 
Proposed Project with County Office Building Option 

 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily 
Average 

Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

PARCELS Q, L, M-2, W-1/W-2       
Commercial       

Hotel 275 room 130 35,750 221 60,775 
Hotel meeting 15,000 square feet 800 12,000 1,360 20,400 
Retail 307,000 square feet 80 24,560 136 41,752 
Restaurant c 92,000 square feet 900 82,800 1,530 140,760
Health club 50,000 square feet 800 40,000 1,360 68,000 
Office 681,000 square feet 180 122,580 306 208,386

Total Commercial   317,690  540,073 
Residential      

1 bedroom 1,211 dwelling unit 120 145,320 204 247,044
2 bedroom 719 dwelling unit 160 115,040 272 195,568
3 bedroom 130 dwelling unit 200 26,000 340 44,200

Total Residential   286,360  486,812
TOTAL - PARCELS Q, L, M-2, W-1/W-2   604,050  1,026,885

PARK       
Restrooms 198 d fixtures 100 19,800 170 33,660 
Restaurant c 10,000 square feet 900 7,800 1,530 13,260

TOTAL - PARK    28,800  48,900 

TOTAL - PROJECT WITH COUNTY OFFICE BULDING OPTION 631,650  1,073,805
  
a Calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power (LADWP). 

Consumption rates for commercial uses other than hotel rooms are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of 
floor area. 

b Factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat net of existing sewage 

generation within the park. 
d Based on approximately 42 toilets and 24 sinks for new public restrooms in each of the three areas of the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006 

locate within the Civic Park.  It is anticipated that the restaurant would have a wastewater 
discharge of approximately 9,000 gpd. 

Based on the locations of existing sewer main lines, it is anticipated that Parcels Q and 
W-1/W-2 would connect to the existing 12-inch sewer main in Olive Street.  Parcel L is 
anticipated to connect to the eight-inch sewer main in Grand Avenue.  Parcel M-2 is anticipated 
to connect to the 15-inch sewer main in Grand Avenue.  The improvements proposed for the 
streetscape along Grand Avenue would not create land uses or facilities that would generate 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 723 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 



IV.J.2. Wastewater 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 724 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

wastewater; therefore, no connections would be warranted.  The Civic Park is anticipated to 
connect to the existing 12-inch sewer main in Hill Street.   

According to the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, a sewer’s capacity is 
considered constrained if the depth of flow is equal to or greater than three-quarters of the 
sewer’s diameter.  Table 86 on page 725 compares the capacities of each of the existing lines to 
the proposed generated demand by the Project with County Office Building Option.  As shown, 
sufficient remaining capacity is available on all respective lines for each of the Parcels and the 
Civic Park.  Therefore, the demand for sewer services would be adequately met by existing 
infrastructure. 

With the exception of the new sewer connections that would tie in to the existing sewer 
main lines, as discussed in subsection 3.d(1), Construction, above, no upgrades to the existing 
infrastructure are anticipated.  The new sewer connections would provide wastewater 
conveyance for the land uses proposed under the Project with County Office Building Option.  
With the inclusion of the sewer line tie-ins, the sewer infrastructure is concluded to be adequate 
to provide for the increase in wastewater service demand.  Through compliance with City 
permitting processes, a sewer availability study would be prepared, as necessary, to confirm that 
there is sufficient remaining capacity in the local sewer lines that would service the Project site.  
In addition, to ensure that wastewater service demand is met, regulatory measures are identified 
below. 

Regional wastewater facilities are at least partially funded through the collection of fees.  
The Sewerage Facilities Charge is collected by the City of Los Angeles from owners/developers 
of new land uses within the City.  The Related Companies would be required to pay the 
Sewerage Facilities Charge for the proposed Project.  In addition, all projects served by the HTP 
are subject to the Sewer Allocation Ordinance, which limits additional discharge according to a 
pre-established percentage rate.  As previously discussed, before the Department of Building and 
Safety may formally accept a set of plans and specifications for a project, the LADPW is 
required to determine if there is available sewer capacity available for the project.  By complying 
with the provisions of the Sewer Allocation Ordinance, this wastewater generation would not 
substantially or incrementally exceed the future scheduled capacity of the HTP.  In addition, the 
Project with County Office Building Option would not cause a measurable increase in 
wastewater flows at a point where, and a time when, a sewer’s capacity is already constrained or 
would cause a sewer’s capacity to become constrained.  Therefore, implementation of the Project 
with County Office Building Option would result in a less than significant impact. 
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Table 86 
 

Proposed Pipe Size Capacity Calculations For Project 
with County Office Building Option 

 

Parcel c

Existing 
Line 

Diameter 
(inches) 

Pipe Slope 
(FT/FT) 

Allowable
Capacity 

(cfs) a

Allowable 
Capacity 
(gpd) a

Proposed|
Demand 
(gpd) b

Existing 
Demand 
(gpd) e

Remaining
Capacity 

(gpd) 

Total 
Capacityg

(%) 
Q 12 0.013 1.59 1,027,600 240,210 240,000 547,400 23% 

W-1/W-2 12 0.013 1.59 1,027,600 225,900 240,000 561,700 23% 
L 8 0.01 0.60 390,400 68,970 100,000 221,400 22% 

M-2 15 0.01 3.23 2,087,600 68,970 100,000 1,918,600 4% 
         

Parcel 

Existing 
Line 

Diameter 
(inches) 

Pipe 
Slope 

(FT/FT) 

Allowable
Capacity 

(cfs) a

Allowable 
Capacity 
(gpd) a

Proposed
Demand 
(gpd) b

Reduction 
in Capacity 

(%) f   
Park 12 (Hill) 0.036 2.93 1,893,708 28,800 1.5   

 10 (Broadway) 0.048 6.59 4,259,228 28,800 0.7   
         
  
a  Allowable Capacity is equal to 1/2 the ultimate capacity of the pipe. 
b Generation factors from the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. 
c Parcels L and M-2 require equal sewer demand and would connect to sewer main in Grand Avenue. Parcels Q & W-1/W-2 to 

connect to sewer main in Olive Street. 
d Assumes 59% are 1-bedrooms, 36% are 2-bedrooms, and 5% are 3-bedrooms, similar to Project for Parcels W-1/W-2. 
e Existing Demand from Belel Tamimi, Bureau of Sanitation / Wastewater Engineering Service Division on Jan 24, 2006. 
f Reduction in Capacity is equal to Proposed Demand divided by Allowable Capacity. 
g City of Los Angeles standard allows a capacity to 50% full. 
 
Source: Psomas, Inc., 2006 

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

In addition to the Project with County Office Building Option as proposed, an optional 
residential development scenario has been defined.  The Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option provides for an additional 600 residential units in lieu of the 681,000 
square feet of commercial office space proposed by the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  All other components of the proposed Project with County Office Building Option are 
the same under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option. 

(a)  Construction 

For the purpose of analysis, it is anticipated that while the design of the residential 
structures may be markedly different than that of the offices proposed under the proposed Project 
with County Office Building Option, the overall quantity of new construction (i.e., total square 
footage) would be substantially similar.  As such, it is anticipated that the same amount of 
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construction would occur and, subsequently, that similar short-term impacts would result.  Such 
impacts, as also the case with the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, would 
be less than significant, as wastewater generation from construction activities is not anticipated 
to cause a measurable increase in wastewater flows at a point where, and a time when, a sewer’s 
capacity is already constrained or that would cause a sewer’s capacity to become constrained.  
Additionally, as is the case with the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, 
construction is not anticipated to generate wastewater flows that would substantially or 
incrementally exceed the future scheduled capacity of the HTP.   

Similar to the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, construction of the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option with regard to modifications to the 
wastewater conveyance system would be considered a secondary impact, as it may obstruct 
vehicle and pedestrian access to the site.  Incorporation of the mitigation measure discussed 
above regarding the implementation of a Traffic Management Plan would reduce impacts on 
traffic and pedestrian access to a less than significant level, as is the case with the proposed 
Project with County Office Building Option.   

(b)  Operation 

As discussed earlier,  the difference in long-term sewer generation under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option when compared to the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option, results from the addition of 600 residential units, in lieu of 
681,000 square feet of office development.  All of the other land uses included as part of the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option would be developed under the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  As shown in Table 87 on page 727, the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option would discharge a total of approximately 
592,070 gpd, with a peak rate of 1,006,519 gpd.  Comparing the two development options, 
residential uses under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 
generate 83,000 gpd more than the residential uses under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  However, the commercial uses under the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would discharge 122,580 gpd less than the commercial uses included in the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  As stated earlier, the streetscape 
improvements along Grand Avenue would not include land uses or facilities that would generate 
wastewater.  Restrooms within the Civic Park would generate an equivalent amount of 
wastewater under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option as occurs under 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.   

Overall, the total generation of wastewater produced by the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option represents nearly seven percent less sewage generation than 
that of the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  Therefore, the wastewater 
produced by the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would have less of an 
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impact than the proposed Project with County Office Building Option and thus result in greater 
remaining capacity on the sewer lines serving Parcels W-1/W-2, as shown in Table 88 on page 
729.  Given the above, the impacts on sewer service for the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would be less than those of the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  As such, implementation of the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would, as with the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, result in a less 
than significant impact on wastewater collection, conveyance, and treatment facilities. 

Table 87 
 

Anticipated Sewer Demand 
Proposed Additional Residential Development Option 

 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

PARCELS Q, L, M-2, W-1/W-2       
Commercial       

Hotel 275 room 130 35,750 221 60,775 
Hotel meeting 15,000 square feet 800 12,000 1,360 20,400 
Retail 307,000 square feet 80 24,560 136 41,752 
Restaurant c 92,000 square feet 900 82,800 1,530 140,760 
Health club 50,000 square feet 800 40,000 1,360 68,000

Total Commercial   195,110  331,687 
Residential      

1 bedroom 1,565 dwelling unit 120 187,800 204 319,260 
2 bedroom 936 dwelling unit 160 149,760 272 254,592 
3 bedroom 159 dwelling unit 200 31,800 340 54,060

Total Residential   369,360  627,912 
TOTAL - PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 564,470  959,599 

PARK       
Restrooms d 198 fixtures 100 19,800 170 33,660
Restaurant c 10,000 square feet 900 7,800 1,530 13,260 

TOTAL - PARK    28,800  48,960 

TOTAL – PROJECT WITH ADDITIONAL 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OPTION   592,070  1,006,519
  
a Calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power (LADWP). 

Consumption rates for commercial uses other than hotel rooms are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of 
floor area. 

b Factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat net of existing sewage 

generation within the park. 
d Based on approximately 42 toilets and 24 sinks for new public restrooms in each of the three areas of the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006 
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4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS  

Section III.B of the Draft EIR identifies the related projects that are anticipated to be 
developed within the vicinity of the Project site.   

As demonstrated above, the Project with Additional Residential Option would generate 
nearly seven percent less wastewater than that of the proposed Project with County Office 
Building Option.  Therefore, the Project with Additional Residential Option in conjunction with 
the related projects would cumulatively generate less wastewater than the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option plus related projects.  As impacts on wastewater are directly 
related to the quantity of sewage flows, this analysis focuses on the cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option in conjunction with the related projects.  
This approach is taken since this analysis would identify cumulative impacts that are greater than 
those that would result from the combination of the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option and the identified related projects.  As the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would generate sewage flows that are less but similar to the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option, it is conservatively concluded that the 
cumulative impacts of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option are the same 
as those analyzed below. 

The wastewater anticipated to be discharged by the related projects along with the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option, is shown in Table 89 on page 730.  These 
related projects would cumulatively contribute, in conjunction with the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option, to the generation of wastewater in the Project area.   

As discussed earlier, the HTP treats more than 340 mgd and has an ultimate capacity of 
450 mgd.  Table 89 shows that the increase in wastewater associated with the related projects in 
addition to the Project is approximately 6.0 million gpd, which represents approximately 
1.3 percent of the HTP’s full capacity.  Each of the individual projects would be subject to the 
LADWP’s determination of whether there is allotted sewer capacity available prior to the formal 
acceptance of plans and specifications by the Department of Building and Safety.  Consequently, 
cumulative impacts to the local and regional sewer system under the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option or the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, 
in conjunction with the identified related projects, would be less than significant. 
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Table 88 
 

Proposed Pipe Size Capacity For Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option 

 

Parcel 

Existing Line 
Diameter 
(inches) 

Pipe 
Slope 

(FT/FT) 

Allowable 
Capacity 

(cfs) a

Allowable 
Capacity 
(gpd) a
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5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to wastewater 
service.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to address the 
Project’s less than significant impact. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.2-1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park shall comply with City ordinances limiting 
connections to the City sewer system, in accordance with City Bureau of 
Sanitation procedures.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 

Proposed 
Demand 
(gpd) b

Existing 
Demand 
(gpd) e

Remaining 
Capacity 

(gpd) 

Total 
Capacityg 

(%) 
Q 12 0.013 1.59 1,027,600 240,210 240,000 547,400 23% 
W-1/W-2 d 12 0.013 1.59 1,027,600 186,320 240,000 601,300 21% 
L 8 0.01 0.60 390,400 68,970 100,000 221,400 22% 
M-2 15 0.01 3.23 2,087,600 68,970 100,000 1,918,600 4% 
         

Parcel 

Existing Line 
Diameter 
(inches) 

Pipe 
Slope 

(FT/FT) 

Allowable 
Capacity 

(cfs) a

Allowable 
Capacity 
(gpd) a

Proposed 
Demand 
(gpd) b

Reduction 
in 

Capacity 
(%) f   

Park 12 (Hill) 0.036 2.93 1,893,708 28,800 1.5   
  10 (Broadway) 0.048 6.59 4,259,228 28,800 0.7   
         
  
a Allowable Capacity is equal to 1/2 the ultimate capacity of the pipe. 
b Generation factors from the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. 
c  Parcels L and M-2 require equal sewer demand and would connect to sewer main in Grand Avenue. Parcels Q & W-1/W-2 

to connect to sewer main in Olive Street. 
d Assumes 59% are 1-bedrooms, 36% are 2-bedrooms, and 5% are 3-bedrooms, similar to Project for Parcels W-1/W-2. 
e Existing Demand from Belel Tamimi, Bureau of Sanitation / Wastewater Engineering Service Division on Jan 24, 2006. 
f Reduction in Capacity is equal to Proposed Demand divided by Allowable Capacity. 
g City of Los Angeles standard allows a capacity to 50% full. 
 
Source: Psomas, Inc., 2006 
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Table 89 
 

Forecast of Cumulative Wastewater Generation 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily 
Average 

Rate (GPD) a

Total 
Average 
Sewer 

Demand 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Rate 

(GPD) b

Total Peak 
Sewer 

Demand 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 2,577,350 square feet 80 206,188 136 350,520 
Office 11,677,301 square feet 180 2,101,914 306 3,573,254 
Supermarket/Grocery 107,000 square feet 80 8,560 136 14,552 
Restaurant/Bar c 400,097 square feet 900 360,087 1530 612,148 
Hotel 2,550 rooms 130 331,500 221 563,550 
Theater  12,200 seats 4 48,800 6.8 82,960 

Total Commercial    3,057,049  5,196,984 
Residential d       

Apartments 7,770 d.u. 160 1,243,200 272 2,113,440 
Condominiums 9,414 d.u. 160 1,506,240 272 2,560,608 
Live/Work Lofts 578 d.u. 80 46,240 136 78,608 

Total Residential    2,795,680  4,752,656 
Schools       

Kindergarten 380 students 8 3,040 13.6 5,168 
Primary School 380 students 8 3,040 13.6 5,168 
High School 6,019 students 12 72,228 20.4 122,788 
Performing Arts School e 128,000 square feet 80 10,240 136 17,408 

Total School    88,548  150,532 
Child Care 45 children 8 360 13.6 612 
Community Facilities       

Community Building 132,000 square feet 80 10,560 136 17,952 
Museums 100,700 square feet 20 2,014 34 3,424 
Library 12,500 square feet 80 1,000 136 1,700 
Performing Arts Hall 37,500 square feet 80 3,000 136 5,100 
Other 14,100 square feet 80 1,128 136 1,918 

Total Community 
Facilities    17,702  30,093 
Medical/Health Offices 84,075 square feet 250 21,019 425 35,732 
Municipal/Civic Facilities       

Metro Jail 512 beds 85 43,520 144.5 73,984 
Offices  2,940 employees 4 11,760 6.8 19,992 
Courthouse with support 
offices, satellite library, 
and 150 parking spaces  1,016,000 square feet 150 152,400 255 259,080 

Total Municipal Facilities    207,680  353,056 
Warehouse 640,000 square feet 20 12,800 34 21,760 
Park  457,380 square feet 1 457,380 1.7 777,546 
       
Total - Related Projects    6,658,218  11,318,971 
Proposed Project With County Office Building Option  631,650  1,006,519 
Total Cumulative Wastewater Generation  7,289,868  12,325,490 
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Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily 
Average 

Rate (GPD) a

Total 
Average 
Sewer 

Demand 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Rate 

(GPD) b

Total Peak 
Sewer 

Demand 
(GPD) 

  
a Calculations are based on rates provided by City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. Development expressed 

in square footage is shown in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet.  
b Factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat. 
d Gpd for apartments and condominiums assumes a conservative average of two bedrooms per unit.  
e Assumes 2,000 square feet for each of 64 classrooms. 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

 

 this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall ensure compliance with this 
measure. 

Regulatory Measure J.2-2:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park Plan, shall prepare, and thereafter 
implement, building plan specifications for the installation of low-flow water 
fixtures and further encourage reduction of water consumption to minimize 
wastewater flow to the sewer system, in accordance with applicable water 
conservation requirements.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 
other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 
this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 
and/or Department of Public Works shall ensure compliance with this 
measure. 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

With the implementation of the recommended mitigation measures discussed above, any 
local deficiencies in sewer lines would be identified and remedied and wastewater generation 
rates would be reduced.  As such, less than significant impacts on wastewater conveyances or the 
capacity of the HTP would occur.   
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IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
J.  UTILITIES 

3.  SOLID WASTE 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This section addresses potential impacts of the proposed Project on solid waste facilities, 
service systems, and regulations.  This section describes the City and County solid waste 
collection services and disposal facilities that would serve the Project Site, as well as the 
regulatory measures intended to minimize the volume of solid waste requiring landfill disposal, 
such as relevant State legislation and City/County recycling programs.  This section also 
estimates the amount of solid waste generated daily by the proposed Project at buildout and 
evaluates the impacts of solid waste generation by the proposed Project on existing solid waste 
collection and disposal facilities that serve the City.   

2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

a.  Regulatory Setting 

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 and the California Solid Waste 
Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, as amended, identify programs local jurisdictions must 
implement to achieve specific solid waste disposal reduction goals and requires each 
development project to provide an adequate storage area for collection and removal of recyclable 
materials.   

The Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management Action Plan is a comprehensive solid 
waste management study and implements a regional approach to managing solid waste, 
incorporating source reduction, recycling, and composting programs along with public education 
awareness programs.  The Action Plan recognizes that landfills will remain an integral part of the 
County’s solid waste management system for the foreseeable future, providing for 15 years of 
disposal capacity on a countywide basis.  The Action Plan reaffirms the policy of managing solid 
waste in Los Angeles County through a reasonable balance of public and private operations and 
facilities, including a regional public/private landfill system.  This policy, combined with 
sufficient daily disposal capacity, relies on competitive market forces rather than government 
action to regulate waste flow. 



IV.J.3.  Solid Waste 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 733 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

The City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan (CiSWMPP) is the long-
range solid waste management policy plan for the City, while the Source Reduction and 
Recycling Element (SRRE) is the strategic action policy plan for diverting solid waste from 
landfills.  The objective of the CiSWMPP is to reduce at the source or recycle a minimum of 
50 percent of the City’s waste by 2000, or as soon as possible thereafter.  The CiSWMPP calls 
for the disposal of the remaining waste in local and possibly remote landfills.  The CiSWMPP 
establishes citywide diversion objectives of 70 percent by 2020.  The CiSWMPP provides 
direction for the solid waste management hierarchy and integrates into all facets of solid waste 
management planning.  It ensures that disposal practices do not conflict with diversion goals.  It 
also serves as an umbrella document for the City’s SRRE as well as other Citywide solid waste 
management planning activities.   

The following five goals of the CiSWMPP reflect the importance of source and materials 
recovery to the success of the plan and, therefore, the intent of the City to follow state 
regulations: 

• Maximum Waste Diversion:  The goal is to create an integrated solid waste 
management system that maximizes source reduction and materials recovery and 
minimizes waste requiring disposal. 

• Adequate Recycling Facility Development:  To expand the siting of facilities that 
enhance waste reduction, recycling, and composting throughout the City beyond the 
current limits of the zoning code in ways that are economically, socially, and 
politically acceptable. 

• Adequate Collection, Transfer, and Disposal of Mixed Solid Waste:  The City shall 
ensure that all mixed solid waste that cannot be reduced, recycled, or composted is 
collected, transferred, and disposed in a manner that minimizes adverse 
environmental impacts. 

• To develop an environmentally sound solid waste management system that protects 
public health and safety, protects natural resources, and utilizes the best available 
technology to accommodate the needs of the City. 

• The City shall operate a cost-effective integrated waste management system that 
emphasizes source reduction, recycling, reuse, and market development and is 
adequately financed to meet operational and maintenance needs. 

The General Plan Framework Element (Element) is a strategy for long-term growth that 
sets a Citywide context to guide the update of the community plans and citywide elements.  The 
Element responds to State and Federal mandates to plan for the future.  In planning for the 
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future, the City of Los Angeles uses population forecasts provided by the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG).  The Element addresses many programs the City has 
implemented to divert waste from disposal facilities.  These include source reduction programs 
such as home composting, recycling programs such as the Curbside Recycling Program, and 
composting programs.  The Element suggests that for these programs to succeed, the City should 
site businesses at appropriate locations within its borders that handle, process, and/or 
manufacture recyclable commodities to allow a full circle recycling system to develop.  It also 
discusses how Recycling Market Development Zones and other development zone areas should 
be utilized to bring these beneficial businesses into Los Angeles, and suggests that development 
and support of recyclable materials markets is one of the City’s challenges in the years ahead.  
The Element addresses the means for dealing with the solid waste remaining after diversion, for 
which the City will have a continuing need for solid waste transfer and disposal facilities.  It 
states that the capacity of the landfills located in Los Angeles is very limited, and that more 
transfer facilities will be needed to transfer waste from the collection vehicles and transport it to 
other, more remote landfill facilities.  The Element acknowledges that capacity must be provided 
for the waste collected by both City agencies and private collection companies and identifies 
several landfill disposal facilities that may be accessed by truck.  The Element also identifies 
other landfill disposal facilities that would require the City to ship its solid waste by train. 

Solid waste recycling within the City of Los Angeles is also addressed through provisions 
set forth in various sections of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) which were enacted 
under the City of Los Angeles Space Allocation Ordinance (Ordinance No. 171687, August 13, 
1997).  The Ordinance in addition to setting forth standards for the location and operating 
characteristics of recycling centers and processing facilities also sets forth the requirements for 
the inclusion of recycling areas within individual development projects. 

b.  Existing Conditions 

With respect to the Project site, most of the site currently serves as a paved surface 
parking lot in an urban and developed area of the City.  Under the existing use, solid waste is 
minimal. When the Project site is developed, demolition debris would consist primarily of 
asphalt paving.  Any hazardous debris materials would be classified and disposed of accordingly.  
Such debris is expected to be very limited, if it occurs at all.  

c.  Disposal Locations 

The great majority of municipal solid waste disposed of in Los Angeles County is 
disposed at Class III landfills (Municipal Solid Waste Landfills), which are facilities for non-
hazardous, household waste.  Unclassified (Inert) Landfills are defined as facilities that accept 
materials such as soil, concrete, asphalt, and other construction and demolition debris.  The City 
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of Los Angeles does not own or operate any landfill facilities.  As such, all solid waste generated 
within the City is disposed of at privately-owned landfill facilities. 

Remaining landfill capacity within facilities located within Los Angeles County are 
declining and as a result there continues to be a shortage of solid waste disposal capacity within 
Los Angeles County itself.  As a result, the solid waste disposal needs of the County are 
increasingly being met by landfill facilities located outside of Los Angeles County.  Based on 
data for 2003, over 20% of the County’s solid waste disposal needs were met by landfill facilities 
located outside of the County of Los Angeles.  Due to the difficulties of establishing new 
landfills or expanding existing landfills, it is forecasted that increasing amounts of the County’s 
solid waste disposal will occur at out-of-County landfills in the future.  In order to meet the solid 
waste disposal needs of Los Angeles County over the next 15 years, the amount of out-of-County 
disposal will need to increase three- to five-fold over current out-of-County disposal rates.  
Notwithstanding, as of January 2003, Sunshine Canyon Landfill received planning approval to 
operate a new, 55-million–ton capacity expansion within the City of Los Angeles.  On May 13, 
2003, the California Integrated Waste Management Board approved a permit for the initial phase 
of the expansion project that increases the disposal area by 84 acres with a new capacity of 7.53 
million tons. 

Available inert landfills include the following:  Azusa Land Reclamation, NU-Way Live 
Oak Landfill, Peck Road Gravel Pit and Reliance Pit #2.  According to the County’s 2003 
Annual Report, as of December 31, 2003, the total remaining permitted inert waste capacity in 
Los Angeles County was estimated to be approximately 69.94 million tons.  Based on the 
average 2003 disposal rate of 1.2 million tons per year, this capacity would be exhausted in 
approximately 60 years (i.e., around 2065).  Based on this data, it is concluded that there is no 
anticipated shortfall in disposal capacity for inert waste within the County. 

3. IMPACT ANALYSIS 

a.  Methodology 

The analysis of the impacts on solid waste disposal estimates the amount of solid waste 
that would be generated by the Project, and compares that amount to the available disposal 
capacity of the waste disposal facilities that serve the City of Los Angeles.  It also evaluates the 
Project’s capacity to comply with the City’s diversion and recycling goals.  The analysis 
addresses both the Project’s disposal of inert demolition materials (e.g., asphalt paving) during 
the construction phase, and the disposal of solid waste that would be generated during Project 
operations due to the Project’s residential and commercial uses as well as the Civic Park.  The 
estimates of solid waste generation are based on construction waste generation factors that are 
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prepared by EPA, and operations generation factors that are found in the CIWMB Solid Waste 
Characterization Database.   

b.  Thresholds of Significance 

Based on the criteria set forth in the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, the 
proposed Project would have a significant impact if: 

• The Project generates solid waste at a level that exceeds the available capacity of the 
existing and/or planned landfills. 

• The Project conflicts with diversion and recycling goals set forth in the City of Los 
Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan (CiSWMPP) and Source Reduction 
and Recycling Element (SRRE). 

c.  Project Impacts 

(1)  Project with County Office Building Option 

(a)  Construction 

Construction and demolition debris would be generated during the construction of the 
proposed Project.  As all five Development Parcels are currently paved with surface parking, 
construction debris would consist primarily of asphalt paving.  The installation of water and 
sewer lines would generate related construction debris.  However, as the Project site is 
essentially undeveloped, no structures of any note would be demolished during Project 
construction.  Solid waste associated with construction activities would be disposed of at an 
unclassified landfill accepting inert waste.   

The calculations of construction debris are based on an average of 4.02 pounds of 
construction debris per square foot of commercial construction and 4.38 pounds of construction 
debris per square foot of residential construction.199  Construction of the approximately 
1,360,000 square feet of commercial development under the Project with County Office Building 
Option would generate approximately 2,800 tons of construction debris.  It is estimated that the 
2,060 multifamily residential units under this Option would comprise approximately 2,240,000 
square feet, which has been used to assess the amount of solid waste that would be generated by 

                                                 
199  U.S. EPA, Report No. 530R98010, Characterization of Building-Related Construction and Demolition Debris in 

the United States, June 1998, page A-1. 
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construction of this portion of the Project.  Thus, construction of the residential component of the 
Project with County Office Building Option would generate approximately 5,000 tons of 
construction debris.  In addition, debris may be created due to removal of pavement material for 
the Civic Park and Grand Avenue Streetscape Plan.  Using, extremely conservative assumptions, 
it is estimated that up to 16 acres for the Civic Park and 2 acres for the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements would be affected to a depth of 6 inches.  If such a volume of pavement were 
removed, the waste generation at 1.6 tons per cubic yard would be approximately 23,300 tons.  
Construction of a potential restaurant within the Civic Park of 10,000 square feet would generate 
another 20 tons of debris.  Assuming that no construction debris would be recycled, construction 
of the Project with County Office Building Option would generate a total of roughly 31,120 tons 
of solid waste.  With implementation the City’s mandatory Construction and Demolition Debris 
Recycling Program, a minimum of 50 percent of the Project-generated construction waste would 
be diverted, and thus, not be disposed of at landfill facilities.  With the implementation of the 
City’s Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling Program, the total amount of construction 
debris disposed of at a landfill would be on the order of 15,560 tons. 

As described above, the total remaining permitted inert waste capacity in Los Angeles 
County is estimated to be approximately 69.94 million tons.  Based on the average 2003 disposal 
rate of 1.2 million tons per year, this capacity would be exhausted in approximately 60 years 
(i.e., around 2065).  Based on this data, it is concluded that there is no anticipated shortfall in 
disposal capacity for inert waste; and impacts of the Project with County Office Building Option 
on solid waste due to construction activities would be less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

Proposed Project operations would generate municipal solid waste from the variety of 
residential and commercial uses anticipated on the Project site, as well as activities within the 
Civic Park.  The estimated amount of solid waste that these uses would generate is based on solid 
waste disposal rates that are set forth in the CIWMB Solid Waste Characterization Database.  
The estimated amount of solid waste that would be disposed of during operations of the Project 
with County Office Building Option is presented in Table 90 on page 738.   

Residential waste disposal rates reflect the amount (tons) of solid waste disposal 
generated per dwelling unit on an annual basis.  The statewide waste disposal rate for 
multifamily residential units is 0.46 tons per unit per year.  As 2,060 units would be constructed, 
approximately 948 tons of solid waste that requires disposal at a landfill accepting municipal 
waste would be generated yearly by the residential portion of the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  Waste disposal rates for the business types anticipated to occur at the Project 
site are calculated according to the amount (tons) of waste that an employee generates on an 
annual basis that is anticipated to be disposed of at a landfill that accepts municipal waste.  Based 
on the amount and types of proposed development, the commercial component would require the 
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Table 90 
 

Anticipated Solid Waste – Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees b
Disposal Rate 

(tons/employee/year) a
Total 

(tons/year) 
Commercial      
Hotel  275 room 248 2.10 521 
Hotel Meeting Space 15,000 square feet 30 1.9 57 
Retail 307,000 square feet 614 0.30 184 
Restaurant  92,000 square feet 184 3.10 570 
Health club 50,000 square feet 100 0.90 90 
County Office Bldg 681,000 square feet 2,724 1.70 4,631
Total Commercial    6,053 
      
Residential 2,060 dwelling unit  0.46 948 
      
      
      
      
     
      
Park 16 acres 10 0.90 9 
Park Restaurant 10,000 square feet 20 3.10 62 
      
Total – Proposed Project    7,072 
  
a Disposal Waste rate calculations are based on CIWMB published units. 
b Derived from factors generated by PCR Services Corporation based on data presented in the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Manual. 
  
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

disposal of 6,053 tons of solid waste per year.  In addition, it is estimated that the uses within the 
Civic Park would generate approximately 9 tons of waste per year, based on a waste disposal 
factor for parks of 0.90 tons per employee per year, and an additional 62 tons per year 
attributable to the potential restaurant that may locate within the Civic Park.  Thus, the total of all 
operations would require the disposal of approximately 7,072 tons of solid waste per year.   

The City of Los Angeles currently does not own or operate any landfill facilities.  
Whereas in the past solid waste disposal occurred solely within landfills located in Los Angeles 
County, the trend in recent years is an increase in solid waste disposal at landfills located outside 
the County of Los Angeles.  For example, in 2003 approximately 20 percent of the solid waste 
generated within Los Angeles County was disposed of at landfill facilities located outside of Los 
Angeles County.200  Furthermore, the County of Los Angeles in its 2003 Annual Report to the 
                                                 
200  County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, 2003 Annual Report Presentation, page 11. 
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Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan (the “2003 Annual Report”), concludes 
that the use of out-of-County landfills will increase in the future given the difficulties associated 
with permitting new or expanded landfill facilities within the County itself.  As such, the proper 
current context within which to view the Project’s potential solid waste impacts is total disposal 
capacity which consists of landfills located within, as well as outside of, Los Angeles County. 

The Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, inclusive of its annual 
reports, serve as the primary planning documents for the County’s waste disposal needs, which 
includes solid waste generated throughout the City of Los Angeles.  The 2003 Annual Report 
(the most recent available report), forecasts conditions over a 15-year planning horizon.  With 
each subsequent Annual Report, the 15-year planning horizon is extended by one year, thereby 
providing sufficient lead time to address any future shortfalls in landfill capacity.  The 2003 
Annual Report clearly concludes that there is enough capacity within permitted solid waste 
facilities (i.e., landfills) to serve Los Angeles County through the 15-year planning period of 
2003–2018.  The 2003 Annual Report specifically states that “the County of Los Angeles will 
protect the health and safety of all residents in the County by ensuring that solid waste disposal 
service, an essential public service, is provided without interruption through the 15-year planning 
period and in the long term”. 

Furthermore, the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works and the County 
Integrated Waste Management Task Force submitted the first Five-Year Review Report for the 
Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan in June 2004 (the latest available report).  The 
Five-Year Review Report was approved by the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
in September 2004.  The February 2, 2004, transmittal letter for this report states that the 
“updated disposal capacity need analysis demonstrates that the County of Los Angeles meet the 
disposal capacity requirements of AB 939 by successfully permitting and developing all 
in-county landfill expansions, by more extensively utilizing out-of-County disposal capacity, and 
developing facilities utilizing conversion technologies to the extent technically feasible” 
(February 2, 2004, letter, page 1).  The Five-Year Review Report states that the “remaining 
landfill capacity and the rate of depletion of that capacity give an indication of the ability of 
jurisdictions in the County to meet the solid waste disposal needs of their residents and 
businesses, thereby protecting public health and safety and the environment” (Five-Year Review 
Report, page 63).  This report repeats the conclusion of the 2003 Annual Report that “the County 
continues to have adequate disposal capacity (i.e., greater than 15 years)” (Five-Year Review 
Report, page 65).  The Five-Year Review Report’s conclusions are based in part upon a survey 
of all cities within the County regarding their disposal rates and waste diversion programs.   

The maximum estimated increase in waste disposal from the Project with County Office 
Building Option, 7,072 tons per year, would constitute less than 0.001 percent of the 9.11 million 
tons of total solid waste (before diversion) generated within the City of Los Angeles annually 
and disposed of daily at major landfills in the region.  The amount of Project-related waste 
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disposed of at area landfills would be reduced through recycling and waste diversion programs 
implemented by the Project, per compliance with the City’s recycling and diversion goals.  
Mitigation measures are included below to ensure that support of related programs, and 
compliance with the City’s SRRE, CiSWMPP, the General Plan Framework Element and the 
Curbside Recycling Program would occur.  Waste generated by the Project would not exacerbate 
the existing shortfall of landfill capacity to the point of altering the projected timeline for 
landfills within the region to reach capacity.  The available capacity of the existing and/or 
planned landfills would not be exceeded and impacts on solid waste disposal from Project 
operations would be less than significant.  

(2)  Project with Additional Residential Development Option  

(a)  Construction 

Construction of the approximately 764,000 square feet of commercial development under 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate approximately 
1,600 tons of construction debris.  Development of the 2,660 multifamily residential units, with 
an estimate of 2,836,000 square feet, would generate approximately 6,200 tons of construction 
debris.  As is the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, debris associated 
with the removal of pavement material for the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape 
improvements, and a potential restaurant within the Civic Park is estimated to be 23,320 tons.  
Assuming that no construction debris would be recycled, construction of the Additional 
Residential Development Option would generate a total of roughly 31,120 tons of solid waste.  
With implementation of the City’s mandatory Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling 
Program, a minimum of 50 percent of the Project-generated construction waste would be 
diverted, and thus, not be disposed of at landfill facilities.  With the implementation of the City’s 
Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling Program, the actual total amount of construction 
debris disposed of at a landfill would be on the order of 15,560 tons.  This is the same as that 
associated with the Project with County Office Building Option; and the construction debris 
from the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would comprise an extremely 
small percentage of the remaining inert landfill capacity, which is expected to be available for 60 
years, based on 2003 average disposal rates.  Thus, impacts from construction debris would be 
less than significant. 

(b)  Operation 

The estimated solid waste disposal from the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option is shown in Table 91 on page 741.  As indicated, the 2,660 units that would 
be constructed would generate approximately 1,224 tons of solid waste that requires disposal at a 
landfill.  Based on the amount and types of proposed development, the commercial component 
under this Option would require the disposal of 1,422 tons of solid waste per year.  In addition, 
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Table 91 
 

Anticipated Solid Waste – Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees b
Disposal Rate 

(tons/employee/year) a Total (tons/year)
Commercial      
Hotel  275 room 248 2.10 521 
Hotel Meeting Space 15,000 square feet 30 1.9 57 
Retail 307,000 square feet 614 0.30 184 
Restaurant 92,000 square feet 184 3.10 570 
Health club 50,000 square feet 100 0.90 90
Total Commercial    1,422 
      
Residential 2,660 dwelling unit  0.46 1,224 
      
      
      
      
     
      
Park 16 acres 10 0.90 9 
Park Restaurant 10,000 square feet 20 3.10 62 
      
Total – Additional Residential Development Option   2,717 
  
a Disposal Waste rate calculations are based on CIWMB published units. 
b Derived from factors generated by PCR Services Corporation based on data presented in the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Manual, 6th Edition, 1997. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

there would be 9 tons per year associated with park uses, and an additional 62 tons per year with 
a potential restaurant within the Civic Park.  Thus, operations associated with the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would require the disposal of approximately 2,717 
tons of solid waste per year; 4,355 tons less than the Project with County Office Building Option.  
As is the case with that Option, impacts on solid waste due to operations of the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would be less than significant. 

4. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Development of the identified 93 related projects would generate solid waste during their 
respective construction periods, and on an on-going basis following the completion of 
construction.  
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The calculation of the construction debris from the residential related projects uses the 
same generation factor as used for the Project, 4.38 pounds per square foot, and assumes that the 
residential floor areas per unit would be similar to those of the Project.  Using these assumptions, 
the related residential projects would generate approximately 42,300 tons of construction debris.  
When added to the 5,000 tons of debris with the Project with County Office Building Option, the 
total is approximately 47,300 tons.  The construction debris from the non-residential related 
projects is assumed to generate the same amount of debris that was used to calculate the debris 
from the Project, 4.02 pounds per square foot.  It is estimated that the non-residential related 
projects would amount to approximately 26,500,000 square feet, and the total debris from their 
construction would be approximately 53,300 tons.  When combined with the non-residential 
construction debris of 26,120 tons with the Project with County Office Building Option, the total 
non-residential debris from construction is approximately 79,420 tons.  The total construction 
debris from residential and non-residential development would be approximately 127,000 tons, 
prior to recycling and diversion.  In comparison to a remaining inert landfill disposal capacity of 
69.94 million tons, cumulative construction debris, incorporating the conservative assumption 
that there is no recycling of construction wastes, constitutes 0.2 percent of the remaining inert 
landfill capacity.  With a 50% reduction in the amount entering inert landfills, the total would be 
63,500 tons, or 0.1 percent.  Based on this small percentage, and the expected 60 life expectancy 
of these landfills, cumulative impacts on inert landfill capacity are concluded to be less than 
significant. 

The estimated solid waste disposal resulting from the operations of the related projects, 
unto themselves as well as in conjunction with both Project Options, is shown in Table 92 on 
page 743.  As indicated, the total cumulative solid waste disposal is forecasted to be 
112,500 tons per year with the Project with County Office Building Option and 108,145 tons per 
year with the Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  These levels of 
cumulative annual solid waste generation represent approximately 1.2 percent of the total solid 
waste generated in Los Angeles County in 2003.  Based on these small percentages, and the 
County forecasts of 15 years of landfill availability, cumulative impacts on municipal landfill 
capacity are concluded to be less than significant.  

It is anticipated that the Project and the other related projects would not conflict with 
solid waste policies and objectives in the SRRE or its updates, the CiSWMPP, the General Plan 
Framework Element or the Curbside Recycling Program, including consideration of the land use-
specific waste diversion goals contained in Volume 4 of the SRRE, based on the programs in 
place to meet such diversion requirements.  Impacts to solid waste policies and objectives 
intended to help achieve the requirements of AB 939 from implementation of the Project and 
related projects would not be cumulatively significant. 
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Table 92 
 

Forecast of Cumulative Solid Waste Disposal 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees 

Disposal Rate 
(tons/employees/ 

year) 
Total 

(tons/year) 
Commercial      
Retail 2,577,350 square feet 5,155 0.3 1,547 
Office 11,677,301 square feet 46,709 1.7 79,405 
Supermarket/Grocery 107,000 square feet 214 2.9 621 
Restaurant/Bar 400,097 square feet 800 3.1 3,480 
Hotel 2,550 rooms 2,318 2.1 4,868 
Theater  12,200 seats 61 1.1 67 
Total Commercial     88,987 
      
      
      
      
      
Residential 17,762 d.u.  0.46 8,171 
      
Schools      
Kindergarten-High School 6779 square feet 521 0.8 417 
Performing Arts School a 128,000 square feet 128 0.8 102 
Total School     519 
      
Child Care 45 children 6 0.8 5 
      
Community Facilities 296,800 square feet 594 0.9 535 
      
Medical/Health Offices 84,075 square feet 336 1.5 504 
      
Municipal/Civic 
Facilities      
Metro Jail 512 beds 51 0.4 20 
Offices  2,940 employees 2,940 1.7 4,998 
Courthouse with support 
offices, satellite library, 
and 150 parking spaces b 1,016,000 square feet 2,032 0.4 813 
Total Municipal 
Facilities     5,831 
      
Parking 11,366 stalls 23 0.9 21 
      
Warehouse 640,000 square feet 422 1.9 802 
      
Park  457,380 square feet 60 0.9 54 
      
Total - Related Projects     105,428 
Proposed Project     7,072 
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Table 92 (Continued) 
 

Forecast of Cumulative Solid Waste Generation 
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Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees 

Disposal Rate 
(tons/employees/ 

year) 
Total 

(tons/year) 
Total Cumulative With Proposed Project    112,500 
      
Total - Related Projects     105,428 
Additional Residential Development Option    2,717 
Total Cumulative With Additional Residential 
Development Option   108,145 
  
a Assumes 2,000 square feet for each of 64 classrooms. 
b Information about the square footage of this project was not available. For the purpose of this analysis, it is 

assumed that the project has a similar intensity of use as an office use. As such, the square footage was 
calculated by integrating the number of trips generated by the project's use with the square footage generated 
by an office of comparable size. 

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

 

5. MITIGATION MEASURES 

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts with regard to solid waste 
service.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory measures have been identified to address the 
Project’s less than significant impact. 

Regulatory Measures 

Regulatory Measure J.3-1:  Prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for each 
construction phase, and thereafter during Project operations, Related, with 
regard to the five development parcels, shall comply with the provisions of 
City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 171687 with regard to all new structures 
constructed as part of the five development parcels.  The City’s Department of 
Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 
determine compliance with this measure.  

Regulatory Measure J.3-2:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of occupancy, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under 
the applicable agreements, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that 
designs all structures constructed or uses established within any part of the 
proposed Project site to be permanently equipped with clearly marked, 
durable, source sorted recyclable bins at all times to facilitate the separation 
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and deposit of recyclable materials.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and 
the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public 
Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic 
Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.3-3:  Prior to the issuance of each certificate of occupancy, 
Related, with regard to the five development parcels, and the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements, 
shall prepare, and thereafter implement, a plan that designs primary collection 
bins to facilitate mechanized collection of such recyclable wastes for transport 
to on- or off-site recycling facilities.  The City’s Department of Building and 
Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  
The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall determine 
compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.3-4:  During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five 
development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 
Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
continuously maintain in good order for the convenience of businesses, 
patrons, employees and park visitors clearly marked, durable and separate bins 
on the same lot, or parcel to facilitate the commingled recyclables and deposit 
of recyclable or commingled waste metal, cardboard, paper, glass, and plastic 
therein; maintain accessibility to such bins at all times, for collection of such 
wastes for transport to on- or off-site recycling plants; and require waste 
haulers to utilize local or regional material recovery facilities as feasible and 
appropriate.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with this 
measure with regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape 
Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall 
determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

Regulatory Measure J.3-5:  During each construction phase, Related, with regard to the 
five development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of 
the Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 
implement a demolition and construction debris recycling plan, with the 
explicit intent of requiring recycling during all phases of site preparation and 
building construction.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 
appropriate City agency or department, shall review and approve the plan with 
regard to the five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The 
County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works shall review and approve 
the plan with regard to the Civic Park.  



IV.J.3.  Solid Waste 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 746 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

6. LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

The analysis of potential solid waste impacts indicates that impacts of the Project would 
be less than significant.  Nonetheless, mitigation measures have been proposed to identify 
compliance with plans, programs and policies for recycling, waste reduction and waste diversion.  
In conclusion, the proposed Project would not cause the available capacity of the existing and/or 
planned landfills to be exceeded, and impacts due to construction and operations would be less 
than significant.  In addition, the Project would not conflict with solid waste policies and 
objectives in the SRRE or its updates, CiSWMPP, Framework Element or the Curbside 
Recycling Program, including consideration of the land use-specific waste diversion goals 
contained in Volume 4 of the SRRE.  Consequently, impacts relative to adopted solid waste 
diversion programs and policies would be less than significant.  Impacts of the Project with 
County Office Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
would be substantially similar. 
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V.  ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

 

A. INTRODUCTION  

The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6[a]) require an EIR to:  (1) describe a range 
of reasonable alternatives to the proposed project, or to the location of the project, which would 
feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen 
any of the significant effects of the project; and (2) evaluate the comparative merits of the 
alternatives.  The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6[b]) direct that the analysis of 
alternatives be limited to alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding 
or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives would 
impede to some degree the attainment of project objectives, or would be more costly.  

The selection and discussion of alternatives to the Project is intended to foster meaningful 
public participation and informed decision-making.  An EIR need not consider an alternative 
whose effect cannot be reasonably ascertained and whose implementation is remote or 
speculative.  The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6[e]) also require the analysis of a “No 
Project” alternative and the identification of an “Environmentally Superior Alternative.”  If the 
environmentally superior alternative is the No Project “A” Alternative, then the EIR is required 
to identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives. 

In addition, the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6[c]) require an EIR to identify 
any alternatives that were considered by the lead agency but were rejected as infeasible during 
the scoping process and briefly explain the reasons underlying the lead agency’s determination.  
Accordingly, alternatives that might avoid or substantially lessen Project impacts were 
considered.  Of the alternatives that were considered, five were selected for analysis. 

B. BASIC OBJECTIVES OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The following list identifies the basic objectives of the Project, pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 15124(b) of the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines.  The goal of the Grand Avenue Project as well as its priority objectives are set forth 
below and the Project objectives are presented in their entirety within Section II.B.  Project 
Description of this Draft EIR. 
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GOAL 

The ultimate goal of the Grand Avenue Project is to provide an economically viable, 
architecturally distinguished, community- oriented, mixed-use development with welcoming 
public open spaces that will create, define, and celebrate the Civic and Cultural Center as a 
regional destination in downtown Los Angeles. 

OBJECTIVES 

Priority Objectives 

• Create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by 
attracting both residents and visitors, day and night, through a mix of uses that are 
economically viable, that complement each other, and that add to those that already 
exist on Bunker Hill. 

• Implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of 
development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and landscape 
design, in order to create a pleasant living and working environment. 

•  Generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 million 
from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use these funds to improve and extend 
the existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public 
gathering place for the entire region.  

• Ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the project are affordable units for 
low-income residents.  

• Create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the Community 
Redevelopment Agency and the County. 

C. ALTERNATIVES SELECTED FOR THE ANALYSIS 

As required by the CEQA Guidelines, this section of the Draft EIR describes reasonable 
alternatives to the Project, and evaluates the environmental impacts associated with each 
alternative.  This section focuses on alternatives that potentially avoid or reduce the significant 
adverse impacts of the Project.  Five alternative development scenarios have been developed and 
analyzed to assess the ability of any of these alternatives to reduce the Project’s potentially 
significant impacts.  Based on comparative evaluations, estimations are made as to the 
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environmental impacts of each alternative in contrast with those of the Project and the extent to 
which each alternative attains the basic Project objectives.   

The Project’s two options, namely the County Office Building Option and the Additional 
Residential Development Option, previously described in Section II, Project Description, and in 
Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis, are development options, either of which could be 
implemented under the Project.  Since the Project options have been thoroughly evaluated 
throughout Section IV of the Draft EIR, these options are also considered as an alternative, 
although analyzed at a much greater degree of detail than what is required of an alternatives 
analysis per the CEQA Guidelines.  The Project alternatives selected for analysis are summarized 
in the following bullets, while tabular summary of the alternatives is presented in Table 93 on 
page 750.  A more detailed description of the alternatives is provided as part of the analysis of 
each alternative. 

• Alternative 1: No Project “A” – The Project site remains in its existing conditions. 

• Alternative 2: No Project “B” – Development on Parcels Q and W-2 would occur per 
the provisions of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement applicable to part of the 
Project site, while development on Parcels W-1, L, and M-2 would occur per current 
zoning.  Under the No Project “B” Alternative, the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program would be limited to only improvements along the frontage of Parcel Q, while 
no improvements to the existing Civic Center Mall would occur. 

• Alternative 3: Reduced Density Alternative – Development on the five parcels would 
be reduced by 25 percent, as would proposed building heights.  Improvements within 
the Civic Park as well as along the Grand Avenue streetscape program would be 
reduced commensurate with the reduced funding for Phase I that would be available 
from prepaid lease revenues. 

• Alternative 4: Alternative Design Alternative – Two components of the Project would 
be changed under this Alternative -- the Civic Park and the location of the towers on 
Parcels L and M-2.  Under this Alternative, the existing Civic Center Mall’s four 
character-defining features would remain as they exist today and in their current 
locations, or they would be retained and reused within the Civic Park in accordance 
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings.  Under this Alternative, the Project’s potential significant impact with 
regard to historic resources would not occur.  Also under this Alternative, the 
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Table 93 
 

Comparison of Alternatives 
 

 The Grand Avenue Project Alternatives 

Project Characteristics 
County Office 

Building Option 

Additional 
Residential 

Development 
Option 

1. 
No Project “A” 

2. 
No Project “B” 

3.  
Reduced Project 

4. 
Alternative Design 

5. 
Alternative  
Land Use 

Residential Units 2,060 units 2, 660 units 0 843 1,545 units 2,060 units 3,372 units 
Affordable Units 412 units 532 units 0 169 309 units 412 units 674 units 
Residential Floor Area 2,155,000 sq. ft 2,836,000 sq. ft 0 822,768 1,616,250 sq. ft. 2,155,000 sq. ft 3,565,000 sq. ft. 
Retail Floor Area 449,000 sq. ft. 449,000 sq. ft. 0 64,641 336,750 sq. ft. 449,000 sq. ft. 35,000 sq. ft. 
Hotel Rooms 275 rooms 275 rooms 0 0 206 hotel rooms 275 rooms 0 
Hotel Floor Area 315,000 sq. ft. 315,000 sq. ft. 0 0 236,250 sq. ft. 315,000 sq. ft. 0 
Office Floor Area 681,000 sq. ft. 0 0 1,565,792 510,750 sq. ft. 681,000 sq. ft. 0 
Total Commercial 1,445,000 sq. ft. 764,000 sq. ft. 0 1,630,433 1,083,750 sq. ft. 1,445,000 sq. ft. 35,000 sq. ft. 
Total Floor Area 3,600,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 sq. ft. 0 2,453,201 2,700,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 
Civic Mall Renovation and Expansion       
Area 16 acres 16 acres 0 acres 0 acres Up to 16 acres 16 acres 16 acres 
Description/Funding Conceptual 

Plan/Project generated 
funding of at least $50 
million, of which $46 

million would be 
generated by Phase 1 

Conceptual 
Plan/Project 

generated funding of 
at least $50 million 

of which $46 million 
would be generated 

by Phase 1 

No renovation or 
expansion 

No renovation or 
expansion 

Improvements would 
range from renovation 
of existing Civic Mall 
to no improvements 

across all or a portion 
of the 16-acre 

site/Project generated 
funding of $50 million 
of which $34.3 million 
would be generated by 

Phase 1 

Conceptual Plan with 
retention of 
contributing 

features/Project 
generated funding of at 

least $50 million of 
which $46 million 

would be generated by 
Phase 1 

Conceptual 
Plan/Project generated 
funding of at least $50 
million of which $49.4 

million would be 
generated by Phase 1 

Grand Avenue Streetscape Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would not be 
implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented only in 
front of Parcel Q. 

Scope of improvements 
reduced commensurate 
with available funding. 

Conceptual Plan would 
be implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 
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towers proposed for development on Parcels L and M-2 would be reversed, such that 
the tower proposed for the southeast corner of Parcels L and M-2 would be moved to 
the southwest corner, and the tower proposed for the northwest corner would be 
moved to the northeast corner  

• Alternative 5: Alternative Land Use Alternative – development on all five 
development parcels would be residential supported by a limited amount of retail 
development.  The Civic Park and Grand Avenue streetscape program under this 
Alternative are the same as the Project. 

D. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT REJECTED 

The State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6 states that an EIR shall consider a 
reasonable range of alternatives to the proposed project and that the EIR should briefly describe 
the rationale for selecting the alternatives to be discussed.  The reasons for rejecting alternatives 
from detailed consideration include the following:  (i) failure to feasibly meet most of the basic 
project objectives; (ii) infeasibility; or (iii) inability to avoid or significantly lessen significant 
environmental impacts. 

The analysis of alternatives started with an identification of alternatives to the Project that 
had the potential to reduce or eliminate the Project’s significant environmental impacts.  The 
alternatives identified were then evaluated to determine those alternatives that would be analyzed 
further within the Draft EIR as well as those alternatives that would be rejected from further 
review.  The alternative that was identified but subsequently rejected from further analysis was 
the Alternative Location Alternative. 

An EIR is not required to consider alternatives which are infeasible.  The development of 
the Project at an alternative location is not considered feasible since the nature of the Project is 
geographically specific to the Civic Center Mall, Grand Avenue, and the four remaining publicly 
owned and undeveloped Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project parcels.  Since the Project is 
comprised specifically of Civic Center Mall, Grand Avenue, and the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project parcels, the expansion and renovation of Civic Center Mall or the development of Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements between Fifth Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue in another 
location would be infeasible.  Also under CEQA, factors used to eliminate alternatives from 
detailed consideration include the failure to meet most of the Project’s objectives.  The relocation 
of the Project to another site would not meet most of the basic objectives of the Project and is, 
therefore, not evaluated as a Project alternative.  CEQA also provides that the analysis of an 
alternatives' location need only be considered if the alternative locations would avoid 
substantially lessen Project impacts.  The relocation of the Project to another location would not 
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substantially reduce the Project’s primary significant impacts relative to traffic, air quality, and 
noise; and would likely have a greater impact regarding land use compatibility, visual context 
and scale, since it is specific to a highly urbanized environment.   

Although an alternative location would eliminate potentially significant historical and specific 
view impacts, it would likely cause view impacts in an alternative location due to the size of the 
proposed buildings.  Therefore, the relocation of the Project to another location is not evaluated 
as a Project alternative. 

Another alternative that was considered and rejected included the development of 
institutional uses, such as schools and hospitals, in the remaining Bunker Hill Redevelopment 
Project parcels, Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2.  This alternative was rejected since it would 
have a substantial significant Land Use impact in relation to the implementation of the policies 
of adopted plans and policies, including housing policies of the General Plan Framework; 
policies of the Central City Community Plan to encourage a mix of uses which create a 24-hour 
downtown environment; policies of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan to provide convenient 
and efficient living accommodations for downtown employees and a range of housing types, 
including affordable housing; the polices of the existing Bunker Hill Design for Development 
which call for a mix of commercial and residential uses in these parcels; and policies of the 
Downtown Strategic Plan, which recognize the need to substantially increase the residential 
presence in the downtown community.  It would also not implement the jobs/housing balance 
goals of SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) or the goals of the RCPG to 
place high-density multi-family uses within urban centers in close proximity to transit and other 
multi-modal transportation opportunities.  This alternative would also not meet the basic 
objectives of the Project to provide a mixed-use development with a mix of  uses that are 
economically viable.  

E. ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY 

Alternatives 1 through 5 are evaluated in sequence below and are evaluated to a lesser 
degree of detail than that completed for the Project, but in sufficient detail to determine whether 
overall environmental impacts after mitigation would be greater, similar, or less than the 
corresponding impacts of the Project, and in sufficient detail to determine whether the Project’s 
basic objectives are substantially attained.  To determine the comparative impacts, the process 
described below has been followed: 

• An evaluation of the environmental impacts anticipated for each alternative in 
comparison to the Project with County Office Building Option or the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option, as explained below, including the ability 
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of each alternative to avoid or substantially lessen any significant environmental 
impacts associated with the Project with County Office Building Option or the 
Additional Residential Development Option.  Where the impacts of the alternative 
and the proposed Project would be roughly equivalent, the comparative impact is said 
to be “similar”; 

• If applicable, a description of the impacts of each alternative that are not impacts of 
the proposed Project; and 

• A statement of whether each alternative is feasible and meets the objectives of the 
proposed Project. 

The environmental topics for each alternative are compared individually to the Project 
option that represents the higher degree of impact.  For instance, since traffic impacts would be 
greater under the Project with County Office Building Option, the traffic impacts for each of the 
alternatives are compared to the Project with County Office Building Option.  In cases in which 
impacts would greater under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option (i.e., 
recreation and parks), the impact for each of the alternatives is compared to the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  In cases in which impacts would essentially be the 
same under both Project Options (i.e., fire services), each of the alternatives is compared to the 
Project with County Office Building Option, although the same comparison would be true for the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  The Project with County Office 
Building Option would generate impacts that would be greater than, or similar to, the Additional 
Residential Development Option in all environmental topics, with the exception of schools, 
recreation and parks, and libraries.  Further it should be noted that in order to provide a more 
stable description of the alternatives evaluated herein, each alternative assumes only one type of 
development option for Parcels W-1/W-2.  Thus, for Alternatives 3 and 4, the Project with 
County office Building Option is assumed for those two alternatives. 

F. EVALUATION OF THE ALTERNATIVES 

1.  Alternative 1:  No Project “A” 

a.  Introduction and Description of the No Project “A” Alternative 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 (e)(3)(B) states that the “No Project” alternative is “a 
circumstance under which a project does not proceed and may be considered “the environmental 
effects of the property remaining in its existing state.”  The No Project “A” Alternative assumes 
that the Project would not be developed and that the existing land uses within the Project Site 
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would remain as they are today (i.e., unchanged).  As a result, under Alternative 1, the 
streetscape improvements on Grand Avenue would not occur, improvement and expansion of the 
existing Civic Center Mall would not occur, and Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would remain 
as parking lots.  Thus, this Alternative would produce no change to the existing physical 
condition and use of the overall Project site.  The No Project “A” Alternative is compared to the 
Project as well as Alternatives 2 through 5 in Table 93 on page 750.  A summary of comparative 
impacts is presented at the end of the Alternatives analysis in Table 119 on page 848.   

b.  Analysis of Alternative 

(1)  Land Use 

(a)  Civic Park 

The No Project “A” Alternative assumes that no changes would occur to the Civic Center 
Mall.  Under this Alternative, the improvement and eastern extension to the existing Civic Center 
Mall would not occur.  As a result, the Conceptual Plan to develop a public plaza in the eastern 
section of the park, or a venue for local and regional activities, such as concerts, cultural 
festivals, art shows, marathons or other race events, would not occur.  Redevelopment of the 
western section of the Civic Center Mall to improve pedestrian access into the park from Grand 
Avenue would also not occur, and the alteration of the garage ramps and the widening of 
crosswalks to improve pedestrian access would also not occur.  The existing surface parking lot 
in the eastern section of the park would continue to operate as under existing conditions.  Land 
use impacts associated with the No Project “A” Alternative would be less than significant as no 
changes would occur under this Alternative.  However, since the existing surface parking lot in 
the eastern section of the Civic Center Mall is not consistent with existing land use plans, 
including the General Plan Framework and the Central City Community Plan, which call for 
open space, and the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan, which 
calls for the extension of the park to Los Angeles’ City Hall, the No Project “A” Alternative with 
regard to the Civic Park would be less environmentally advantageous in relation to land use 
plans and policies than the Project.   

(b)  Grand Avenue Streetscape 

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, the Grand Avenue streetscape program would not 
be implemented.  Conceptual streetscape improvements, including street trees and pedestrian 
lights, would not be added, and areas along Grand Avenue that are currently devoid of 
landscaping and visual interest would not be upgraded.  The No Project “A” Alternative would 
not promote Grand Avenue as a “cultural corridor” that would enhance public focus on the 
City’s cultural core, which is currently represented by the Walt Disney Concert Hall, Dorothy 
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Chandler Pavilion, Ahmanson Theater, Mark Taper Forum, the Colburn School of Performing 
Arts and MOCA.  The No Project “A” Alternative would not support or encourage greater 
pedestrian activity or support the vision of the City as a pedestrian-safe 24-hour city.  Although 
the No Project “A” Alternative would not generate any significant land use impacts, it would not 
support existing plans and policies to the same extent as the Project and thus, would be less 
environmentally advantageous than the Project in relation to existing land use plans and policies.  

(c)  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would not be developed within urban land uses under 
the No Project “A” Alternative and would continue to be used as public parking facilities.  The 
No Project “A” Alternative would not meet implement the Downtown Center designation of the 
General Plan Framework, nor the Framework’s housing policies nor development in centers and 
near transportation nodes.  The No Project “A” Alternative would not meet the objective of the 
Central City Community Plan to increase housing choices to downtown employees or to foster 
residential development that can accommodate a range of incomes.  The No Project “A” 
Alternative would not be consistent with the intent of the Bunker Hill Design for Development to 
redevelop under-utilized sites or provide high quality high-rise buildings at the crest of the Hill 
(Grand Avenue) in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area.  The No Project “A” 
Alternative would not be consistent with the policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan to foster 
public/private partnerships to bring activity generators, such as retail, entertainment, housing and 
support systems to downtown Los Angeles.  The No Project “A” Alternative would also not 
implement the goals of the City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework or SCAG’s Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) with regard to increasing the density of housing in jobs-
rich areas, in areas near public transit, and in areas needing recycling and redevelopment.  The 
No Project “A” Alternative would not increase the vibrancy of the downtown or the identity of 
downtown Los Angeles as a 24-hour city, since no new residents would be introduced to this 
predominantly commercial area.  The No Project “A” Alternative would be less compatible with 
surrounding land uses than the Project, since the existing surface parking lots strongly contrast 
with the existing surrounding high-rise, cultural, and architecturally noteworthy urban 
environment.  The No Project “A” Alternative would not support downtown visitors, since it 
would not provide entertainment or street front retail or restaurant uses.  The No Project “A” 
Alternative would avoid the Project with County Office Building Option’s significant impact 
associated with zoning compliance since no development would occur.  Although the No Project 
“A” Alternative would not generate any significant land use impacts and would avoid the 
Project’s potentially significant impact relative to zoning compliance, it would be less 
environmentally advantageous than the Project with County Office Building Option in relation to 
land use compatibility and implementation of existing land use plans and policies.   
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(2)  Transportation, Circulation, and Parking 

(a)  Construction 

No impacts associated with worker parking, haul trucks, temporary closures of streets, 
and closure of the Civic Mall parking structure ramps on Hill Street and Grand Avenue would 
occur.  Since the No Project “A” Alternative would not generate any construction traffic impacts, 
it would entirely avoid the construction impacts generated by the Project with County Office 
Building Option. 

(b)  Traffic and Circulation 

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, projected traffic conditions would be the same as 
under the projected 2015 Cumulative Base conditions (Draft EIR, Section IV.B).  While traffic 
conditions would worsen in the future due to the additional traffic growth, the majority of 
intersections would continue to operate at LOS C or better during future peak hours, with the 
exception of the eleven intersections that would operate at LOS D or E in the A.M. and/or P.M. 
peak hours (Section IV.B, Table 16).  Of these, under the Cumulative Base conditions, seven 
intersections would be impacted during the A.M. peak hour and ten intersections would operate at 
D or greater during the P.M. peak hour.  Under Cumulative Base conditions, service levels would 
increase from LOS C to E at two intersections in the A.M. peak hour and at four intersections in 
the P.M. peak hour.  

The Project with County Office Building Option would result in a significant traffic 
impact at one intersection in the A.M. peak hour and thirteen intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  
Since the Project’s traffic would not be added to the “Cumulative Base Conditions,” the No 
Project “A” Alternative would have fewer significant traffic impacts than the Project with 
County Office Building Option.  The potentially significant and unavoidable impacts that would 
be generated by both Project options would be avoided by the No Project “A” Alternative.  The 
No Project “A” Alternative would avoid the Project’s potentially significant short-term traffic 
congestion associated with large festivals and other special events in the Civic Park.   

(c)  Transit  

Since no development would occur under the No Project “A” Alternative, no new 
employees, visitors, or residents, a percentage of which would use the buses and subway transit 
in the area, would be generated.  Since estimated transit ridership is based on a small percentage 
of projected vehicle trips, of which there are none under this Alternative, the No Project “A” 
Alternative would generate no demand on transit capacity.  As such, the No Project “A” 
Alternative would have no impact on transit.  Although the impact on transit under the Project 
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with the County Office Building Option would be less than significant, the No Project “A” 
Alternative would completely avoid the less than significant impacts on transit generated by the 
Project.   

(d)  Parking 

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, the 1,818 existing parking spaces located within 
Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 and the 349 parking spaces located in the Civic Center Mall 
surface parking lot would not be removed.  Demand for parking that would be, otherwise, 
generated by the Project with County Office Building Option’s employees, residents and visitors 
would also not occur, and the removal of 33 on-street parking spaces along the edges of the 
Project site would not occur as well.  The Project’s potentially significant impact associated with 
the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) would also not occur.  Therefore, the 
No Project “A” Alternative would be environmentally advantageous in maintaining existing 
parking since it would not result in the Project’s less than significant impacts on existing onsite 
and offsite parking and would avoid the Project’s potentially significant impact in relation to the 
DAARP of 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit.  

(3)  Aesthetics 

(a)  Visual Quality 

No construction would occur under the No Project “A” Alternative and the contrast and 
general disruption in the aesthetic character of the area caused by Project excavation and 
construction of new structures and facilities would not occur.  In addition, the less than 
significant potential disruption of the Grand Avenue sidewalks for the installation of pedestrian 
features, possible widening, and during construction of adjacent parcels would not occur.  
Construction within the Civic Center Mall, including the potential removal of existing character-
defining features would not occur.  Although the Project’s construction activities would reduce 
the existing visual attributes of the five development parcels during the construction phases, 
these parcels do not currently contain any aesthetic features that contribute to the existing visual 
character of the area.  With mitigation, the Project with County Office Building Option would 
have less than significant visual quality impacts associated with construction.  However, since 
the No Project “A” Alternative would avoid the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
construction impacts, the No Project “A” Alternative would be environmentally advantageous 
compared to the Project with County Office Building Option, which would generate short-term, 
although less than significant, construction visual quality impacts.  

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, no changes in the visual character of the Project 
site and surrounding area would occur.  Since the existing parking lots do not contribute to the 
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visual quality of the area, the retention of such uses would not have any particular environmental 
benefit.  Under this Alternative, the visual amenities associated with the Project with County 
Office Building Option’s architectural style and other architectural and landscape features would 
not be developed.  Under the No Project “A” Alternative, visual access to the Civic Park from 
Grand Avenue would not be improved.  The surface parking lot at the front of City Hall would 
not be replaced with an extension of the existing Civic Center Mall and the possible creation of a 
public plaza in this area.  The No Project “A” Alternative would not improve the quality of the 
streetscape on Grand Avenue.  Visual enhancements associated with the Project, including the 
development of landmark residential towers contributing to the diversity and interest of the 
downtown skyline, as well as the integration of plaza, street front retail uses and restaurants with 
the Grand Avenue streetscape would not occur.  Furthermore, the Project’s design and landscape 
features, which aid in further integrating the design features set forth in the CRA/LA’s urban 
design policies, would not be developed at the Project site under this Alternative.  Although both 
the No Project “A” Alternative and the Project with County Office Building Option would have 
less than significant visual quality impacts, the No Project “A” Alternative would be less 
environmentally beneficial in relation to the visual quality of the Project site and the downtown 
area. 

(b)  Views 

The No Project “A” Alternative would not result in the construction of any buildings and, 
as such, would not result in the Project’s potentially significant obstruction of views of City Hall 
and the Walt Disney Concert Hall from the 28-story Grand Promenade Tower apartment 
building and valued views of City Hall from the Olive Street sidewalk.  Therefore, the No 
Project “A” Alternative would avoid the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
potentially significant view obstruction impacts.   

(c)  Light and Glare 

Since no residential and office buildings, hotel, or retail businesses would be constructed 
under the No Project “A” Alternative, this Alternative would not increase ambient lighting 
associated with development and illuminated signage.  The No Project “A” Alternative would 
not introduce any new or additional street lights, pedestrian lights, or security or event lighting in 
the Civic Park.  In addition, no buildings would be constructed that could result in potentially 
significant reflected sunlight glare impacts.  The No Project “A” Alternative would eliminate the 
Project with County Office Building Option’s less than significant impacts associated with 
increased ambient light and would avoid the Project’s potentially significant reflected sunlight 
glare impacts.  
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(d)  Shade/Shadow 

No buildings would be constructed under the No Project “A” Alternative and no new 
shading would occur.  Although the Project with County Office Building Option would result in 
a less than significant shade/shadow impact, shading on any sensitive uses that would be shaded 
by the Project at some point during the day, depending on the season, would be avoided.  As 
such, the No Project “A” Alternative would eliminate the Project’s less than significant 
shade/shadow impact on the future Central Los Angeles Senior High School of Performing Arts 
(north of the Hollywood Freeway), the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Promenade Tower 
Apartments, Angelus Plaza Senior Housing, and the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels.  
Although the Project with County Office Building Option’s shade/shadow impacts would be less 
than significant, the No Project “A” Alternative would avoid any new shading.  As such, the No 
Project “A” Alternative would be environmentally advantageous in relation to shade/shadow 
impacts.. 

(4)  Historical Resources 

 The Project as proposed would not be implemented under the No Project “A” 
Alternative.  Although the Grand Avenue Streetscape and Civic Park Conceptual Plans, as 
currently proposed, would not significantly impact the cultural context of adjacent resources, 
including the Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Music Center, the Stanley Mosk County 
Courthouse, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, 
and the grouping of buildings that comprise the Civic Center, which is considered a potential 
historic district, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design for the streetscape 
program or Civic Park development obscures visual access to the identified historic resources.  

Since the Project’s Civic Park Conceptual Plan would not be implemented under this 
Alternative, no impact on the historic resources within the existing Civic Center Mall, which is 
eligible for individual listing in the California Register, or the buildings along Grand Avenue that 
are potentially affected by the streetscape program, would occur.  For example, the No Project 
“A” Alternative would not result in any significant impacts to the park relative to the water 
feature (both the fountain and pools) acting as a focal point for the park; the pink granite clad 
planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches; the existing elevator shaft 
structures in their totality, and the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker 
poles with saucer-like canopies.  The elimination of the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements 
under the No Project “A” Alternative would preclude the potential impacts that could occur 
under the Project.  The elimination of new development on Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 
would have no effect on the Project’s potential historic impacts as Project development on these 
parcels has no effect on historic resources. 
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(5)  Population, Housing and Employment 

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, there would be no increase in the amount of 
housing and population in the Project area, nor would any increases in employment opportunities 
occur.  As is the case with the proposed Project with County Office Building Option’s, 
population, housing and employment growth projections would not be exceeded; and impacts 
regarding growth would be less than significant.  However, if the Project were not implemented, 
at least some of its growth could occur in other locations within the City of Los Angeles 
Subregion, or even in the larger SCAG regional area.  Development of the Project’s housing at 
an alternate location may not offer the same advantages as the location of the Project’s housing 
in the jobs-rich downtown area.  The Project with County Office Building Option’s advantage of 
increasing the amount of downtown housing at a faster rate than hoped for would also not be 
realized.  Therefore, impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative on growth would be considered 
less advantageous than the Project’s. 

Further, the No Project “A” Alternative would be less advantageous than the Project with 
County Office Building Option with regard to plan consistency.  Numerous policies that are 
supported by the Project would not be supported by the No Project “A” Alternative.  These 
include policies that encourage (1) increases in the housing stock and the availability of 
affordable units, (2) placement of housing in the jobs-rich downtown area, (3) placement of a 
substantial amount of housing at the hub of transportation, public transportation and pedestrian 
route opportunities, and (4) the creation of employment opportunities, with its contributory effect 
on the existing vibrancy in the downtown area.  However, the No Project “A” Alternative would 
not work against growth plans and policies, nor preclude their pursuit in the future.  Therefore, 
the impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative on plan consistency would like the Project’s be 
less than significant.  While not significant, impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative on 
Population, Housing and Employment would be greater (i.e., less advantageous) than those of 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option. 

(6)  Air Quality 

This Alternative would include no new development, and therefore would not generate 
air pollutants.  Impacts would be less than significant, whereas the Project with County Office 
Building Option would have a significant impact on Air Quality during construction and 
operation. 

(7)  Noise  

No development would occur within the Project site under this Alternative.  
Consequently, it would not generate any new or increased sources of noise on the Project site or 
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within the surrounding vicinity.  Impacts would be less than significant, whereas the Project with 
County Office Building Option would have a short-term significant impact relating to 
construction noise. 

(8)  Hazardous Materials 

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, no excavation or construction activities would 
occur on the Project Site.  Potential exposure to previously unrecorded hazardous materials 
would not occur since no excavation or construction would take place.  However, under the No 
Project “A” Alternative, if unknown hazardous materials were to exist within any of the 
development parcels or within the fill soils in the Civic Park, such materials would not be 
removed from the site, and the potential for future exposure would continue to exist.  Potential 
exposure to hazardous materials would be reduced to less than significant levels through 
compliance with regulatory measures under the Project.  Since no mitigation would occur under 
the No Project “A” Alternative, a potential hazard would continue.  However, since the existing 
parking lot uses would remain in the five parcels, any unknown hazardous materials would 
remain buried and sealed under the existing asphalt or concrete surfaces.  Since no disturbance of 
the Project Site would occur under the No Project “A” Alternative, while hazardous materials 
would be removed as part of the Project, the impact of the No Project “A” Alternative relative to 
hazardous materials would be incrementally greater than the Project with County Office Building 
Option.   

(9)  Public Services 

(a)  Fire Services 

Under the No Project Alternative, there would be no impact on City fire services from 
construction or operations.  Lack of construction activity would eliminate the chance of 
construction related incidents requiring emergency response, and would also avoid potential 
short-term impacts on emergency access due to lane closures for construction.  Likewise, lack of 
on-going operations at the Project site would reduce the potential for incidents at the Project site, 
and eliminate the potential for impacts on emergency access.  In contrast, the Project with 
County Office Building Option would generate demand for fire services and generate traffic that 
could potentially affect emergency access.  However, sufficient fire facilities are located within 
the specified regulatory distances, and the Project would be required to provide fire flows, and 
site/building design to meet the City’s standards for fire protection, thus avoiding significant 
impacts.  Impacts of the No Project Alternative would be less than those of the Project with 
County Office Building Option, but would be similarly less than significant. 
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(b)  Police Services   

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, there would be no impact on police services from 
construction or operations.  Lack of construction activity would eliminate the chance of 
construction related incidents requiring emergency response, and would also avoid potential 
short-term impacts on emergency access due to lane closures for construction.  Likewise, the 
lack of on-going operations would reduce the potential for incidents at the Project site, and 
eliminate the potential for impacts on emergency access.   

In contrast, the Project with County Office Building Option would generate demand for 
police services and generate traffic that could potentially affect emergency access.  Construction 
activities could result in temporary lane closures, and the storage of construction equipment and 
materials on site could result in theft. 

Operations of the Project with County Office Building Option would add 2,925 residents 
and 4,559 commercially related persons to the site, a total increase in population of 7,484 
persons.  This would result in a reduction in the police service ratio from 1 officer per 130 
residents to 1 officer per 152 persons.  With the additional site population, there would be an 
estimated increase in crimes of 1,153 cases, or 3.4 crimes more per year that would be handled 
by each officer.  With private security, especially for park activities, and mitigation measures for 
site safety and protection, Project impacts would be less than significant.  Therefore, impacts of 
the No Project “A” Alternative, would be less than those of the Project, but would be similarly 
less than significant. 

(c)  Schools 

Under the No Project “A” Alternative, there would be no impact on school services from 
construction or operations.  There would be no construction activities to interfere with school 
accessibility.  However, due the location of the Project site, its development would also not 
interfere with school accessibility. 

Further, the No Project “A” Alternative would not generate new school students, and 
would therefore have no impacts on schools.  In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would generate 632 local LAUSD students, which consists of 314 
elementary school students, 157 middle school students, and 161 high school students.  These 
students would exceed anticipated seating capacity at Castelar and Gatts Elementary Schools, 
even after the development of new schools in the area.  Project impacts would be mitigated 
through the payment of fees for new schools per California Government Code Section 65995.  
Impacts of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would be less than 
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significant.  Impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative would be less than the Project’s and 
would also be less than significant. 

(d)  Parks and Recreation 

The No Project “A” Alternative would require no construction within the existing Civic 
Center Mall and, as such, would avoid the Project’s potentially significant, short-term impact on 
park and recreation facilities that are currently present within the existing Civic Center Mall.   

The No Project “A” Alternative would not generate new population demand for park 
space, nor would it provide the 16-acre Civic Park with its regional serving benefits.  In contrast, 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 3,777 residents.  
The No Project “A” would avoid the Project with Additional Residential Development Option’s 
short-term significant impact associated with the closure of Civic Center Mall during 
construction.  The analysis of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option’s 
impacts on park space addresses the additional demand on park space that would be generated by 
Project’s added population, pursuant to City methods for analyzing and providing new park 
space for City residents.  The analysis recognizes the Project meets the City’s Quimby 
requirements through the provision of dedicated park space at a rate of 3 acres per 1,000 
population, payment of in-lieu fees, or a combination of the two.  Such contributions to the 
City’s park facilities would accommodate the additional park demand, and avoid a significant 
impact on parks and recreation services. 

Therefore, the Project with Additional Residential Option would offset its respective 
impacts, as well as provide and additional park and recreation amenity with the regionally 
serving Civic Park improvements.  As the No Project “A” Alternative would not include the 
Civic Park improvements, it would be considered less advantageous and inferior to the Project 
with Additional Residential Option during operation.  However, since the No Project “A” 
Alternative would have no impact on parks, its impacts would also be considered less than 
significant. 

(e)  Libraries 

The No Project “A” Alternative would not generate new population, and would therefore 
have no impacts on library services.  In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential 
Development Option would generate 3,777 residents as well as employees, hotel patrons, visitors 
and tourists who might use the downtown Central Library, a regional facility, and/or other 
nearby libraries.  The Project with Additional Residential Option’s additional population is not 
expected to exceed the libraries’ defined target service population, nor require library expansion.  
Therefore, Project impacts are less than significant.  Without new development, and the resulting 
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new demand for library services, impacts of the No Project Alternative would be less than those 
of the Project With Additional Residential Option.  Impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative on 
library services would also be less than significant. 

(10)  Utilities  

(a)  Water Supply 

The No Project “A” Alternative would not add new facilities or population at the Project 
site, and, thus, would have no impact on the available water supply.  In contrast, the Project 
would require new hook-ups during construction that could affect traffic in the area; and would 
add new water-consuming uses at the Project site.  The estimated net water demand for the 
Project with County Office Building Option is 844,403 gallons per day on average, and 
1,435,484 gallons on a peak day.  Water infrastructure and water supply is sufficient to meet 
these demands, as well as the Project’s requirements for fire flow.  Therefore, these impacts 
would be less than significant.  Impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative would be less than 
under the Project and would, likewise, be less than significant.   

(b)  Wastewater 

The No Project “A” Alternative would not add new facilities or population at the Project 
site and would have no impacts on wastewater generation.  In contrast, the Project with County 
Office Building Option would require new hook-ups during construction that could affect traffic 
in the area; and both would add new water consuming uses at the Project site.  The estimated net 
wastewater generation for the Project with County Office Building Option is ,631,650 gallons 
per day on average, and 1,073,805 gallons on a peak day.  Wastewater infrastructure and 
capacity is sufficient to meet these demands.  Therefore, these impacts would be less than 
significant.  Impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative would be less than under the Project, and 
would likewise be less than significant.   

(c)  Solid Waste 

The No Project “A” Alternative would produce no solid waste from construction or 
Project operations.  In contrast, the Project with County Office Building Option would generate 
31,120 tons of solid waste due to construction activity, and an estimated 7,072 tons of solid 
waste disposal per year due to Project operations.  The analysis of the Project’s solid waste 
impacts indicates that the inert landfills that would accept the construction debris have an 
estimated 60 year capacity.  Further, the Project’s solid waste due to operations would comprise 
less than 0.001 percent of the 9.11 million tons of total waste generated within the City of Los 
Angeles and disposed of daily at major landfills in the region, and planning for future needs is 
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being based on a 15 projected needs bases.  Therefore, impacts of the Project on solid waste 
would be less than significant.  Impacts of the No Project “A” Alternative would be less, and 
would also be less than significant. 

c.  Relationship of No Project “A” Alternative to the Project Objectives 

The No Project “A” Alternative would not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 
provide an economically viable, architecturally distinguished community- oriented, mixed-use 
development with welcoming public open spaces that would create, define, and celebrate the 
Civic and Cultural Center as a regional destination in downtown Los Angeles.  In addition, the 
No Project “A” Alternative would also not meet any of the Project’s priority objectives.  It would 
not meet the priority objective to create a vibrant 24-hour development that activates the Civic 
and Cultural Center through a mix of uses that complement each other, and that add to those that 
already exist on Bunker Hill; or meet the priority objective to implement the redevelopment plan 
objectives to permit a maximum density of development commensurate with the highest 
standards of architecture and landscape design.  This alternative would also not meet the priority 
objective to generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 million 
from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and the use of these funds to improve and extend the 
existing Los Angeles County Mall into a Civic Park that can serve the entire region.  This 
alternative would also not meet the priority objective of providing affordable units and it would 
not meet the priority objective to create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the 
City, the CRA/LA and the County.  The No Project “A” Alternative would also not meet the 
additional objectives of the Project in that it would not generate specific public benefits; activate 
downtown Los Angeles, create a civic gathering place, enhance pedestrian connections, create 
distinguished architectural design, or facilitate achievement of redevelopment goals for the 
Bunker Hill District and the Central Business District.   

The No Project “A” Alternative would avoid the Project’s significant and unavoidable 
impacts associated with compliance with existing zoning designations, construction hauling, 
periodic closures of the Grand Avenue and Hill Street ramps to the garage beneath the existing 
Civic Center Mall during their relocation, any temporary lane closures, intersection service 
thresholds, occasional traffic congestion during evening and large-scale events in the Civic Park, 
DAARP residential parking requirements, view obstruction, character-defining features in the 
Civic Center Mall, , air quality (construction and operation), noise (construction), and parks and 
recreation (during construction of Civic Park), but would be less beneficial in relation to the 
implementation of existing land use plans and visual quality.  The No Project “A” Alternative, 
however, would not eliminate significant, unavoidable traffic impacts that would occur under 
future baseline traffic conditions, without the Project.  A tabular comparison of the impacts under 
the No Project “A” Alternative and the Project is presented in Table 119 which starts on page 
848. 
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2.  Alternative 2: No Project “B” 

a.  Introduction and Description of the No Project “B” Alternative 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e)(3)(C) sets forth the provisions for analyzing the No 
Project Alternative under a different set of assumptions than those identified above for 
Alternative 1.  Under this CEQA Guidelines Section, the No Project Alternative is defined as 
what “would reasonably be expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the project were not 
approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and community 
services.”  Under No Project “B” Alternative, Parcels Q and W-2 would be developed according 
to the provisions of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement (OPA) for the Bunker Hill Urban 
Renewal Project, while Parcels L, M-2, and W-1 would be developed per existing zoning.  Per 
the 1991 OPA, Parcel Q would be developed almost entirely with office uses along with a 
relatively limited amount of retail uses, while Parcel W-2 would remain as a parking facility, 
albeit somewhat larger than what currently exists.  Parcels L and M-2 would be developed 
according to their existing R5-4D zone and Parcel W-1 would be developed according to the 
existing R5-4D and C2-4D zones.  Based on these land use parameters, the No Project “B” 
Alternative would include development of up to 843 residential units, including 169 affordable 
units; approximately 64,641 square feet of retail floor area; and approximately 1,565,792 square 
feet of office floor area.  Approximately 400 parking spaces would occur on Parcel W-2.  
Furthermore, under the No Project “B” Alternative, the proposed improvement and expansion of 
the existing Civic Center Mall would not occur and the proposed streetscape improvements 
along Grand Avenue would only be implemented in front of Parcel Q.  The No Project “B” 
Alternative is compared to the Project with County Office Building Option in Table 94 on page 
767.  As shown in Table 94, the No Project “B” Alternative would have considerably reduced 
residential uses and considerably greater office uses.  The components of the No Project “B” 
Alternative are compared to the Project and Alternatives 1, 3, 4, and 5 in Table 93.  A summary 
of comparative impacts is presented at the end of the Alternatives analysis in Table 119 on page 
848. 

b.  Analysis of Alternative 

(1)  Land Use 

(a)  Civic Park 

The No Project “B” Alternative assumes that no changes would occur to the existing 
Civic Center Mall.  Under this Alternative, the improvement and eastern extension of the 
existing Civic Center Mall would not occur.  As a result, the Conceptual Plan to develop a public  
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Alternative 2  
Comparison of the Project With County Office Building Option and the No Project “B” Alternative 

 
Project with 

County Office 
Building Option Alternative 2 

Numerical 
Difference Components  Percent Change 
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plaza in the eastern section of the park, or a venue for local and regional activities, such as 
concerts, cultural festivals, art shows, marathons or other race events, would not occur.  
Redevelopment of the western section of the Civic Center Mall to improve pedestrian access into 
the park from Grand Avenue would also not occur, and the alteration of the garage ramps and the 
widening of crosswalks to improve pedestrian access would also not occur.  The existing surface 
parking lot in the eastern section of the park would continue to operate as under existing 
conditions.  Land use impacts associated with the No Project “B” Alternative would be less than 
significant as no changes would occur under this Alternative.  However, since the existing 
surface parking lot in the eastern section of the Civic Center Mall is not consistent with existing 
land use plans, including the General Plan Framework and the Central City Community Plan, 
which call for open space, and the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement 
Plan, which calls for the extension of the park to Los Angeles’ City Hall, the No Project “B” 

Residential     
 Parcel Q  500 units 0 units - 500 units 100 % decrease 
 Parcel W-1  710 units  184 units - 547 units 77.0 % decrease 
 Parcels L and M-2 850 units 659 units - 191 units 22.4 % decrease 
Total residential units  2,060 units 843 units - 1,217 units 59.0 % decrease 
Total affordable units 412 units 169 units - 243 units 59.0 % decrease 
Total residential floor 
area 

2,155,000 sq. ft. 822,768 sq. ft. - 1,332,232 sq. 
ft. 

61.8 % decrease 

Total hotel rooms 
(Parcel Q)  

275 hotel rooms 0 - 275 hotel 
rooms 

100 % decrease 

Total hotel floor area:  315,000 sq. ft. 0 - 230,000 sq. ft. 100 % decrease 
Total retail floor area 
(Parcels Q and W-1)  

449,000 sq. ft. 64,641 sq. ft. - 384,359 sq. ft. 85.6 % decrease 

Total office floor area 
(Parcels Q and W-1)  

681,000 sq. ft. 1,565,792 sq. ft. +884,792 sq. ft. 129.9 % increase 

Total Commercial 
floor area 

1,445,000 sq. ft. 1,630,433 sq. ft. +185,433 sq. ft. 12.8 % increase 

Total Floor Area 3,600,000 sq. ft. 2,453,201 sq. ft. 1,146,799 sq. ft. 31.9 % decrease 
Conceptual Civic Park 
Plan  

16 acres Existing Civic 
Center Mall 

Retained 

0 No improvements or 
expansion of the 

existing Civic Center 
Mall 

Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Plan  

Fifth St. to Cesar 
E. Chavez Ave. 

In front of Parcel 
Q Only 

0 Most of the proposed 
improvements would 

not occur 
  

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, April 2006 
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Alternative with regard to the Civic Park would be less environmentally advantageous in relation 
to land use plans and policies than the Project.   

(b)  Grand Avenue Streetscape 

Under the No Project “B” Alternative, the Grand Avenue streetscape program would be 
implemented only in front of Parcel Q.  Conceptual streetscape improvements, including street 
trees and pedestrian lights, along the west side of Grand Avenue, or north and south of Parcel Q 
would not be added.  Some of these areas that are currently devoid of landscaping and visual 
interest would not be upgraded.  With the highly reduced improvements to the Grand Avenue 
streetscape, the No Project “B” Alternative would not promote Grand Avenue as an important 
and attractive street.  The No Project “B” Alternative would support or encourage greater 
pedestrian activity or support the vision of the City as a pedestrian-safe 24-hour city to a 
considerably lesser degree than the Project.  Although the No Project “B” Alternative would not 
generate any significant land use impacts, it would not support existing plans and policies to the 
same degree as the Project, and thus, would be less environmentally advantageous than the 
Project.  

(c)  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

The No Project “B” Alternative would be developed according to the existing zoning and 
the 1991 OPA.  Parcels L and M-2 would be developed per the underlying R5-4D zone and 
Parcel W-1 would be developed according to the underlying R5-4D and C2-4D zones.  With 
regard to Parcel W-1, residential zoning is located in the central portion of the parcel, with 
commercial zoning fronting Hill Street.  Table 95 on page 769, summarizes the land uses that 
would be permitted under the existing zoning.  As shown in Table 95, the existing residential 
zoning on Parcels L and M-2 would allow the development of 659 residential units, including 
132 affordable units.  Existing zoning on Parcel W-1 would allow the development of 184 
residential units, 37 of which would be affordable, and approximately 162,678 sq. ft. of 
commercial floor area.  For the purpose of this analysis, it is assumed that the proportion of 
Parcel W-1 development that is office and retail development matches that of the Project.  As a 
result 148,037 square feet of office uses and 14,641 square feet of retail uses would be 
developed.  Under Alternative 2, a total of 843 residential units, including 169 affordable units 
would be developed.  Parcels Q and W-1 would be developed according to the 1991 OPA, which 
allows the development of office and retail uses on Parcel Q and 400 surface parking spaces on 
Parcel W-2.  Under this Alternative, Parcel Q would be developed with 1,417,755 square feet of 
office floor area and 50,000 square feet of retail floor area.  Total office floor area for the No 
Project “B” Alternative would be 1,565,792 square feet, while total retail floor area would be 
64,641 square feet. 
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Alternative 2 – No Project “B” 
Existing Zoning and OPA Land Uses 

 
Existing Zoning Existing OPA  

Parcels L and 
M-2 Parcel W-1 Parcel Q Parcel W-2 
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The No Project “B” Alternative would meet the objectives of the Downtown Center 
designation of the General Plan Framework in that it would locate new development in centers 
and near transportation nodes.  However, since the No Project “B” Alternative would represent 
an approximate 59 percent reduction in total housing units and affordable housing compared to 
the County Office Building Option, it would be less consistent with the housing policies of the 
General Plan Framework and the intent of the Central City Community Plan to increase housing 
choices to downtown employees and to foster residential development that can accommodate a 
range of incomes.  The No Project “B” Alternative would also be less consistent with the intent 
of SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide to increase residential densities in jobs-rich 
areas and transportation hubs.  The No Project “B” Alternative would be consistent with the 
intent of the Bunker Hill Design for Development to redevelop underutilized sites, although to a 
lesser degree than the Project since Parcel W-2 would remain underutilized.  The No Project “B” 
Alternative would have approximately 85.6 percent less retail floor area than the Project and, as 
such, would be less consistent with the policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan to foster 
public/private partnerships to bring activity generators, such as retail, entertainment, housing and 

Total Uses 
Total Land Area 97,574.4 sq. ft. 54,226 sq. ft. 139,827.6 sq. ft. 93,878 sq. ft.  

C2 Zone ( percentage 
of lot area) 0 50 percent    

Area Zoned C2 0 sq. ft. 27,113 sq. ft.    

0 Office:  148,037 
sq. ft. 

Office:  
1,467,755 sq. ft. 0 Office:  

1,615,792 sq. ft. Total Commercial 
Floor Area 0 Retail:  14,641 

sq. ft. 
Retail: 50,000 sq. 

ft. 0 Retail:  64,641 
sq. ft. 

Total Commercial 
Floor Area  162,678 sq. ft. 1,385,755 sq. ft.  1,680,433 sq. ft. 

R5 Zone ( percentage 
of lot area) 100 percent 50 percent    

Area Zoned R5 97,574.4 sq. ft. 27,113 sq. ft.    
Allowed Residential 

Units 488 units 136 units 0 0 600 units 

Affordable Unit 
Bonus (35 percent) 171 units 48 units 0 0 210 units 

Total Residential 
Units 659 units 184 units 0 0 843 units 

Affordable Units 132 units 37 units   169 units 
Surface Parking 0 0 0 400 spaces 400 spaces 

  

 
Source: PCR Services Corporation, 2006 
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support systems to downtown Los Angeles.  With less retail floor area, the No Project “B” 
Alternative would also be less supportive of the Downtown Strategic Plan’s policy to provide 
services to surrounding residential uses and downtown visitors.  As with the Project with County 
Office Building Option, the No Project “B” Alternative would not generate any significant land 
use compatibility impacts since it would be located in an area characterized by a variety of land 
uses, including commercial high-rise development.  The No Project “B” Alternative would also 
be consistent with the existing zoning designations, although a variance may be needed for 
Parcel Q to allow the proposed office use in the existing R5 portion of Parcel Q.  However, since 
the No Project “B” Alternative would be less supportive of the intent of existing land use plans 
and policies to create a greater variety of mixed use, including retail use and housing in the 
downtown area, it would have a greater land use impact than the Project with County Office 
Building Option in relation to adopted land use plans.  .  Therefore, with the balance of zoning 
impacts under the Project and land use impacts associated with adopted plans under the No 
Project “B” Alternative, the degree of land use impact of the Project and the No Project “B” 
Alternative are considered to be similar. 

(2)  Transportation, Circulation, and Parking 

(a)  Construction 

Construction activities associated with development would be considerably less than 
under the Project, since no construction would occur in Parcel W-2, or within the Civic Center 
Mall, and the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would only be implemented adjacent to Parcel 
Q.  Potentially significant construction traffic impacts associated with the alternating closures of 
the Civic Mall parking structure ramps on Hill Street and Grand Avenue would not occur since 
the development and improvements in the Civic Mall would not occur.  However, the 
construction of the No Project “B” Alternative, as with the Project with the County Office 
Building Option, would generate worker parking, haul truck traffic, and emergency access 
impacts due to street disruption.  .  The highest periods of truck activity would in the initial 
months of construction for each Parcel(s), and would be similar to the Project and, as such, 
would generate an average of approximately 130 trucks a day to a peak of 300 trucks a day.  
Although activity would be of shorter duration than the Project, short-term significant traffic 
impacts due to the volume of haul trucks during the A.M. peak hour would be expected, as under 
the Project.  Street disruption would be incrementally less than the Project since no construction 
of utility connection lines from Parcel W-2 would occur, although the construction of utility 
connection lines from Parcels W-1, L, M-2, and Q and the construction of the Second Street 
tunnel would still occur.  Excavation within Parcels W-1, L, M-2, and Q would be similar to the 
Project, since parking would be subterranean.  Under the No Project “B” Alternative, less time 
would be required for the construction of exterior walls, sheathing, and completion of interiors in 
Parcels W-1/W-2, L, and M-2.  It is also expected that the overlapping of construction activities 
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would be less under the No Project “B” Alternative, because the phases of construction could be 
completed in less time.  Both the Project with County Office Building Option and this 
Alternative would be required to implement a Construction Traffic Control/Management Plan, 
which would reduce, but not eliminate, potentially significant short-term construction traffic 
impacts associated with haul trucks during the A.M. peak hour.  The No Project “B” Alternative 
would result in incrementally decreased construction activities and associated construction traffic 
impacts and would avoid the short-term, potentially significant traffic impact associated with the 
periodic closure of the ramps to the Civic Center Mall garage during their relocation. 

(b)  Traffic and Circulation 

As shown in the traffic volumes presented in Table 96 on page 772, the No Project “B” 
Alternative would generate 15 percent fewer A.M. peak hour trips and 36 percent fewer P.M. peak 
hour trips than the Project with County Office Building Option.  Overall, the No Project “B” 
Alternative would generate fewer significant traffic impacts in both peak hours compared to the 
Project with County Office Building Option (which has a higher trip generation rate than the 
Project with Additional Residential Option).  However, since the number of trips in the peak 
directions would be very similar to the Project, the reduction in the number of impacts would be 
relatively small.  Table 11-2 in the Mobility Group and FPL & Associates Traffic Study shows 
trip generation by parcel and by land uses, with detailed trip generation calculations shown in the 
Mobility Group and FPL & Associates Traffic Study Appendix C, contained in Appendix B of 
this Draft EIR.   

It is likely that No Project “B” Alternative would not create CMP and freeway impacts, 
because the number of P.M. peak hour trips would be less than the Project, and the CMP/freeway 
impacts of the Project with County Office Building Option discussed in Draft EIR Section IV.B 
were only marginally above the threshold of significance.  The No Project “B” Alternative would 
avoid the Project with County Office Building Option’s potentially significant short-term traffic 
congestion associated with large festivals and other special events in the Civic Park.   

(c)  Transit  

Estimated transit ridership is based on a small percentage of projected vehicle trips.  On 
this basis, the No Project “B” Alternative would generate fewer A.M. and P.M. peak hour transit 
riders than the Project with the County Office Building Option.  As with the Project with the 
County Office Building Option, the No Project “B” Alternative would have a less than 
significant impact on transit capacity.  However, since the No Project “B” Alternative would 
have less demand during the P.M. peak hour than the Project, it would have less impact on transit.   
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Comparison of Peak Hour Trips - No Project “B” Alternative 
 

A.M. Peak Hour Trips 

Project with County Office Building Option No Project “B” Alternative 
In Out Total In Out Total 

919 632 1,551 992 334 1,326 
 

P.M. Peak Hour Trips 

Project with County Office Building Option No Project “B” Alternative 
1,120 1,344 2,464 460 1,123 1,583 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group and FPL & Associates, 2006 

(d)  Parking 

The No Project “B” Alternative would provide code-required parking, as would the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project, the No Project “B” Alternative 
would require the removal of 1,567 existing parking spaces located within Parcels Q, W-1, L, 
and M-2 and 385 existing parking spaces located in the Civic Center Mall surface parking lot.  In 
addition, 33 on-street parking spaces would be removed, as under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.   

Compared to the Project with County Office Building Option, which would require 5,413 
parking spaces under the LAMC commercial parking requirements and the DAARP residential 
parking requirements, the No Project “B” Alternative would require 3,316 spaces under these 
same requirements.  Under the LAMC parking requirements for residential and commercial uses, 
the County Office Building Option would require 3,377 spaces, and the No Project “B” 
Alternative would require 2,484 spaces.  A summary of parking requirements is presented in 
Table 11-4 in the Mobility Group and FPL and Associates Traffic Study presented in Appendix 
B of this Draft EIR.   

As with the Project with County Office Building Option, the No Project “B” Alternative 
would not be consistent with the DAARP requirement of 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit and, as 
such, would be potentially significant in terms of this policy.  Since the No Project “B” 
Alternative would not provide 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit, parking impacts would be similar to 
the Project with County Office Building Option, since this Alternative would not avoid the 
Project’s potentially significant impact relative to the DAARP residential parking requirements.  
This Alternative would seek a variance/deviation from the Deputy Advisory Agency Policy for 
condominium parking supply, as described for the Project in Section IV.B of this Draft EIR. 
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Peak parking demand for the No Project “B” Alternative, as shown in Table 97 on page 
774, would be approximately 10 percent higher than under the Project with County Office 
Building Option during the weekday daytime.  This is due to the large amount of office floor 
area under this Alternative.  However, parking demand for the No Project “B” Alternative would 
be much lower than the Project during evenings and weekends, since the parking demand for the 
office building in this Alternative would be substantially reduced during off-peak times.  Under 
the No Project “B” Alternative, parking could be shared; whereas, the parking for the County 
Office Building in the Project with County Office Building Option could not be shared and 
would be 24-hour dedicated parking. 

Under the No Project “B” Alternative, approximately 3,015 spaces of the peak weekday 
daytime demand of 3,122 spaces would be for the private office buildings.  If LAMC required 
parking only were provided onsite for the office uses (1,565 spaces), then up to 1,450 spaces 
would be needed in offsite locations.  This could cause a significant parking impact under this 
Alternative.  Changes to the existing parking supply in the area would be similar to the Project 
with County Office Building Option as Parcels Q, W-1, L, and M-2 would be developed, 
although there would be no changes to the parking supply in the Civic Mall as the Conceptual 
Plan would not be implemented.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, there 
would be no significant impacts from changes to the existing off- and on-street parking supply 
under this Alternative. 

(3)  Aesthetics 

(a)  Visual Quality 

Construction activities associated with the No Project “B” Alternative would result in 
similar visual contrast and general disruption in the aesthetic character of the area as caused by 
construction of a 1.57 million square feet of offices in Parcel Q and construction of residential 
high-rises in Parcels W-1, L and M-2.  No changes would occur in Parcel W-2.  The potential 
disruption of the Grand Avenue sidewalks would be less than under the Project with County 
Office Building Option, since streetscape improvements would only occur along Parcel Q.  
Although construction activities would reduce the existing visual attributes of Parcels Q, W-1, L, 
and M-2 during the construction phases, these parcels do not currently contain any aesthetic 
features that contribute to the existing visual character of the area.  With mitigation, construction 
activities associated with the No Project “B” Alternative, as with the Project, would not 
substantially alter, degrade, or eliminate the existing visual character of the area.  Visual Quality 
impacts associated with construction would be similar and less than significant under both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the No Project “B” Alternative.   
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Table 97  
 

Peak Commercial Parking Demands Comparison – No Project “B” Alternative 
 

Period Parcel Q Parcel W-1/W-2 Parcels L and M-2 Total 

 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

No Project 
“B” 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

No Project 
“B” 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

No Project 
“B” 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

No Project 
“B” 

Alternative 
W  eekday

eekend

        
Day 753 2,813 1,835 309 238 0 2,826 3,122 
Eve 982 730 1,845 88 254 0 3.081 818 

W          
Day 900 574 1,866 79 279 0 3,045 653 
Eve 1,013 208 1,855 33 270 0 3,136 241 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group and FPL &Associates, 2006 
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The No Project “B” Alternative would have approximately 85 percent less retail floor 
area than the Project with County Office Building Option, and would contribute less to the visual 
quality and activity of the streetscape environment than the Project.  Under the No Project “B” 
Alternative, the high-rise development in Parcel Q would be consistent with the Bunker Hill 
Design for Development, which recommends construction of the highest buildings at the crest of 
Bunker Hill.  However, the lack of development on Parcel W-2, other than the parking facility, 
and the reduced building heights on Parcels W-1, L, and M-2 would not characterize the tall 
buildings symbolic of a burgeoning downtown, in accordance with the Bunker Hill Design for 
Development.  As such, the No Project “B” Alternative would be less consistent with existing 
Design for Development visual design policies than the Project.  Although both the No Project 
“B” Alternative and the Project with County Office Building Option would have less than 
significant visual quality impacts, the No Project “B” Alternative would be less environmentally 
advantageous in relation to the visual quality of the Project site and the downtown area. 

(b)  Views 

The No Project “B” Alternative would result in the construction of lower buildings on 
Parcels W-1, L, and M-2 than the Project with County Office Building Option, while no view-
blocking development would occur on Parcel W-2.  Buildings in Parcels W-1, L, and M-2 would 
likely be reduced in height compared to the Project since these would contain only a fraction of 
the number of residential units that would be developed under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  For instance, under this Alternative, Parcels L and M-2 would be developed 
with 488 residential units; whereas, under the Project with County Office Building Option, 
Parcels L and M-2 would be developed with 850 residential units.  Residential buildings in 
Parcels L and M-2 have the potential to reduce the view blockage of the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall and the horizon and/or mountains from the Grand Promenade Tower, a 28-story residential 
high-rise located just south of Parcel M-2, the residential buildings would still be high-rise in 
nature and would not entirely eliminate or avoid view blockage.  Development in Parcel Q would 
potentially be higher than the Project with County Office Building Option’s approximately 50-
story hotel and would also block views of the mountains or horizon from the upper floors of the 
Museum Tower residential building.  However, the No Project “B” Alternative would only 
partially block views of City Hall from the Olive Street sidewalk, since no development would 
occur on Parcel W-2.  The No Project “B” Alternative would have less view impact than the 
Project, since it would reduce the potentially significant view impacts from Olive Street and the 
Grand Promenade Tower.  However, it would not avoid the Project with County Office Building 
Option’s potentially significant view obstruction impacts on the Museum Tower residential high-
rises.   
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(c)  Light and Glare 

The No Project “B” Alternative would have less light and glare impact than the Project 
with County Office Building Option, since ambient light associated with spillage from building 
windows would be incrementally less.  Since retail uses would be reduced, illuminated signage 
associated with retail uses along the street fronts would also be less.  Any new street or 
pedestrian lights along portions of Grand Avenue north and south of Parcel Q would not be 
installed and no new security lighting or special events lighting in the existing Civic Center Mall 
would occur.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, buildings associated with 
the No Project “B” Alternative could result in potential glare impacts from reflected sunlight.  As 
with the Project, mitigation in the form of site-plan review, careful use of non-reflective surface 
materials, and a glare analysis prior to construction would reduce potential glare impacts to a less 
than significant level.  Since exterior light and glare impacts occur primarily at the street level, 
the light and glare effects of the No Project “B” Alternative, and the Project with County Office 
Building Option would be similar.  When compared with the Project, no reduction in the 
potential reflected sunlight impact would occur as a result of the No Project “B” Alternative.  
However, since signage, lighting in the park, and street lights would be considerably reduced 
compared to the Project with County Office Building Option, this Alternative would be more 
environmentally advantageous than the Project in relation to artificial light and glare.  

(d)  Shade/Shadow 

The No Project “B” Alternative would incrementally reduce the heights of the Project 
with County Office Building Option’s towers on Parcels L, M-2, and W-1 and eliminate the 
Project’s towers on Parcel W-2.  As building heights would be reduced under this Alternative 
compared to the Project, shading under this Alternative would be incrementally less on sensitive 
uses since there would be fewer tall buildings under this Alternative.  Notwithstanding, 
shade/shadow impacts would be less than significant under both the Project and the No Project 
“B” Alternative.  However, because the No Project “B” Alternative would generate shorter and 
fewer shadows, the No Project “B” Alternative would be environmentally advantageous in 
relation to shade/shadow effects.   

(4)  Historical Resources 

The change in development on Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 under the No Project 
“B” Alternative would have no effect on the Project’s potential historic impacts as Project 
development on these parcels has no effect on historic resources. 

The Project’s Grand Avenue streetscape improvement program would be reduced to only 
occur along the frontage of Parcel Q.  As a result, the potential impacts of the No Project “B” 
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Alternative would be substantially reduced and limited to the Walt Disney Concert Hall as it is 
the only identified potentially affected resource that could be affected by implementing the 
streetscape program under this Alternative (i.e., streetscape improvements only in front of Parcel 
Q).  However, with the application of the mitigation measure identified for the Project, this 
impact would be reduced to a less than significant level.  As such, the No Project “B” Alternative 
would reduce the scope of potential impacts on existing and potentially eligible cultural and 
historical resources when compared to the Project, but with the application of the mitigation 
measures identified for the Project, impacts of the streetscape improvements under the No 
Project “B” Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less than significant. 

The Project’s Civic Park would not be implemented under the No Project “B” 
Alternative.  Thus, no impact to the existing resources within the Civic Center Mall, which is 
potentially eligible for listing in the California Register, would occur.  Therefore, this Alternative 
would avoid the Project’s potentially significant impact on historic resources associated with the 
Civic Park.  

(5)  Population, Housing and Employment 

Under the No Project “B” Alternative, there would be reductions in the amount of 
housing and population in the Project area, and an increase in the amount of employment, as 
compared to the Project with County Office Building Option.  As shown in Table 98 on page 
778, there would be 843 housing units, with a population of 1,197, representing only 40 percent 
of the Project population under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The number of 
affordable units under the Alternative when compared to the Project would be decreased from 
412 units to 169 units.  While residential development would be reduced, the number of 
employees under the No Project “B” Alternative would be 6,392 employees in contrast to the 
3,930 employees under the Project with County Office Building Option, an increase of 63 
percent.  The decreases in population, and housing would represent slightly reduced amounts of 
the expected growth in the City of Los Angeles Subregion over that of the Project’s.  With regard 
to the City of Los Angeles Subregion, the population under the No Project “B” Alternative 
would be 0.7 percent of the growth (in contrast to the 1.7 percent under the Project with County 
Office Building Option), and the number of households would be 0.7 percent (in contrast to the 
1.8 percent under the Project with County Office Building Option).  In contrast, the number of 
employees under the No Project “B” Alternative would be 2.72 percent of the expected 
employment growth (in contrast to 1.8 percent under the Project with County Office Building 
Option).  As was the case with the Project this projected growth constitutes a relatively small 
proportion of the overall growth forecasted for the City of Los Angeles Subregion.  As is the 
case with the Project, population, housing and employment growth attributable to the No Project 
“B” Alternative would not exceed subregional growth forecasts; and, thus, impacts regarding 
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Table 98 
 

Alternative 2 - Population and Employment 
 
Population    

Total Housing Units 843   
1.42 a   Average Household Size 

Total Population b 1,197   
    

Proposed Factor c Total Employment  
Employment    

Retail 64,641 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employee 129 
Office 1,565,792 sq.ft 250 sq.ft./employee 6,263 
    
Total   6,392 

  
a Household size is based on the 2004 household size for the Project’s Census Tract. 
b Assumes 100 percent occupancy. 
c Based on data provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Sixth Edition, 1997. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, July 2003. 

growth would be less than significant.  At the Subregional level, impacts of the No Project “B” 
Alternative and the Project would be similar and less than significant. 

The No Project “B” Alternative would be less advantageous than the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option in meeting the adopted plans and policies to create 
high-density residential uses, affordable housing, and increased pedestrian presence in the 
downtown, since it would generate a fraction of the Project’s residential units of either of these 
Options.  .  Nonetheless, numerous policies would be supported, albeit to a lesser extent, by the 
No Project “B” Alternative.  These include policies that encourage (1) increases in the housing 
stock and the availability of affordable units, (2) placement of housing in the jobs-rich downtown 
area, (3) placement of housing at the hub of transportation, public transportation and pedestrian 
route opportunities, and (4) the creation of employment opportunities, with increased vibrancy in 
the downtown area.  However, the No Project “B” Alternative would not include the same 
housing benefits, mixed-use contributions and vibrancy as the Project.  Further, it would add a 
disproportionate amount of new office space, encouraging the downtown area’s role as a work 
place, rather than a 24-hour mixed-use activity center.  Notwithstanding, the No Project “B” 
Alternative would support numerous policies and would, therefore, not be considered to be in 
conflict with applicable land use plans and policies.  Therefore, the impacts of the No Project 
“B” Alternative on plan consistency, similar to the Project, would be less than significant.  While 
not significant, impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative on population, housing, and 
employment would be greater (i.e., less advantageous) than those of the Project. 
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(6)  Air Quality 

Construction activities associated with development would be considerably less than 
under the Project, since no construction would occur in Parcel W-2, or within the Civic Center 
Mall, and the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would only be implemented adjacent to Parcel 
Q.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, construction of the No Project “B” 
Alternative would generate pollutant emissions through the use of heavy-duty construction 
equipment and through haul truck and construction worker trips.  The overall amount of site 
preparation and building construction would be less under the No Project “B” alternative 
compared to the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  However, pollutant 
emissions and fugitive dust from site preparation and construction activities would be similar on 
a daily basis, as the duration and not the intensity of these activities could decrease compared to 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  The construction emissions generated 
by the No Project “B” Alternative would be less than those of the proposed Project with County 
Office Building Option over the construction period.  However, impacts during maximum 
conditions, those used for measuring significance, would be similar to those of the proposed 
Project and would be significant under the No Project “B” Alternative for regional construction 
emissions.  Localized pollutant construction impacts would also be similar to the proposed 
Project with County Office Building Option as both the intensity and duration of excavation and 
grading would be similar, and would also be significant. 

The number of daily trips generated by this Alternative (12,427 ADT) would be 45 
percent less than under the Project with County Office Building Option (22,601 ADT), resulting 
in proportionate decreases in mobile air quality emissions.  The total contribution to regional 
emissions under this Alternative would be significant, as is the case with the Project with County 
Office Building Option.  Although, this Alternative would result in significant regional air 
quality impacts for CO, NOx, VOC, and PM10, emissions would be incrementally reduced when 
compared to more of the Project with County Office Building Option.  Localized air quality 
impacts are determined mainly by the peak hour intersection traffic volumes.  Compared to the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option, this Alternative is forecasted to generate 
approximately 15 percent fewer trips during the A.M. peak hour compared and 36 percent fewer 
trips during the P.M. peak hour.  Since the localized CO hotspot analysis for the proposed Project 
did not result in any significant impacts, this Alternative would likewise not have any localized 
impacts due to fewer trips generated.  

With respect to potential air toxic impacts, this Alternative would avoid locating sensitive 
receptors within siting distances identified by SCAQMD and ARB guidelines.  Thus, similar to 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, this Alternative would result in a less 
than significant air quality impact related to air toxics.  In summary, air quality impacts under 
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this Alternative would be less than with the Project, but as with the Project would be significant 
for both construction and operations air quality impacts. 

(7)  Noise  

Construction activities associated with development would be considerably less than 
under the Project with County Office Building Option, since no construction would occur in 
Parcel W-2, or within the Civic Center Mall, and the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would 
only be implemented adjacent to Parcel Q.  Because the type of construction associated with 
Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project, daily construction-related noise levels 
experienced both within the Project site and the immediate vicinity would be similar to the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option and are considered significant.  However, 
fewer noise sensitive receptors would be impacted due to the reduced scope of this Alternative.  
In addition, there would be fewer days of construction activity associated with this Alternative 
since less area would be developed. 

The No Project “B” Alternative would also result in a reduction in noise levels associated 
with operational on-site equipment and activity.  The on-site equipment and activity noise levels 
associated with the Project are not considered significant and would be less so with this 
Alternative.  In addition, noise from proposed outdoor shows and events associated with the 
proposed Project Civic Center Mall would be avoided with this Alternative.  An expected 
reduction of 45 percent in  daily traffic volumes associated with this Alternative would yield a 
slight reduction in comparison to the Project with County Office Building Option’s traffic noise.  
As with the proposed Project with County Office Building Option this Alternative would result 
in a less than significant roadway noise impact. 

(8)  Hazardous Materials 

The No Project “B” Alternative, with the exception of Parcel W-2, would require a 
similar amount of site preparation as the Project with County Office Building Option.  Potential 
exposure to previously unrecorded hazardous materials would be the same under both the Project 
and the No Project “B” Alternative.  However, fill soils that may contain hazardous materials 
would not be removed from Parcel W-2.  Although potential exposure to fill soils in Parcel W-2 
would not occur, no materials would be removed and, therefore, any potentially hazardous soils 
would not be removed.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, mitigation 
measures would reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels for Parcels 
Q, W-1, L, and M-2.  However, since any potentially hazardous fill soils would not be removed 
from Parcel W-2, impacts associated with hazardous materials would be incrementally greater 
under the No Project “B” Alternative.   
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(9)  Public Services 

(a)  Fire Services 

The development program for the No Project “B” Alternative would be similar to that of 
the Project and therefore construction activity would have similar effects regarding the chance of 
construction related incidents requiring emergency response, and impacts on emergency access 
due to lane closures for construction. 

Operating characteristics with regard to fire services for this Alternative would also be 
similar to those of the Project.  As is the case with the Project, sufficient fire facilities are located 
within the specified regulatory distances, and the development would be required to provide fire 
flows, and site/building design to meet standards for fire protection, thus avoiding significant 
impacts.  Impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative would be similar to those of the Project and 
would be less than significant. 

(b)  Police 

The development program for the No Project “B” Alternative would be similar to that of 
the Project and therefore construction activity would have similar effects regarding the chance of 
construction related thefts, and impacts on emergency access due to lane closures for 
construction. 

The No Project “B” Alternative would introduce a new population to the Project site with 
1,197 new residents and 6,457 commercially related persons, for a total of 7,654.  This would 
result in a reduction in the police service ratio from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 officer per 
153 residents.  There would be an estimated increase in crimes of 1,179 cases per year, or 3.5 
additional crimes that would be handled by each officer per year. 

Operations under the Project with County Office Building Option would result in a 
reduction in the police service ratio from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 officer per 192 persons.  
There would be an estimated increase in crimes of 1,153 cases, or 3.4 more crimes for each 
officer per year.  With private security, especially for park activities, and mitigation measures for 
site safety and protection, impacts for this Alternative as well as the Project would be less than 
significant.  Therefore service ratios under the No Project “B” Alternative would be roughly 
similar to those of the Project with County Office Building Option.  As such, impacts under the 
Project and the No Project “B” Alternative would be less than significant. 
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(c)  Schools 

The student generation for the No Project “B” Alternative is shown in Table 99 on page 
783.  As indicated, this Alternative would generate a total of 342 students, with 112 elementary 
school students, 88 middle school students and 142 high school students attending local schools.  
In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 632 
local LAUSD students, consisting of 314 elementary school students, 157 middle school 
students, and 161 high school students.  The No Project “B” Alternative represents a reduction of 
290 students, or approximately 46 percent less than the 632 students generated by the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option. 

The analysis of the Project with Additional Residential Development Option impacts 
indicates that students would exceed anticipated seating capacity at Castelar and Gatts 
Elementary Schools, even after the development of new schools in the area.  The Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option’s students would not exceed the capacity of the 
middle school and high school facilities with increased capacity that would be made available 
through planned new schools that will be open by 2009.  Nevertheless, Project impacts would be 
mitigated through the payment of fees for new schools per California Government Code Section 
65995.  Thus, impacts of the Project would be less than significant. 

Impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative would be less than those of the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option, reducing the effects on the seating shortage at the 
elementary schools.  However, this reduction would not result in an avoidance of the potentially 
significant impact on the elementary schools, since they would have a seating shortage, after the 
construction of new facilities, without any additional students from the Project.  The increase in 
students at the middle school and high school levels would fall within the estimated seating 
capacity that would occur with the development of the new schools.  As was the case with the 
Project, impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative would be mitigated through the payment of 
developer fees.  With the payment of these fees, impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative, as is 
the case with the Project Additional Residential Development Option, would be less than 
significant.   

(d)  Parks and Recreation 

The No Project “B” Alternative does not include improvements to the existing Civic 
Center Mall and, as a result, this alternative would avoid the Project’s potentially significant, 
short-term impact on park and recreation facilities that are presently available within in the Civic 
Center Mall.   
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Table 99 
 

Alternative 2 - Estimated Student Generation 
 

A. Residential Component 
Condominium Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.0867 674 58 
Middle 0.0434 674 29 
High 0.0438 674 30

Total Students (Single-Family Attached) 117 
    
Multi-Family Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.2396 169 40 
Middle 0.107 169 18 
High 0.0933 169 16

Total Students (Multi-Family) 74 
    
B. Commercial Component 

Student Generation 
Rates c

Total Number of 
Employees  

 percent of 
Employees within 

Boundaries 
Forecasted Student 

GenerationbSchool Level 
Elementary 0.106 6,392 .02 14 
Middle 0.049 6,392 .13 41 
High 0.060 6,392 .25 96

Total Students (Commercial Component) 151 
C. Combined Total from Residential and Commercial 
 Elementary Middle High Total  
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial:  Within Attendance 
Boundaries) 112 88 142 342 
  
a LAUSD Student Generation Rates, School Facilities Needs Analysis, Table 3, September 9, 2004 
b Number of Students rounded to the nearest whole number. 
c Based on rates generated by LAUSD. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation. 

The No Project “B” Alternative would generate 843 new housing units, with an 
additional population of 1,197 residents at the Project site.  The new population would seek out 
recreational opportunities and increase the demand for park and recreation services.  In contrast, 
the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 3,777 residents.  
The analysis of the Project’s impacts on park space addresses the additional demand on park 
space that would be generated by the Project’s added population, pursuant to the City methods 
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for analyzing and providing new park space for City residents.  The analysis recognizes that the 
Project would be required to meet the City’s Quimby requirements through the provision of 
dedicated park space at a rate of 3 acres per 1,000 population, payment of in-lieu fees, or a 
combination of the two.  The No Project “B” Alternative, with fewer dwelling units, would 
provide a lesser contribution to park facilities.  In all of these cases, the contributions to the 
City’s park facilities are provided on a per capita base and are therefore equivalent in regard to 
their respective populations.  As such, both the No Project “B” Alternative and the Project would 
accommodate their respective additional park demands, and avoid a potentially significant 
impact on parks and recreation services. 

The No Project “B” Alternative would not include improvement to Civic Park.  
Therefore, a parks benefit of the Project would not be realized under this Alternative and 
operational impacts would be less advantageous than those of the Project. 

(e)  Libraries 

The No Project “B” Alternative would generate 843 new housing units, with an 
additional population of 1,197 residents at the Project site.  The added population would make 
use of nearby libraries, and increase the demand for library services.  In addition, its employees 
might also use the downtown Central Library, a regional facility, and/or other nearby libraries. 

In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 
3,777 residents as well as employees, hotel patrons, visitors and tourists who might use the local 
library facilities.  The Project’s additional population is not expected to exceed the libraries’ 
defined target service population, nor require library expansion.  Therefore, Project impacts 
would be less than significant.  The No Project “B” Alternative would incrementally reduce 
demand for library services compared to the Project’s less than significant demand on library 
services.  Therefore, under the No Project “B” Alternative, demand for library services would be 
less than significant and less than under the Project.   

(10)  Utilities 

(a)  Water Supply 

Construction of the No Project “B” Alternative would require hook-ups to the existing 
water main lines that are similar to those of the Project.  The installation of these hookups could 
affect traffic in the area.  Any such impacts would be mitigated through a construction 
management program.  Water would be used during construction for dust suppression and other 
construction-related activities.  Such water usage would be intermittent, temporary, and less than 
that of the completed development.  Impacts on water supply during construction would be 
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somewhat similar and less than significant under the Project as well as the No Project “B” 
Alternative. 

The estimated net water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option is 
,844,403 gallons per day on average, and 1,435,484 gallons on a peak day.  Water infrastructure 
and water supply is sufficient to meet these demands, as well as requirements for fire flow.  
Therefore, these impacts would be less than significant.   

The No Project “B” Alternative would have 843 housing units, 59 percent less than the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  It would have 64,641 square feet of retail 
development, 85.6 percent less than that Option, and 1,565,792 square feet of office space, an 
increase of 129.9 percent.  These uses together would require less water consumption than the 
Project’s developed uses.  Water consumption for the streetscape program would be similar to 
that of the Project.  Under the No Project “B” Alternative, there would be no new improvements 
to the Civic Mall and therefore no incremental change in water demand for that land use.  The 
total water consumption for the No Project “B” Alternative is shown in Table 100 on page 786.  
As indicated therein, water consumption under the No Project “B” Alternative would be 
538,685 gallons on an average day and 915,765 gallons on a peak day.  Impacts of the No 
Project “B” Alternative on water consumption would be 36 percent less than those of the Project 
with County Office Building Option as Project impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative would 
also be less than significant as less water is consumer under this Alternative and the water 
infrastructure can handle the higher volumes and fire flow requirements of the Project.  

(b)  Wastewater 

Construction of the No Project “B” Alternative would require hook-ups to the sewer lines 
that are similar to those of the Project.  These hookups could affect traffic in the area.  Any such 
impacts would be mitigated through a construction management program.  It is anticipated that 
portable toilets would be provided and maintained by a private, contracted vendor during the 
construction phase of the Project, and that the vendor would dispose of waste off-site.  Therefore, 
wastewater generation during construction would be negligible.  Impacts of the No Project “B” 
Alternative on wastewater generation during construction would be somewhat similar to those of 
the Project and, thus, less than significant. 

The No Project “B” Alternative includes 843 housing units, 59 percent less than the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  It would have 64,641 sq. ft of retail development, 
85.6% less than the Project with County Office Building Option, and 1,565,792 sq. ft. of office 
space, an increase of 129.9%.  These uses would generate less wastewater than the Project’s 
developed uses.  Under the No Project “B” Alternative, there would be no new improvements to 
the Civic Mall and therefore no incremental change in wastewater generation for that land use.  
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Table 100 
 

Alternative 2 - Anticipated Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption Rate 

(GPD) a
Total 

(GPD) 
Peak Consumption 

Rate (GPD) b
Total 

(GPD) 
Commercial       
Retail 64,641 square feet 80 5,171 136 8,791 
Office 1,565,792 square feet 180 281,843 306 479,132
Subtotal    287,014  487,924 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)    80,364  136,619
Total Commercial    367,378  624,542 

Residential       
1 bedroom 497 dwelling unit 120 59,640 204 101,388 
2 bedroom 295 dwelling unit 160 47,200 272 80,240 
3 bedroom 51 dwelling unit 200 10,200 340 17,340
Subtotal    117,040  198,968 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)    21,067  35,814 
Parking c 821 ksf 20 16,420 34 27,914
Total Residential    154,527  262,696 
Streetscape d 0.1 acres 3,650 365 6205 621 

Park e    16,415  27,914 

Total    538,685  915,765 
  

a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  Consumption rates for commercial uses are 
expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  

b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Total parking floor area based on the percentage reduction of code required parking under this Alternative and 325 square feet per parking space. 
d Based on a street frontage along Grand Avenue for Parcel Q of 450 linear feet and a planting strip that is 10 feet wide. 
e Based on existing water demand levels. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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The total wastewater generation for the No Project “B” Alternative is shown in Table 101 on 
page 788.  As indicated, the wastewater generation would be 405,254 gallons on an average day 
and 688,932 gallons on a peak day. 

The estimated net wastewater generation for the Project with County Office Building 
Option is 631,650 gallons per day on average, and 1,073,805 gallons on a peak day.  Wastewater 
infrastructure and capacity is sufficient to meet these demands.  Therefore, these impacts would 
be less than significant.   

Impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative on wastewater generation would be 36 percent 
less than those of the Project with County Office Building Option; and also would be similarly 
less than significant. 

(c)  Solid Waste 

The No Project “B” Alternative would generate waste debris from construction activities.  
The debris from residential construction (4.38 lbs per sq.ft. and 822,768 square feet of 
construction) and commercial development (4.2 lbs per square foot and 1,630,433 square feet) 
would be 5,226 tons per year.  This is less than the 7,800 tons that would be generated by the 
residential and commercial development for the Project with County Office Building Option.  
The amount of construction debris associated with street and park improvements, 23,232 tons, 
would not occur under this Alternative, substantially reducing the amount of construction debris.   

The total amount of construction waste with this Alternative, 7,800 tons would be less 
than that of the Project with County Office Building Option’s 31,120 tons per year, by 75 
percent.  The amount of solid waste disposal required during operations of the No Project “B” 
Alternative is shown in Table 102 on page 789.  As indicated, this Alternative would generate 
approximately 11,074 tons of solid waste per year, approximately 57 percent more than the 
Project’s 7,072 tons per year.  The analysis of the Project’s solid waste impacts indicates that the 
inert that would accept the construction debris have an estimated 60 year capacity.  Further, the 
Project’s solid waste due to operations would comprise less than 0.001 percent of the 9.11 
million tons of total waste generated within the City of Los Angeles and disposed of daily at 
major landfills in the region, and planning for future needs is being based on a 15 year projected 
needs bases.  Therefore, impacts of the Project on solid waste would be less than significant.  
Impacts of the No Project “B” Alternative would be less than that of the Project, and also would 
be less than significant. 
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Table 101 
 

Alternative 2 - Anticipated Wastewater Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 64,641 square feet 80 5,171 136 8,791 
Office 1,565,792 square feet 180 281,843 306 479,132
Total Commercial    287,014  487,924 

Residential       
1 bedroom 497 dwelling unit 120 59,640 204 101,388 
2 bedroom 295 dwelling unit 160 47,200 272 80,240 
3 bedroom 51 dwelling unit 200 10,200 340 17,340 
Total Residential    117,040  198,968 
Park c    1,200  2,040 

Total    405,254  688,932 
  

a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  Consumption rates for commercial uses are 
expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  

b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Based on existing sewage generation levels. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Alternative 2 - Anticipated Solid Waste 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees b
Disposal Rate 

(tons/employee/year) a
Total 

(tons/year) 
Commercial      
Retail 64,641 square feet 129 0.30 39 
Office 1,565,792 square feet 6,263 1.70 10,647
Total Commercial    10,686 
      
Residential 843 dwelling unit  0.46 388 
      
Total     11,047 
  
a Disposal Waste rate calculations are based on CIWMB published units. 
b Derived from factors generated by PCR Services Corporation based on data presented in the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Manual. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

c.  Relationship of No Project “B” Alternative to the Project Objectives 

The No Project “B” Alternative would not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 
provide an economically viable, community-oriented, mixed-use development.  In addition, the 
No Project “B” Alternative would not meet any of the Project’s priority objectives.  The No 
Project “B” Alternative would not meet the Project’s priority objective to establish Grand 
Avenue as a vibrant 24-hour urban place that activates the Civic and Cultural Center through a 
mix of uses that complement each other due to the substantial reduction of the Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Program, no development of street front retail uses along Parcels L and M-2, 
retaining Parcel W-2 as a surface parking lot, and the reduction of retail uses on Parcels Q and 
W-1.  This Alternative would not meet the Project’s priority objective to generate at least $50 
million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 million from Phase 1, by the lease of 
public land, and then using these funds to create the proposed Civic Park, nor  implement the 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Program as envisioned.  As such, it would not meet the  Project 
objectives to create a civic gathering place and to enhance pedestrian connections.   

This Alternative would also not meet the priority objective of the Project to implement 
redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of development, since this 
Alternative would not maximize density on Parcels W-1/W-2, L, and M.  

Although the No Project “B” Alternative would meet the Project’s priority objective to 
create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the CRA/LA and the County, 
the magnitude of revenue generation would be substantially reduced under this Alternative, as 
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compared to the Project, since Parcels W-2/W-2, L and M-2 would not be developed to their full 
potential.  Furthermore, this Alternative would meet the priority objective to ensure that 20 
percent of all residential units are affordable, although it would contain only a fraction of the 
number of affordable units that would be generated by the proposed Project residential units.   

The No Project “B” Alternative would reduce, but not avoid, the Project’s significant and 
unavoidable impacts associated with construction hauling, lane closures, intersection service 
levels (although it would incrementally reduce peak hour traffic), DAARP residential parking 
requirements, view obstruction, air quality (construction and operation), and noise (construction).  
It would be less beneficial than the Project in relation to the implementation of existing land use 
plans, which call for a greater mix of residential uses in the urban center and revitalization of the 
downtown.  The No Project “B” Alternative would, however, avoid the Project’s potential 
significant impacts associated with zoning compliance, periodic closures of the Grand Avenue 
and Hill Street ramps to the Civic Center Mall during the reconstruction of the ramps, occasional 
traffic congestion during evening and large-scale events in the Civic Park, possible removal of 
historically significant character-defining features in the existing Civic Center Mall, and short-
term recreational impacts associated with the closure of the existing Civic Center Mall during the 
construction of the Civic Park.  The No Project “B” Alternative would also reduce the Project’s 
less than significant construction visual quality impacts since construction would be completed 
within a shorter time frame as there is a lesser amount of construction compared to the Project.   

3.  Alternative 3: Reduced Density 

a.  Introduction and Description of the Reduced Density Alternative 

The Reduced Density Alternative represents a 25 percent reduction of proposed 
development within Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2.  Under the Reduced Density Alternative, 
the Civic Park would be developed and the streetscape improvements implemented.  However, 
the level of improvements made to the Civic Park and the extent of the streetscape improvements 
would be reduced commensurate with available funding.  While the mix of office, retail and 
residential uses across the development Parcels under the Reduced Density Alternative would be 
the same as under the Project, the floor area associated with each use would be reduced by 25 
percent.  Thus, the Reduced Density Alternative would result in up to 1,545 residential units, of 
which 309 would be available as affordable units, 336,750 square feet of retail floor area, 206 
hotel rooms, and a 510,750-square-foot County office building.  In addition, under the Reduced 
Density Alternative, the maximum building heights would also be reduced by 25 percent.  While 
the reduction in building height could occur through a number of different ways, for the purposes 
of analyzing the Reduced Density Alternative, building heights would be the same as under the 
Project, although the high-rise buildings would be reduced in height.  The Reduced Density 
Alternative would partially meet the priority objectives of the Project to activate the Civic and 
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Cultural Center by generating activity through a mix of uses.  However, it would not meet the 
goal of economic viability, or the priority objective of generating at least $45 million from Phase 
1 by lease of public land to improve and extend the existing Civic Center Mall into a County 
Park that can serve as a gathering place for the entire region.  Nor, would this Alternative meet 
the priority objective to implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density 
of development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and landscape design.  
The components of the Reduced Density Alternative are compared to the Project with County 
Office Building Option in Table 103 on page 792.  The components of the Reduced Density 
Alternative are compared to the Project and Alternatives 1, 2, 4, and 5 in Table 93. 

b.  Analysis of Alternatives 

(1)  Land Use 

(a)  Civic Park and Grand Avenue Streetscape 

Improvements within the Civic Park and with the Grand Avenue streetscape program 
would be reduced in scope compared to the Project, commensurate with available funding, which 
is directly linked to the amount of development occurring within the five development parcels.  
As indicated in Table 93 on page 750, under this Alternative, an estimated $34.3 million would 
be available in Phase 1 from lease revenues to fund the Civic Park.  As such, the Reduced 
Density Alternative would be potentially less supportive of General Plan Framework and Central 
City Community Plan objectives to increase open space and recreation area than the Project.  
However, under this Alternative, the potential also exists for the Civic Park Conceptual Plans 
and Grand Avenue Streetscape to be implemented as under the Project.  Nevertheless, since the 
potential remains that these Conceptual Plans would not be implemented to the same as extent as 
under the Project, the impact of this Alternative on land use plans is considered less consistent 
with open space policies of the adopted land use plans and less environmentally advantageous.   

(b)  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

Development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would represent a 25 percent reduction 
in floor area compared to the County Office Building Option.  The mix of land uses, including 
office, retail, and residential uses would be the same as under the County Office Building 
Option, as would the configuration of proposed buildings, although building heights would be 
reduced proportionate to the 25 percent reduction in land uses under this Alternative.  As with 
the Project, the Reduced Density Alternative would be compatible with surrounding residential, 
office, and cultural uses.  As the 25 percent reduction would apply to floor area, floor area ratios 
would be reduced by 25 percent as well under this Alternative.   
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Comparison of the Project With County Office Building Option and the Reduced Density Alternative 

 

Components 
County Office 

Building Option Alternative 3 
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As with the Project, the Reduced Density Alternative would meet the objectives of the 
Downtown Center designation of the General Plan Framework, the housing policies of the 
General Plan Framework, the intent of the General Plan Framework to locate new development 
in regional centers and near transportation nodes.  The Reduced Density Alternative would meet 
the objective of the Central City Community Plan to increase housing choices to downtown 
employees and to foster residential development that can accommodate a range of incomes.  
However, the Reduced Density Alternative would be less consistent with the Community Plan’s 
housing policies than the Project with County Office Building Option, in that total residential 
and affordable units would be reduced by 25 percent.  The Reduced Density Alternative would 
also be less consistent with the intent of SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide to 
increase residential densities in jobs-rich areas and transportation hubs.   

The Reduced Density Alternative would be consistent with the intent of the existing 
Bunker Hill Design for Development to redevelop under-utilized sites and to provide high 
quality high-rise buildings at the crest of Grand Avenue in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 

Numerical 
Difference  Percent Change 

Residential     
 Parcel Q   500 units 375 units - 125 units 25.0 percent decrease 
 Parcel W-1  710 units 533 units - 177 units 24.9 percent decrease 
 Parcels L and M-2 850 units 637 units - 213 units 25.0 percent decrease 
Total residential units  2,060 units 1,545 units - 515 units 25.0 percent decrease 
Total affordable units 412 units 309 units - 103 units 25.0 percent decrease 
Total residential floor 
area 

2,155,000 sq. ft. 1,616,250 sq. ft. -538,750 sq. ft. 25.0 percent decrease 

Total hotel rooms 
(Parcel Q)  

275 rooms 206 rooms -69 rooms 25.0 percent decrease 

Total hotel floor area:  315,000 sq. ft. 236,250 sq. ft. - 78,750 sq. ft. 25.0 percent decrease 
Total retail floor area 
(all parcels)  

449,000 sq. ft. 336,750 sq. ft. - 112,250 sq. ft. 25.0 percent decrease 

Total office floor area 
(Parcel W-2)  

681,000 sq. ft. 510,750 sq. ft. - 170,250 sq. ft. 25.0 percent decrease 

Total Floor Area 3,600,000 sq. ft. 2,700,000 sq. ft. -900,000 sq. ft. 25.0 percent decrease 
Conceptual Civic Park 
Plan  

16 acres 16 acres 0 No change in area but 
reduced funding level for 

improvements 
Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Plan  

Fifth St. to Cesar 
E. Chavez Ave. 

Fifth St. to Cesar 
E. Chavez Ave. 

0 No change in location 
but reduced funding level 

for improvements 
  

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, April 2006 
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Project area, although to a lesser degree than the Project.  The Reduced Density Alternative 
would also be consistent with the policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan to foster 
public/private partnerships to bring activity generators, such as retail, entertainment, housing and 
support systems to downtown Los Angeles; however, also to a lesser degree than the Project with 
County Office Building Option.  The Reduced Density Alternative would introduce full-time 
residents and would foster pedestrian activity during the evenings and weekends, although to a 
lesser degree than the Project.  Also, since the Reduced Density Alternative would have less 
retail floor area, it would be less supportive of surrounding residential uses and downtown 
visitors.  Due to the reduction in retail floor area, the Reduced Density Alternative would also 
contribute incrementally less than the Project to the vibrancy of the streetscape environment.  
The Reduced Density Option would have the same mix of land uses as the Project with County 
Office Building Option and would generate a potentially significant  impact relative to zoning 
compliance.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, zone changes and zoning 
variances would be required.  With the granting of such zone changes and variances there would 
be no significant zoning impact.  However, the Reduced Density Alternative would be less 
environmentally advantageous in meeting the objectives of existing land use plans and policies 
than the Project with County Office Building Option. 

(2)  Transportation, Circulation, and Parking 

(a)  Construction 

Under the Reduced Density Alternative, construction activities associated with 
development would be reduced in scale compared to the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  Construction activities associated with the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program would be incrementally less than under the Project with County Office Building Option, 
due to the reduction in square footage developed under this Alternative.  The construction of the 
Reduced Density Alternative, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, would 
generate worker traffic, haul trucks, movement of equipment, staging of haul trucks, and, before 
mitigation, possible impacts associated with emergency access due to street disruption, including 
the tunneling of Second Street and the installation of utility connections.  This Alternative would 
also generate potentially significant short-term traffic impacts associated with the periodic 
closures of the existing Civic Center Mall parking structure ramps on Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street during their reconstruction.  The highest periods of truck activity would in the initial 
months of construction for each block, would be similar to the Project with County Office 
Building Option and, as such, would generate approximately 130 trucks a day on average 
increasing to a peak of 300 trucks a day.  Although activity would be of shorter duration than the 
Project with County Office Building Option, short-term significant traffic impacts during the 
A.M. peak hour would be expected, as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  
Both the Project with County Office Building Option and this Alternative would be required to 
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implement a Construction Traffic Control/Management Plan, which would reduce but not 
eliminate  potentially significant short-term construction traffic impacts.  However, since 
buildings would be smaller under this Alternative, less time would be required for the 
construction of exterior walls, sheathing, and completion of interiors.  As such, it is expected that 
the overlapping of construction activities would be less.  As with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, the Reduced Density Alternative would generate short-term, potentially 
significant traffic impacts associated with hauling in the A.M. peak hours during the initial phases 
of development.  However, since the phases of construction could be completed in less time, the 
Reduced Density Alternative would incrementally decrease construction activities and associated 
construction traffic impacts.   

(b)  Traffic and Circulation 

All trip totals would be reduced proportionally under the Reduced Density Alternative.  
As shown in Table 104 on page 795, this Alternative would generate approximately 24 percent 
fewer trips in the A.M. peak hour compared to the Project with County Office Building Option.  
The Reduced Density Alternative would generate approximately 22 percent fewer trips in the 
P.M. peak hour compared to the Project with County Office Building Option.  This Alternative 
would generate fewer significant traffic impacts than the Project.  Table 11-7 in the Mobility 
Group and FPL & Associates Traffic Study shows trip generation by parcel and by land uses, 
with detailed trip generation calculations shown in the Mobility Group and FPL & Associates 
Traffic Study Appendix C, contained in Appendix B of this Draft EIR.   

It is likely that this Alternative would not create CMP and freeway impacts, since the 
number of P.M. peak hour trips would be less than under the Project with County Office Building 
Option, and the Project with County Office Building Option’s CMP/freeway impacts of the 
Project with County Office Building Option would be only marginally above the threshold of 
significance.  The Reduced Density Alternative would avoid the Project with County Office 
Building Option’s potentially significant short-term traffic congestion associated with large 
festivals and other special events occurring in the Civic Park.   

(c)  Transit  

Estimated transit ridership is based on a percentage of projected vehicle trips.  As such, 
the Reduced Density Alternative would generate fewer A.M. and P.M. peak hour transit riders 
than the Project with the County Office Building Option, since fewer overall trips are generated 
by this Alternative.  Thus, this Alternative would have an incrementally less impact than the 
Project’s less than significant impact on transit capacity,.   
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Comparison of Peak Hour Trips - Reduced Density Alternative 
 

A.M. Peak Hour Trips 

Project with County Office Building Option Reduced Density Alternative 
In Out Total In Out Total 

919 632 1,551 694 487 1,181 
 

P.M. Peak Hour Trips 

Project with County Office Building Option Reduced Density Alternative 
In Out Total In Out Total 

1,120 1,344 2,464 875 1,049 1,924 
  

Source:  The Mobility Group and FPL &Associates, 2006 

(d)  Parking 

The Reduced Density Alternative would provide code-required parking, as would the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project with County Office Building 
Option, the Reduced Density Alternative would require the removal of 1,567 existing parking  
spaces located on Parcels Q, W-1, L, and M-2, 145 spaces in Parcel W-1, and 385 existing 
parking spaces located in the Civic Center Mall surface parking lot.  In addition, 33 on-street 
parking spaces would be removed, as under the Project.  Compared to the Project with County 
Office Building Option, under which the combined LAMC and the DAARP residential and 
commercial parking requirements would be 5,413 spaces, the combined LAMC and DAARP 
would require 4,076 spaces under the Reduced Density Alternative.  Under the LAMC, alone, 
parking requirements for residential and commercial uses, the County Office Building Option 
would be 3,377 spaces.  Under the LAMC, alone, required parking for the Reduced Density 
Alternative would be 2,539 spaces.  The combined LAMC and DAARP parking requirements 
are higher than the LAMC requirements, since the DAARP-required parking is higher per 
dwelling unit than under the LAMC, alone.  A summary of LAMC- and DAARP-required 
parking is presented in Table 11-8 in the Mobility Group and FPL & Associates Traffic Study in 
Appendix B of this Draft EIR.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, the 
Reduced Density Alternative would not be consistent with the DAARP requirement of 2.5 spaces 
per dwelling unit and, as such, would be potentially significant in terms of this policy.  Since the 
Reduced Density Alternative would not provide 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit, parking impacts 
would be similar to the Project, since this Alternative would not avoid the Project’s potentially 
significant impact associated with the DAARP.  This Alternative would also seek a 
variance/deviation from the DAARP for condominium parking supply, as described for the 
Project in Section IV.B of this Draft EIR. 
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As with the Project with County Office Building Option, the Reduced Density 
Alternative would provide parking in excess of LAMC requirements, based on peak parking 
demand.  Peak commercial parking demand for the Reduced Density Alternative, as shown in 
Table 105 on page 797, would be approximately 25 percent less than under the Project with 
County Office Building Option during all time periods.   

(3)  Aesthetics/Visual Resources 

(a)  Visual Quality 

Construction activities associated with the Reduced Density Alternative would result in 
the same visual contrast and general disruption in the aesthetic character of the area as what 
would occur under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The construction 
disruptions along Grand Avenue and within the Civic Center Mall, however, have the potential 
to be incrementally less than under the Project, since the anticipated improvements for these two 
components, development of the Conceptual Plans are reduced in scale under this Alternative.  
Although construction activities would reduce the existing visual attributes of the parcels during 
the construction phases, these parcels do not currently contain any aesthetic features that 
contribute to the existing visual character of the area.  With mitigation, construction activities 
associated with the Reduced Density Alternative, as with the Project, would not substantially 
alter, degrade, or eliminate the existing visual character of the area.  Visual quality impacts 
associated with construction would be similar and less than significant under both the Project 
with County Office Building Option and the Reduced Density Alternative.   

Under the Reduced Density Alternative, the visual amenities associated with the height of 
buildings under the Project with County Office Building Option would occur, albeit to a lesser 
degree that would occur under the Project with County Office Building Option.  This height 
reduction would reduce the landmark quality of the hotel and the added variety and interest to the 
downtown skyline that the Project with County Office Building Option’s hotel would achieve.  
In addition, the Project’s design features, which aid to further integrate the design features set 
forth in the CRA/LA’s urban design policies, including the location of Bunker Hill’s tallest 
buildings at the crest of the hill (Grand Avenue) would not be achieved since, in addition to the 
reduced hotel height, the proposed residential uses along Grand Avenue on Parcels L and M-2 
would also be reduced in height.  Although both the Reduced Density Alternative and the Project 
would have less than significant visual quality impacts, the Reduced Density Alternative would 
be less environmentally beneficial in relation to the visual quality of the Project site and the 
downtown area. 



V. Alternatives to the Proposed Project 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 797 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Table 105  
 

Peak Commercial Parking Demands Comparison – Reduced Density Alternative 
 

Period Parcel Q Parcel W-1/W-2 Parcels L and M-2 Total 

 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Reduced 
Density 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Reduced 
Density 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Reduced 
Density 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Reduced 
Density 

Alternative 
W  eekday

eekend

        
Day 753 565 1,835 1,376 238 179 2,826 2,120 
Eve 982 735 1,845 1,363 254 191 3.081 2,310 

W          
Day 900 675 1,866 1,400 279 209 3,045 2,284 
Eve 1,013 760 1,855 1,391 270 202 3,136 2,353 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group and FPL &Associates, 2006 
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(b)  Views 

The Reduced Density Alternative would result in the construction of residential and hotel 
buildings that are 25 percent shorter than those under the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  As with the Project, these buildings would block views of City Hall and the Disney 
Concert Hall from the Grand Promenade Tower, a 28-story residential high-rise located just 
south of Parcel M-2.  The Reduced Density Alternative would also block notable views of City 
Hall from the Olive Street sidewalk.  Although the Reduced Density Alternative would not be as 
high as the 28-story Grand Promenade Tower, due to the proximity of development, the Reduced 
Density Alternative’s development on Parcel M-2 would effectively block views of the nearby 
Walt Disney Concert Hall and distant horizons and/or mountains from a large proportion of the 
units located in this off-site building.  In addition, under the Reduced Density Alternative, the 
hotel and residential high-rises on Parcel Q would effectively block views of the mountains from 
the upper floors of the Museum Tower residential high-rise.  Under the Reduced Density 
Alternative, buildings on Parcels W-1/W-2 would include low-rise retail uses, a high-rise 
residential tower, and a mid-rise office building.  Any development on Parcels W-1/W-2 would 
block views of City Hall from the Olive Street sidewalk, due to the proximity of the development 
to this viewing location.  As such, the Reduced Density Alternative would have similar view 
impacts to the Project with County Office Building Option and would not avoid the Project’s 
potentially significant view obstruction impacts.   

(c)  Light and Glare 

The Reduced Density Alternative would have similar light and glare impacts to the 
Project with County Office Building Option, although ambient light associated with spillage 
from windows of high-rise towers would be incrementally less since the high-rise buildings 
under the Reduced Density Alternative would have less surface area and fewer windows.  
Illuminated signage associated with retail uses along the street fronts would be incrementally 
reduced and any illuminated signage associated with the hotel would be the same.  As with the 
Project with County Office Building Option, the Reduced Density Alternative would result in 
potential glare impacts from reflected sunlight, as experienced by motorists on adjacent streets.  
Since exterior light and glare impacts occur primarily at the street level, the light and glare 
effects of the Reduced Density Alternative and the Project would be similar.  As with the Project 
with County Office Building Option, mitigation in the form of site-plan review, careful use of 
non-reflective surface materials, and a glare analysis prior to construction would reduce potential 
glare impacts to a less than significant level.  Since an incremental reduction in ambient light and 
illuminated signage would occur as a result of the Reduced Density Alternative, this Alternative 
would be environmentally advantageous in relation to light impacts.  
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(d)  Shade/Shadow 

The Reduced Density Alternative would incrementally reduce the heights of the Project 
with County Office Building Option’s towers.  Although the Project with County Office 
Building Option would not result in a significant shade/shadow impact, shading would be 
incrementally less on sensitive uses, when compared to the Project.  Notwithstanding, 
shade/shadow impacts would be less than significant under both the Project with County Office 
Building Option and the Reduced Density Alternative; however, because the Reduced Density 
Alternative would result in shorter shadows, the Project’s less than significant shadow/shadow 
impacts would be reduced under the Reduced Density Alternative.   

(4)  Historical Resources 

The reduction in development on Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 under the Reduced 
Density Alternative would have no effect on the Project’s potential historic impacts as Project 
development on these parcels has no effect on historic resources. 

The Project’s proposed streetscape and Civic Park improvements would be reduced, and 
may even be eliminated, under the Reduced Density Alternative due to lower funding levels, as 
funding for these improvements is related to the amount of funding available for the park in 
Phase 1.  While reduced funding levels would occur under this Alternative, the potential exists 
that the Project’s impacts on the identified historic resources would be substantially the same 
under this Alternative as those identified for the Project.  However, the possibility exists that this 
Alternative would have less potential effects on those attributes that give the adjacent buildings 
and resources their historical significance as lower funding levels could translate to designs that 
are less intrusive upon the identified historic resources, or no park improvements at all.  
Regardless, the impacts of the streetscape improvements under the Reduced Density Alternative, 
as is the case with the Project, would be reduced to less than significant levels through the 
application of the identified mitigation measures. 

Due to the reduced funding levels available under the Reduced Density Alternative, the 
level of improvements occurring within the Civic Park would be less extensive than under the 
proposed Project.  This change may result in reduced impacts, but not necessarily, as the 
character-defining features of the existing Civic Center Mall may be modified in a similar 
fashion as the Project, with the difference under this Alternative being a lower level of 
improvements once the character-defining features are modified.  As such, impacts under the 
Reduced Density Alternative are concluded to be similar to those of the Project.  As is the case 
with the Project, if the character-defining features within the existing Civic Center Mall are 
retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in the Draft EIR, 
then potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation measures would not be 
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required.  In the event that impacts are not fully mitigated, the Reduced Density Alternative, as is 
the case with the Project, would result in impacts that are significant. 

(5)  Population, Housing and Employment 

Under the Reduced Density Alternative, there would still be increases in the amount of 
housing and population in the Project area, as well as increases in employment opportunities.  
However, these increases would be reduced from those of the Project with County Office 
Building Option by 25 percent.  As shown in Table 106 on page 801, there would be 1,545 
housing units, with a population of 2,194.  The number of affordable units would be reduced 
from 412 units to 309 units.  There would be 2,932 employees.  The increases in population, 
housing and employment would represent lesser amounts of the expected growth in the City of 
Los Angeles Subregion than would the Project.  The population would be 1.1 percent of the 
growth (in contrast to the Project with County Office Building Option’s 1.4 percent), the number 
of households would be 1.2 percent (in contrast to the Project with County Office Building 
Option’s 1.8 percent) and the number of employees would be 1.1 percent (in contrast to the 
Project with County Office Building Option’s 1.8 percent).  As is the case with the Project this 
would be substantially less than the projected growth for the City of Los Angeles Subregion.  As 
is the case with the Project, population, housing and employment growth projections would not 
be exceeded; and impacts regarding growth would be less than significant.  At the subregional 
level, impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative and the Project would be similar. 

The Reduced Density Alternative would be less advantageous than the Project with 
County Office Building Option with regard to plan consistency.  Numerous policies would be 
supported to a lesser degree by the Reduced Density Alternative.  These include policies that 
encourage (1) increases in the housing stock and the availability of affordable units, (2) 
placement of housing in the jobs-rich downtown area, (3) placement of housing at the hub of 
transportation, public transportation and pedestrian route opportunities, and (4) the creation of 
employment opportunities, with increased vibrancy in the downtown area.  However, the 
Reduced Density Alternative would somewhat support these growth plans and policies.  
Therefore, the impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative on plan consistency, as is the case 
with the Project, would be less than significant.  While not significant, impacts of the Reduced 
Density Alternative on population, housing, and employment would be greater (i.e., less 
advantageous) than those of the Project. 

(6)  Air Quality 

Under the Reduced Density Alternative, construction activities associated with 
development would be reduced in scale compared to the Project.  Construction activities 
associated with the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape program would be 
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Table 106 
 

Alternative 3 - Population and Employment 
 
Population    

Total Housing Units 1,545   
Average Household Size 1.42 a   
Total Population b 2,194   

    
 Proposed Factor c Total Employment 
Employment    

Retail 336,750 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employee 674 
Office 510,750 sq.ft 250 sq.ft./employee 2,043 
Hotel 206 rooms 0.9 employees/acre 185 
Park 16 acres 0.65 employees/acre 10 
Park Restaurant 10,000 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employee 20
Total   2,932 

  
a Household size is based on the 2004 household size for the Project’s Census Tract. 
b Assumes 100 percent occupancy. 
c Based on data provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Sixth Edition, 1997. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, July 2003. 

incrementally less than under the Project due to the reduction in square footage developed under 
this Alternative.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, construction of this 
Alternative would generate pollutant emissions through the use of heavy-duty construction 
equipment and through haul truck and construction worker trips.  The overall amount of site 
preparation and building construction would be less under the Reduced Density Alternative 
compared to the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  However, pollutant 
emissions and fugitive dust from site preparation and construction activities would be similar on 
a daily basis, as the duration and not the intensity of these activities could decrease compared to 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  The construction emissions generated 
by the Reduced Density Alternative would be less than those of the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option over the construction period.  However, impacts during 
maximum conditions, those used for measuring significance, would be similar to those of the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option and would be significant under the 
Reduced Density Alternative for regional construction emissions.  Localized pollutant 
construction impacts would also be similar to the proposed Project with County Office Building 
Option as both the intensity and duration of excavation and grading would be similar, and would 
also be significant. 

The number of daily trips generated by this Alternative (22,601 ADT) would be 21 
percent less than the proposed Project with County Office Building Option (17,917 ADT), 
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resulting in proportionate decreases in mobile air quality emissions.  The total contributions to 
regional emissions under this Alternative would remain significant, as is the case with the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  Although this Alternative would result in 
significant regional air quality impacts, the magnitude of the impacts would be less than the 
proposed Project’s impact.   

Localized impacts are determined mainly by the peak hour intersection traffic volumes.  
Compared to the proposed Project, this Alternative is forecasted to generate approximately 24 
percent fewer trips during the A.M. peak hour compared and 22 percent fewer trips during the 
P.M. peak hour.  Since the localized CO hotspot analysis for the proposed Project did not result in 
any significant impacts, this Alternative would likewise not have any localized impacts due to 
fewer trips generated.  

With respect to potential air toxic impacts, this Alternative would avoid locating sensitive 
receptors within siting distances identified by SCAQMD and ARB guidelines.  Thus, similar to 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, this Alternative would result in a less 
than significant air quality impact related to air toxics.  In summary, impacts under this 
Alternative would be less than with the Project, but as with the Project would be significant for 
both construction and operations air quality impacts. 

(7)  Noise  

Under the Reduced Density Alternative, construction activities associated with 
development would be reduced in scale compared to the Project.  Construction activities 
associated with the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape program would be 
incrementally less than under the Project due to the reduction in square footage developed under 
this Alternative.  Because the type of construction associated with this Alternative would be 
similar to the proposed Project, daily construction-related noise levels experienced both within 
the Project site and the immediate vicinity would be similar to the proposed Project and are 
considered significant.  However, there would be fewer days of construction activity associated 
with this Alternative since it reduces the amount of developed uses by 25 percent.  

A reduction in land use intensity would also result in a slight reduction in noise levels 
associated with operational on-site equipment and activity.  The on-site equipment and activity 
noise levels associated with the Project with County Office Building Option are not considered 
significant and would be less so with this Alternative.  An expected reduction of 21 percent in 
daily traffic volumes associated with this Alternative would yield a slight reduction in 
comparison to Project with County Office Building Option traffic noise.  As with the proposed 
Project with County Office Building Option this Alternative would result in a less than 
significant roadway noise impact. 
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(8)  Hazardous Materials 

The Reduced Density Alternative would require a similar amount of site preparation to 
the proposed Project with County Office Building Option since the Civic Park and Grand 
Avenue streetscape improvements would be implemented and excavation and grading activities 
in the five development parcels would be similar.  It is assumed for this analysis that the reduced 
funding level for the Civic Park and the streetscape program would not alter the amount of 
excavation needed to implement these aspects of this Alternative.  Demolition and excavation 
activities in the five development parcels would also be similar.  Potential exposure to previously 
unrecorded hazardous materials would be the same under both the Project with County Office 
Building Option and the Reduced Density Alternative.  As with the Project, compliance with 
regulatory measures would reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels 
and would result in the remediation of any currently unknown hazardous conditions.  Impacts 
associated with hazardous materials would be similar and less than significant under both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the Reduced Density Alternative.   

(9)  Public Services 

(a)  Fire Services 

Implementation of the Reduced Density Alternative would reduce the impacts on the 
level of fire services required at the Project site due to the reduced amount of building area, and 
reduced site populations.  Reduced construction activity would marginally reduce the chance of 
construction related incidents requiring emergency response as well as also reduce potential 
short-term impacts on emergency access due to lane closures for construction.  However, 
activities requiring lane closures have more to do with utility tie-ins, etc. rather than building 
volumes, and reductions on lane closures may not be notably different from that which would 
occur under the Project. 

The reduction in the amount of site activity during on-going operations would also reduce 
the number of potential incidents at the Project site, and reduce the potential for impacts on 
emergency access.  As is the case with the Project, sufficient fire facilities are located within the 
specified regulatory distances, and the development would be required to provide fire flows, and 
site/building design to meet standards for fire protection, thus avoiding significant impacts.  
Impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative would be less than those of the Project, but also less 
than significant. 
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(b)  Police 

Implementation of the Reduced Density Alternative would reduce impacts on the level of 
police services required at the Project site due to the reductions in the amount of site population 
and amount of site activity.  Reduced construction activity would also lessen the impacts on 
emergency access.  However, activities requiring lane closures have more to do with utility tie-
ins, etc. rather than building volumes, and reductions on lane closures may not be notably 
different from that which would occur under the Project.  Marginal reductions in construction 
workers during off-peak hours would also not have a notably different affect on emergency 
access. 

The Reduced Density Alternative would introduce new populations to the Project site 
with 2,194 new residents and 3,362 commercially related population, for a total of 5,556 persons.  
This would result in a reduction in the police service ratio from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 
officer per 146 residents.  There would also be an estimated increase in crimes of 856 cases per 
year, or 2.54 additional crimes that would be handled per year for each officer. 

Operations under the Project with County Office Building Option would result in a 
reduction in the police service ratio from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 officer per 152 persons 
as well as an estimated increase in crimes of 1,153 cases, or 3.4 crimes more per year for each 
officer.  With private security, especially for park activities, and mitigation measures for site 
safety and protection, Project impacts would be less than significant.  Therefore, impacts of 
Reduced Density Alternative would be less than those of the Project, and would also be less than 
significant.  Therefore, the Project’s less than significant demand on police services would be 
less under the Reduced Density Alternative.   

(c)  Schools 

The Reduced Density Alternative would generate fewer students than the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option.  As indicated in Table 107 on page 805, the 
Reduced Density Alternative would generate a total of 420 students, with 187 elementary school 
students, 106 middle school students and 127 high school students.  In contrast, the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would generate 632 local LAUSD students, 
consisting of 314 elementary school students, 157 middle school students, and 161 high school 
students.  The Reduced Density Alternative represents a reduction of 212 students, or 
approximately 33.5 percent less than the 632 students under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option. 
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Alternative 3 - Estimated Student Generation 
 

A. Residential Component 
Condominium Units 

Number of Proposed 
Dwelling Units School Level 

LAUSD Student Generation Rates 
(Single-Family Attached) a

Forecasted Student 
Generation b

Elementary 0.0867 1,236 107 
Middle 0.0434 1,236 54 
High 0.0438 1,236 54

Total Students (Single-Family Attached) 215 
    

Multi-Family Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generation b

Elementary 0.2396 309 74 
Middle 0.107 309 33 
High 0.0933 309 29

Total Students (Multi-Family) 136 
    
B. Commercial Component 

School Level 
Student Generation 

Rates c
Total Number of 

Employees  

 percent of 
Employees within 

Boundaries 
Forecasted Student 

Generation b

Elementary 0.106 2,932 .02 6 
Middle 0.049 2,932 .13 19 
High 0.060 2,932 .25 44

Total Students (Commercial Component) 69 
     
C. Combined Total from Residential and Commercial 
 Elementary Middle High Total  
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial:  Within Attendance 
Boundaries) 420 187 106 127 
  
a LAUSD Student Generation Rates, School Facilities Needs Analysis, Table 3, September 9, 2004 
b Number of Students rounded to the nearest whole number. 
c Based on rates generated by LAUSD. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation. 

The students generated under the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option would exceed the anticipated seating capacity at Castelar and Gatts Elementary Schools, 
even after the development of new schools in the area.  Project impacts would be mitigated 
through the payment of fees for new schools per California Government Code Section 65995.  
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Thus, impacts of the proposed Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 
be less than significant. 

Impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative would be less than those of the Project.  
Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  However, the decrease in the number 
of students would not be sufficient to avoid the potentially significant impact at Castelar and 
Gatts Elementary Schools.  As is the case with the Project, impacts would be mitigated through 
the payment of developer fees.  With the payment of these fees, impacts of the Reduced Density 
Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less than significant. 

(d)  Parks and Recreation 

The Reduced Density Alternative would require construction within the existing Civic 
Center Mall and, as such, would result in the same potentially significant, short-term impact on 
park and recreation services as the Project.   

The Reduced Density Alternative includes 1,545 new housing units, with an additional 
population of 2,193 residents.  The new population would seek out recreational opportunities and 
in so doing increase the demand for park and recreational services in the Project area.  The 
Reduced Density Alternative would also include the 16-acre civic park, with amenities that are 
reduced to those of the proposed Project. 

In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 
3,777 residents.  The analysis of the Project’s impacts on park space addresses the additional 
demand on park space that would be generated by Project’s added population, pursuant to the 
City methods for analyzing and providing new park space for City residents.  The analysis 
recognizes that the Project would be required to meet the City’s Quimby requirements through 
the provision of dedicated park space at a rate of 3 acres per 1,000 population, payment of in-lieu 
fees, or a combination of the two.  As the implementation of this requirement is based on the 
number of residents within a project, the parks contribution for the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would be greater than what would occur under this Alternative.  
Likewise, the Reduced Density Alternative would provide proportionately less contribution to 
park facilities.  Regardless, the contributions to the City’s park facilities are provided on a per 
capita base and are therefore equivalent in regard to their respective populations.  As such, both 
the Project and the Reduced Density Alternative would accommodate their respective additional 
park demands, and avoid a significant impact on parks and recreation services. 

The Reduced Density Alternative, however, has the potential to provide fewer streetscape 
improvements and less expansion or renovation of Civic Center Mall, since improvements would 
be commensurate with available funding available in Phase 1 of the Project from lease revenues.  
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As such, it is considered to be less advantageous in relation to quality of experience associated 
with open space amenities and recreation than the Project with County Office Building Option 
and the Project with Additional Residential Development.    

(e)  Libraries 

The Reduced Density Alternative includes 1,545 new housing units, with an additional 
population of 2,193 residents at the Project site.  The added population would make use of 
nearby libraries, and increase the demand for library services.  In addition, its employees, hotel 
patrons, visitors and tourists might also use the downtown Central Library, a regional facility, 
and/or other nearby libraries. 

In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 
3,777 residents as well as employees, hotel patrons, visitors and tourists who might use the 
library facilities.  The Project’s additional population is not expected to exceed the libraries’ 
defined target service population, nor require library expansion.  Therefore, Project impacts are 
less than significant.  The No Reduced Density Alternative would incrementally reduce demand 
for library services compared to the Project’s less than significant demand on library services.  
Therefore, under the Reduced Density Alternative, demand for library services would be less 
than significant and less than under the Project.   

(10)  Utilities 

(a)  Water Supply 

Impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative would require hook-ups to the existing water 
main lines that are similar to those of the Project with Additional Residential Development 
Option.  The installation of these hookups could affect traffic in the area.  Any such impacts 
would be mitigated through a construction management program.  Water would be used during 
construction for dust suppression and other construction-related activities.  Such water usage 
would be intermittent, temporary, and less than that of the completed development.  Impacts on 
water supply during construction would be somewhat similar and less than significant under the 
Project as well as the Reduced Density Alternative. 

The Reduced Density Alternative would have 25 percent less development than the 
proposed Project, with 1,545 units, 206 hotel rooms, 510,750 sq. ft. of office space, and 336,750 
sq. ft. of retail space.  Therefore, the water consumption from these uses would be 75 percent of 
that calculated for the Project with County Office Building Option.  As shown in Table 108 on 
page 808, the commercial uses would consume 186,438 gallons per day on average and 316,945 
gallons on a peak day.  The residential component would consume 273,652 gallons on an 



V. Alternatives to the Proposed Project 

Table 108 
 

Alternative 3 - Anticipated Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Hotel 206 rooms 130 26,780 221 45,526
Retail 336,750 square feet 80 26,940 136 45,798
Office 510,750 square feet 180 91,935 306 156,290
Subtotal    145,655  247,614
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  40,783  69,332
Total Commercial   186,438  316,945

Residential     
1 bedroom 912 dwelling unit 120 109,440 204 186,048
2 bedroom 541 dwelling unit 160 86,560 272 147,152
3 bedroom 92 dwelling unit 200 18,400 340 31,280
Subtotal    214,400  364,480
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  38,592  65,606
Parking c 1,033 ksf 20 20,660 34 35,122
Total Residential    273,652  465,208

Streetscape  0.75 acres 3,650 2,738 6,205 4,655

Park     
Landscape Acreage d 10.5 acres 3,650 21,910 6,205 37,247
Restaurant 7,500 square feet 900 6,750 1530 11,475
Restrooms 149 fixtures 100 14,900 170 25,330
Total Park    59,975  101,958

Total –   522,803  888,766
  
a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. 

Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  
b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Total parking floor area based on the percentage reduction of code required parking under this Alternative and 

325 square feet per parking space. 
d Water demand levels are net of existing water demand for the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

average day and 465,208 gallons on a peak day.  As indicated, water consumption for the 
streetscape has the potential to be less than the Project with County Office Building Option and 
the Project with Alternative Residential Development Option, since Grand Avenue streetscape 
and Civic Park improvements have the potential to be less, since they would be commensurate 
with funding from the development of the five parcels.   

The total water consumption for the Reduced Density Alternative would be 
522,803 gallons on an average day and 888,766 gallons on a peak day.  The estimated net water 
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demand for the Project with County Office Building Option is 844,403 gallons on an average 
day, and 1,435,484 gallons on a peak day.  Water infrastructure and requirements for fire flow 
are sufficient to meet these demands.  Therefore, impacts under the Project and this Alternative 
would be less than significant.   

Impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative, based on water demand, would be 
incrementally reduced by approximately 38 percent from those of the proposed Project, and 
would, like those impacts, be less than significant. 

(b)  Wastewater 

Impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative would require hook-ups to the sewer lines 
that are similar to those of the Project.  These hookups could affect traffic in the area.  Any such 
impacts would be mitigated through a construction management program.  It is anticipated that 
portable toilets would be provided and maintained by a private, contracted vendor during the 
construction phase of the Project, and that the vendor would dispose of waste off-site.  Therefore, 
wastewater generation during construction would be negligible.  Impacts of the Reduced Density 
Alternative on wastewater generation during construction would be somewhat similar to those of 
the Project and, thus, less than significant. 

The Reduced Density Alternative would have 25 percent less development than the 
proposed Project, with 1,545 units, 206 hotel rooms, 510,750 sq. ft. of office space, and 336,750 
sq. ft. of retail space.  Therefore, wastewater generation from these uses would be 75 percent of 
that calculated for the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  As shown in Table 
109 on page 810, the commercial uses would generate 145,655 gallons on an average day and 
247,614 gallons on a peak day.  The residential component would generate 214,400 gallons on 
an average day and 364,480 gallons on a peak day.  The wastewater produced from uses in the 
park would be 25 percent less than that of the Project, generating 21,650 gallons on an average 
day and 36,805 gallons on a peak day.  Therefore, the total wastewater generation from the 
residential, commercial and park components would be 380,505 gallons on an average day and 
646,859 gallons on a peak day.   

The estimated net wastewater generation for the Project with County Office Building 
Option is 631,650 gallons per day on average and 1,073,805 gallons on a peak day.  Wastewater 
infrastructure and capacity is sufficient to meet these demands.  Therefore, these impacts would 
be less than significant.  

Impacts of the Reduced Density Alternative would be 40 percent less than those of the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option and would, like those impacts, be less than 
significant. 
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Table 109 
 

Alternative 3 - Anticipated Wastewater Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Hotel 206 rooms 130 26,780 221 45,526
Retail 336,750 square feet 80 26,940 136 45,798
Office 510,750 square feet 180 91,935 306 156,290

Total Commercial   145,655  247,614
Residential     
1 bedroom 912 dwelling unit 120 109,440 204 186,048
2 bedroom 541 dwelling unit 160 86,560 272 147,152
3 bedroom 92 dwelling unit 200 18,400 340 31,280
Total Residential    214,400  364,480

Park     
Restaurant c 7,500 square feet 900 5,550 1530 9,435
Restrooms 149 fixtures 100 14,900 170 25,330
Total Park    20,450  36,805

Total    380,505  646,859
  
a   Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. 

Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  
b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Net of existing sewage demand within the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 

(c)  Solid Waste 

The Reduced Density Alternative would generate waste debris from construction 
activities.  The debris from residential construction (4.38 lbs per sq.ft. and 1,616,250 square feet 
of construction) and commercial development (4.2 lbs per square foot and 1,083,750 square feet) 
would be 5,816 tons per year.  This is less than the 7,800 tons that would be generated by the 
Project.  The amount of construction debris associated with street and park improvements, 
23,232 tons per year, would be similar to the Project’s.  The total amount of construction waste 
with this Alternative , 29,048 tons per year would be less than the Project’s 31,120 tons per year, 
by 7 percent.   

The amount of solid waste generated during operations of the Reduced Density 
Alternative is shown in Table 110 on page 811.  As indicated, this Alternative would generate 
approximately 5,278 tons of solid waste per year, approximately 25 percent less than the Project 
with County Office Building Option’s 7,072 tons per year.  The analysis of the Project’s solid 
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Table 110 
 

Alternative 3 - Anticipated Solid Waste 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees b
Disposal Rate 

(tons/employee/year) a
Total 

(tons/year) 
Commercial      
Hotel 206 rooms 185 2.10 389 
Retail 230,250 square feet 461 0.30 138 
Restaurant 69,000 square feet 138 3.10 428 
Health Club 37,500 square feet 75 0.90 68 
Office 510,750 square feet 2,043 1.70 3,473
Total Commercial    4,496 

Residential 1,545 dwelling units  0.46 711 
Total Residential    9,703 

Park 16 acres 10 9 0.90 

Park Restaurant 10,000 62 square feet 20 3.10 

Total    5,278 
  
a Disposal Waste rate calculations are based on CIWMB published units. 
b Derived from factors generated by PCR Services Corporation based on data presented in the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Manual. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

waste impacts indicates that the inert land-fills that would accept the construction debris have an 
estimated 60 year capacity.  Further, the Project’s solid waste due to operations would comprise 
less than 0.001 percent of the 9.11 million tons of total waste generated within the City of Los 
Angeles and disposed of daily at major landfills in the region, and planning for future needs is 
being based on a 15 year projected needs bases.  Therefore, impacts of the Reduced Density 
Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less than significant. 

c.  Relationship of Reduced Density Alternative to the Project Objectives 

The Reduced Density Alternative may not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 
provide an economically viable development, since, with the reduction in scale, the Reduced 
Density Alternative would not be as economically viable as the Project.  In addition, the Reduced 
Density Alternative would not meet the majority of the Project’s priority objectives to create a 
vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by attracting both 
residents and visitors, day and night, to the same extent as the Project.  Furthermore, since the 
Alternative has less development than the Project, it would not meet the priority objective to 
implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a maximum density of development.  The 
Reduced Density Alternative also would not implement the Project’s priority objective to 
generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 million from Phase 
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1, by the lease of public land, and then to use these funds to improve and extend the existing Los 
Angeles County Mall into the proposed Civic Park.  In addition, this Alternative would not 
implement the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program (except, adjacent to Parcel Q), further 
reducing the ability of this Alternative to meet the objectives of the Project to create a civic 
gathering place and to enhance pedestrian connections.   

The Reduced Density Alternative would meet the priority objectives to ensure that 20 
percent of all residential units in the Project are affordable units; however, due to the reduction in 
residential units, this would provide 25 percent fewer affordable units than by the Project.  This 
Alternative would also meet the priority objective to create a long-term stream of additional tax 
revenues for the City, the CRA/LA and the County.  However, since it would represent a 
reduction in scale, the stream of additional tax revenues would be incrementally less than under 
the Project.   

The Reduced Density Alternative would meet the Project’s objective to encourage public 
transit opportunities through the development of high-density residences in close proximity to 
exiting transit systems.  The Reduced Density Alternative would also meet the Project objective 
to provide residential densities in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area as well as improve 
the jobs/housing balance downtown and establish a variety of housing types, although it would 
not maximize residential densities, as would the Project.  The Reduced Density Alternative 
would also implement the redevelopment plan objectives to provide housing for workers who 
seek housing near their employment, but to a lesser degree than what would likely occur under 
the Project.  

The Reduced Density Alternative would reduce, but not avoid, the Project’s significant 
and unavoidable impacts associated with zoning compliance construction hauling, lane closures, 
periodic closures of the Grand Avenue and Hill Street ramps to the garage beneath the Civic 
Center Mall during their reconstruction, operation traffic, occasional traffic congestion during 
evening and large-scale events in the Civic Park, DAARP residential parking requirements, view 
obstruction, air quality (construction and operation), and noise (construction).  Additionally, this 
Alternative may possibly reduce impacts associated with the possible removal of the historically 
significant character-defining features in the Civic Center Mall, and short-term recreational 
impacts associated with the closure of Civic Center Mall during the Civic Park’s construction 
phase, if the scope of the development in the Civic Park were reduced.  .  The Reduced Density 
Alternative would also incrementally reduce the Project’s less than significant impacts related to 
shade/shadow, police services, schools, and utilities as well as reduce the Project’s less than 
significant construction visual quality impacts, since construction would be completed within a 
shorter time frame.   
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4.  Alternative 4: Alternative Design 

a.  Introduction and Description of the Alternative Design Alternative 

The Alternative Design Alternative was developed in response to the potential significant 
impacts of the Project with regard to the historical resources currently present within the Civic 
Center Mall and the Project’s significant view impacts for locations that are located south of 
Parcels L and M-2. 

The conclusions of the historical analysis (see Section IV.D of the Draft EIR) are that 
significant impacts would result if any of the four identified character-defining features are either 
not retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (Standards); or if the improvements implemented within 
the Civic Park are not done so in accordance with the Standards.  Therefore, for the purposes of 
analyzing the Alternative Design Alternative, implementation of the Civic Park would only 
occur in accordance with the Standards.  In summary, the four identified character-defining 
features are as follows: (1) the water feature (both the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a 
focal point for the park; (2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining 
walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park 
preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator 
shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light poles with saucer-like 
canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or 
relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and 
planter boxes.  Additionally, the Standards should be utilized to ensure that rehabilitation work to 
the park does not impair those qualities and historic characteristics of these four key character-
defining features that convey the property’s significance and qualify it for California Register 
listing.  If the character-defining features noted above were retained and reused in a manner 
consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in this analysis, then potential impacts to this 
resource would not occur and mitigation measures would not be required. 

In response to the significant view impacts attributable to the towers proposed for 
development on Parcels L and M-2, the towers under the Alternative Design Alternative would 
be reversed, such that the tower proposed for the southeast corner of Parcels L and M-2 would be 
moved to the southwest corner, and the tower proposed for the northwest corner would be moved 
to the northeast corner.  The reversal of the tower buildings would increase the setback between 
the highest structures on Parcels L and M-2 and the existing, adjacent Grand Promenade Tower 
residential building.  The intent of the increased setback is to open views from the Grand 
Promenade Tower building towards the north.  
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Under the Alternative Design Alternative, the same amount of residential and commercial 
development as the Project with County Office Building Option (3.6 million square feet) would 
be developed.  The components of the Alternative Design Alternative are compared to the 
Project, and Alternatives 1 through 3 and 5 in Table 119 on page 848. 

b. Analysis of Alternative 

(1)  Land Use  

(a)  Civic Park and Grand Avenue Streetscape 

The various configurations for the Civic Park that could occur under the Alternative 
Design Alternative would be consistent with the intent of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared 
Facilities and Enhancement Plan to upgrade the existing mall and to utilize the western section of 
the park as a venue for cultural and entertainment uses.  In addition, since the circular driveways 
to the subterranean parking structure would not be retained, pedestrian and visual access to the 
Civic Park from Grand Avenue would be enhanced, as under the Project.  As such, this 
Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be as consistent with the Open Space policies 
of the General Plan Framework; Government and Public Facilities policies, Civic Open Space 
policies, and Pedestrian Linkages policies of the Central City Community Plan; Cultural 
Diversity and Open Space policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan; and Civic Center Mall 
policies of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan.  Thus, the 
impacts of the Alternative Design Alternative in relation to existing land use plans and land use 
compatibility would be similar to the Project and, thus, less than significant.  As no changes to 
the Grand Avenue streetscape program would occur under this Alternative, impacts would be the 
same and less than significant.  All of the other components of the Project would also be 
included under this Alternative and, as the Project, these would have a less than significant 
impact.  

(b)  Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

The reversal of the tower buildings on Parcels L and M-2 would increase the setback 
between the tower structures on Parcels L and M-2 and the existing Grand Promenade Tower 
residential building, located to the south.  As the Project’s land uses would be compatible with 
the existing 28-story Grand Promenade Tower residential land use, the increased setback 
between the existing and proposed tower structures would further improve land use 
compatibility.  The Alternative Design Alternative would be identical to the Project with County 
Office Building Option in relation to land use compatibility resulting from residential, retail, and 
commercial uses and building heights.  As with the Project with the County Office Building 
Option, the development of the five parcels under the Alternative Design Alternative would meet 
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the objectives of the Downtown Center designation of the General Plan Framework, the Central 
City Community Plan, the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan, the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal 
Project (1990), the Downtown Strategic Plan, the Bunker Hill Design for Development, and 
SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide.  As with the Project with the County Office 
Building Option, the Alternative Design Alternative would not generate any significant land use 
impacts relative to adopted land use plans.  The Alternative Design Alternative would have the 
same mix of land uses as the Project with the County Office Building Option and, as such, would 
cause a potentially significant impact relative to zoning compliance.  As with the Project, the 
Alternative Design Alternative would require a zone change and zoning variances.  However, 
since this Alternative would increase the setback between the existing Grand Promenade Tower 
residential building and the proposed towers on Parcels L and M-2, it would be more 
environmentally advantageous than the Project with County Office Building Option, in relation 
to land use compatibility.  All of the other components of the Project with County Office 
Building Option would also be included under this Alternative and, with the exception of zoning 
impacts, these would have a less than significant impact. 

(2)  Transportation, Circulation, and Parking 

(a)  Construction 

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, construction activities would be similar to the 
Project Options, since the scope of development regarding the Civic Park, the Grand Avenue 
streetscape program, and development of the five parcels would be similar.  All of the other 
components of the Project with the County Office Building Option would also be included under 
this Alternative and, as the Project, this Alternative would generate up to 300 haul trucks a day 
during peak construction periods.  Since many of these trips would occur during the A.M. peak 
hour, short-term impacts associated with hauling during the A.M. hours during the initial 
construction phases would be similar to the Project and potentially significant.  In addition, as 
with the Project, this Alternative would generate a potentially significant short-term traffic 
impact associated with lane closures, and the periodic closures of the Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street ramps to the Civic Center Mall parking structure during their reconstruction.  A 
Construction Traffic Control/Management Plan, which would reduce, but not eliminate, 
potentially significant short-term construction traffic impacts, would be implemented under this 
Alternative, as is the case with the proposed Project.   

(b)  Traffic and Circulation 

The scope of development would be the same as under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  Traffic and circulation impacts would be identical to that option, as discussed 
in Section IV.B in this Draft EIR.  All of the components of the Project would be included under 
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this Alternative and, as is the case with the Project with County Office Building Option, would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts after mitigation at the locations identified in 
Section IV.B, above.  

(c)  Transit  

Estimated transit ridership is based on a small percentage of projected vehicle trips.  As 
such, the Alternative Design Alternative would generate the same number of transit riders as the 
Project with the County Office Building Option, since peak hour trips under the Alternative and 
the Project with the County Office Building Option would be the same.  Since the Project’s 
demand relative to transit capacity would be less than significant, the Alternative Design 
Alternative would, likewise, have a similar and less than significant impact on transit.  

(d)  Parking 

The Alternative Design Alternative would provide the same number of parking spaces as 
the Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project, the Alternative Design 
Alternative would provide parking in excess of LAMC requirements, based on peak parking 
demand.  Peak parking demand for the Project is described in Section IV.B of this Draft EIR.  As 
with the Project, the Alternative Design Alternative would not be consistent with the Deputy 
Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP) requirement of 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit and, 
as such, would be potentially significant in terms of this policy.  Since the Alternative Design 
Alternative would not provide 2.5 spaces per dwelling unit, parking impacts would be similar to 
the Project, since this Alternative would not avoid the Project’s potentially significant impact 
associated with the DAARP.  This Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would require a 
variance/deviation from the Deputy Advisory Agency Policy for condominium parking supply, 
as described for the Project with County Office Building Option in Section IV.B of this Draft 
EIR.  All of the other components of this Alternative, including the Civic Park and Grand 
Avenue Conceptual Plans, would be the same as under the Project with County Office Building 
Option and, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, would not generate any 
significant parking impacts relative to off-site parking, existing on-street parking, and parking 
demand.  
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(3)  Aesthetics/Visual Resources 

(a)  Construction 

(i)  Visual Quality 

Civic Park and Grand Avenue Conceptual Plans 

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, construction activities would be the same as 
under the Project as it assumed that the proposed changes to the Civic Park under this Alternative 
would not have a material affect on the extent of construction required to implement the Civic 
Park.  The Grand Avenue Conceptual Plans would be the same as under the Project.  As such, 
construction activities in the renovation and expansion of Civic Park and development of the 
Grand Avenue Conceptual Plan would  be short-term and substantially similar to the Project.  As 
with the Project visual quality impacts associated with construction of this Alternative would be 
less than significant.   

Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

The scope of development under this Alternative would be the same as under the Project 
with County Office Building Option.  Construction activities associated with the Alternative 
Design Alternative would be the same as under the Project with County Office Building Option 
and would result in the same potential visual contrast and general disruption in the aesthetic 
character of the area.  Excavation, grading, and construction of structures would be the same as 
under the Project with County Office Building Option, as would the duration and phasing of 
construction.  With mitigation, construction activities associated with the Alternative Design 
Alternative, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, would not substantially 
alter, degrade, or eliminate the existing visual character of the area.  Visual quality impacts 
associated with construction would be similar and less than significant, as is the case with the 
Project with County Office Building Option.   

(b)  Operation 

(i)  Visual Quality 

Civic Park and Grand Avenue Streetscape Conceptual Plans 

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, the visual quality of the Civic Park would be 
enhanced through the preservation of the existing fountain and other character defining features 
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that would, otherwise, be removed under the Project.  As no changes to the Grand Avenue 
streetscape program would occur under this Alternative, impacts would be the same and less than 
significant.  As it assumed that the proposed changes to the Civic Park under this Alternative 
would not have a material affect on the extent of construction required to implement the Civic 
Park.  Therefore, the Alternative Design Alternative would be considered more environmentally 
advantageous than the Project’s Civic Park Conceptual Plan in overall visual quality.   

Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 

In the reversing the location of the Project with County Office Building Option’s towers 
on Parcels L and M-2, the Alternative Design Alternative would increase the setback between 
the 28-story Grand Promenade Tower residential high-rise and the proposed towers on Parcels L 
and M-2.  The setbacks would also create greater variation in the skyline due to greater space 
between tower structures, when viewed together with the Grand Promenade Tower.  Although 
the Project would not create a significant visual quality impact, the Alternative Design 
Alternative would be more environmentally advantageous in relation to overall visual quality.  
All of the other development components of this Alternative would be the same as under the 
Project with County Office Building Option and, as with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, would not generate any significant visual quality impacts. 

(ii)  Views 

In reversing the tower buildings on Parcels L and M-2, the Alternative Design Alternative 
would result in a greater setback between the towers on Parcels L and M-2 and the existing, 
adjacent 28-story Grand Promenade Tower.  Due to the resulting setbacks, the potential blockage 
of views toward the north and northeast of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and the horizon (i.e., 
mountains) would be less than under the Project.  Under the Alternative Design Alternative, the 
development of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 would be the same as under the Project with County 
Office Building Option.  The potential blockage of valued views of the horizon and/or mountains 
from the Museum Tower residential building and the blockage of views of City Hall from Olive 
Street would be the same as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  Although 
the Alternative Design Alternative would reduce the Project’s potentially significant view impact 
on Grand Promenade Tower, the Alternative Design Alternative would not avoid the Project with 
County Office Building Option’s potentially significant view obstruction impacts of City Hall 
from Olive Street.  

(iii)  Light and Glare 

The Alternative Design Alternative would generate similar ambient light as the Project 
with County Office Building Option since ambient light associated with spillage from building 
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windows would be similar.  However, light impacts from Parcel M-2 would be incrementally 
reduced in relation to the adjacent Grand Promenade Tower residential building, since the Parcel 
M-2 tower would be located at a greater distance from the Grand Promenade Tower.  Illuminated 
signage associated with retail uses along the street fronts and street and sidewalk lighting would 
be the same as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project with 
County Office Building Option, the Alternative Design Alternative could result in potential glare 
impacts from reflected sunlight and, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, 
mitigation in the form of site-plan review, careful use of non-reflective surface materials, and a 
glare analysis prior to construction would reduce potential glare impacts to a less than significant 
level.  Although the Alternative Design Alternative would have a similar daytime glare impact as 
the Project with County Office Building Option, it would have less nighttime light impact on the 
adjacent Grand Promenade Tower.  As such, the Alternative Design Alternative would be 
environmentally advantageous in relation to light impacts.  

(iv)  Shade/Shadow 

Except for the reversal of buildings in Parcels L and M-2, the other development 
components of the Alternative Design Alternative would be the same as under the Project.  The 
Alternative Design Alternative shade/shadow impacts would be substantially the same as the 
Project’s.  However, since the northerly of the Project’s two towers on Parcels L and M-2 would 
be located to the east of its proposed location, shading of the Bunker Hill Tower Apartments 
west of Hope Street (a sensitive use), would be incrementally reduced.  Although both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the Alternative Design Alternative would 
generate less than significant shade/shadow impacts, shading of the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
would be incrementally less under the Alternative Design Alternative, due to the change in the 
tower locations on Parcels L and M-2.  Therefore, the Alternative Design Alternative would 
slightly reduce the Project with County Office Building Option’s less than significant impact.  

(4)  Historical Resources 

One of the reasons for the inclusion of this Alternative in the analysis is to address the 
Project’s potential impacts on the historic resources present within the existing Civic Center 
Mall.  Under this Alternative, the design for the Civic Park would either retain all four of the 
Mall’s character-defining features as they exist today and in their current locations, or they 
would be retained and reused within the Civic Park in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (Standards).  While this is a 
possible outcome under the Project, it is a definite outcome under this Alternative.  As a result, if 
the mitigation identified for the Project is fully implemented, impacts on historic resources under 
both the Project and the Alternative Design Alternative would be the same and less than 
significant.  However, in the event that the Project’s mitigation measures cannot be fully 
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implemented as part of the Alternative Design Alternative, then impacts under the Alternative 
Design Alternative would be very different when compared to those of the Project.  The 
difference being that impacts on the historic resources within the Civic Center Mall, when 
compared to the Project, would be substantially reduced and would be less than significant, in 
contrast to the significant impact that could occur under the Project. 

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, the implementation of the Grand Avenue 
streetscape program would be the same, as under the proposed Project.  Although 
implementation of the conceptual plan for the Grand Avenue streetscape program  would not 
significantly impact the cultural context of adjacent resources, potentially significant impacts 
could result if the final design for the streetscape program obscures visual access to those historic 
resources.  However, with the application of the mitigation measures identified for the Project, 
impacts of the Alternative Design Alternative, relative to the Grand Avenue streetscape program, 
would be similar and less than significant. 

The change in the locations of the towers on Parcels L and M-2 would not have any 
effect on historic resources as development on Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 under the 
Project has no effect on historic resources.  All of other development components of this 
Alternative would be the same as under the Project and would have a less than significant impact 
on historical and cultural resources.   

(5)  Population, Housing and Employment 

The Alternative Design Alternative would have the same types and amounts of 
development as the Project with County Office Building Option and, therefore, the same 
amounts of housing, population and employment.  As is the case with the Project, population, 
housing and employment growth projections would not be exceeded under the Alternative 
Design Alternative, and impacts regarding growth would be less than significant. 

As is the case with the Project, the Alternative Design Alternative would be supportive of 
plans and policies for development in the Central City Community Plan/Downtown area.  
Therefore, development under this Alternative would be consistent with the applicable plans and 
policies for development in the downtown area, and the Central City Community Plan.  As is the 
case with the Project, impacts of the Alternative regarding consistency with plans and policies 
would be less than significant. 

(6)  Air Quality 

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, construction activities would be similar to the 
Project with County Office Building Option, since the scope of development regarding the Civic 
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Park, the Grand Avenue streetscape program, and development of the five parcels would be 
similar.  As with the Project, construction of this Alternative would generate pollutant emissions 
through the use of heavy-duty construction equipment and through haul truck and construction 
worker trips.  The overall amount of site preparation and building construction would be similar 
under the Alternative Design Alternative.  Construction emissions generated by the Alternative 
Design Alternative would be similar to the proposed Project and would be significant and 
unavoidable.  Localized pollutant construction impacts would also be similar to the proposed 
Project with County Office Building Option as both the intensity and duration of excavation and 
grading would be similar, and would also be significant. 

The number of daily trips generated by this Alternative would be the same as under the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  The total contributions to regional emissions under 
this Alternative would remain significant, as is the case with the proposed Project with County 
Office Building Option.  As with the Project, this Alternative would result in significant regional 
air quality impacts for CO, NOx, and VOC, and PM10..  Construction and operational air quality 
impacts under this Alternative would be the same as under the Project and, therefore, the 
Alternative Design Alternative would not avoid or reduce the Project with County Office 
Building Option’s significant air quality impacts.  

(7)  Noise  

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, construction activities would be similar to the 
Project with County Office Building Option, since the scope of development regarding the Civic 
Park, the Grand Avenue streetscape program, and development of the five parcels would be 
similar.  Because the type of construction associated with this Alternative would be similar to the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option, daily construction-related noise levels 
experienced both within the Project site and the immediate vicinity would be similar to the 
proposed Project and are considered significant. 

The on-site equipment and activity noise levels associated with the Project are not 
considered significant and would be similar with this Alternative.  Total daily traffic would be 
the same as under the  Project with County Office Building Option.  Since the scope of 
development would be the same under this Alternative, it would not reduce or avoid the Project’s 
potentially significant construction noise impacts or less than significant operations noise 
impacts.  

(8)  Hazardous Materials 

The changes to the Project with County Office Building Option that are reflected in the 
Alternative Design Alternative would not change the amount of site preparation as what is 
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forecasted to occur under the Project with County Office Building Option.  Thus, potential 
exposures to previously unrecorded hazardous materials would be the same under both the 
Project with County Office Building Option and the Alternative Design Alternative.  As with the 
Project with County Office Building Option, compliance with regulatory measures would reduce 
potentially significant impacts from any unknown hazardous substances, including untested fill 
soils, under this Alternative to less than significant levels.  All of other components of this 
Alternative would be the same as under the Project with County Office Building Option and 
would have a less than significant impact relative to the storage or use of hazardous chemicals 
used in landscaping or standard building maintenance.  

(9)  Public Services 

(a)  Fire Services 

The changes to the Project that are reflected in the Alternative Design Alternative would 
not change the types and amounts of development that would occur at the Project site.  Therefore 
construction activity would have similar effects regarding the chance of construction related 
incidents requiring emergency response, and impacts on emergency access due to lane closures 
for construction.  Under both the Project and the Alternative Design Alternative, emergency 
access impacts would be short-term and potentially significant.  With the implementation a 
Construction Traffic Control / Management Plan to be approved by LADOT and distributed to 
the LAFD, as under the Project, emergency access impacts would be reduced to less than 
significance and would be similar under both the Project and this Alternative.   

Operating characteristics with regard to fire services for the Alternative Design 
Alternative would also be the same as those associated with the Project.  As such, sufficient fire 
facilities are located within the specified regulatory distances, and the Alternative would be 
required to provide fire flows, and site/building design to meet standards for fire protection, thus 
avoiding significant impacts.  Impacts of the Alternative Design Alternative would be similar 
and less than significant, as is the case with Project. 

(b)  Police 

The changes to the Project that are reflected in the Alternative Design Alternative would 
not change the types and amounts of development that would occur at the Project site.  
Therefore, construction activity under this Alternative would have similar effects regarding the 
chance of construction related thefts, and impacts on emergency access due to lane closures for 
construction.  Under both the Project and the Alternative Design Alternative, emergency access 
impacts would be short-term and potentially significant.  With the implementation a 
Construction Traffic Control / Management Plan to be approved by LADOT and distributed to 
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the LAPD, required under Mitigation Measure B-1, described in Section IV.B of this Draft EIR, 
emergency access impacts would be similar and reduced to less than significance and under both 
the Project and this Alternative. 

The Alternative Design Alternative would introduce the same new population to the 
Project site, as is the case with the Project with County Office Building Option.  With private 
security, especially for park activities, and mitigation measures for site safety and protection, 
impacts for the Alternative Design Alternative, as is the case for the Project, would be less than 
significant.  Therefore, service ratios with the Alternative Design Alternative would be the same 
as the service ratios with the Project with County Office Building Option.  As a result, police it 
impacts under this Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less than significant.   

(c)  Schools 

The Alternative Design Alternative would generate the same number of new residents 
and employees as the Project with County Office Building Option, and would therefore generate 
the same number of students:  250 elementary school students, 141 middle school students, and 
169 high school students for a total of 560 students.  In contrast, the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option would generate 632 local LAUSD students, consisting of 314 
elementary school students, 157 middle school students, and 161 high school students.  
Therefore, the Alternative Design Alternative represents a reduction of 72 students, or 
approximately 11 percent less than the 632 students under the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option.  The analysis of the impacts of the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option indicates that the Project’s students would exceed anticipated 
seating capacity at Castelar and Gatts Elementary Schools, even after the development of new 
schools in the area.  In addition, the additional students would not exceed the capacity of the 
middle school and high school facilities an increased capacity would be made available through 
planned new schools that would be open by 2009.  Impacts of the Alternative Design 
Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be fully mitigated through the payment of fees 
for new schools per California Government Code Section 65995.  All of the other development 
components of this Alternative would be the same as under the Project and would have no 
impact on school services.  As such, the impacts of the Alternative Design Alternative, as is the 
case with the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, would also be less than 
significant. 

(d)  Parks and Recreation 

The Alternative Design Alternative would require construction within the existing Civic 
Center Mall to create the proposed Civic Park, and, as such, would result in the same potentially 
significant, short-term impact on park and recreation services as the Project.   
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The Alternative Design Alternative would develop up to 2,060 housing units and would, 
therefore, generate the same new populace, 2,925 residents.  In contrast, the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would contain 600 additional residential units and 
would generate approximately 3,777 new residents.  As with the Project with Additional 
Residential Development Option, the Alternative Design Alternative’s new population would 
seek out recreational opportunities and increase the demand for park and recreation services in 
the Project area.  The Alternative Design Alternative would also include the 16-acre Civic Park, 
with amenities that could be similar to those of the Project. 

The analysis of the Project’s impacts on park space addresses the additional demand on 
park space that would be generated by the Project’s added population, pursuant to the City 
methods for analyzing and providing new park space for City residents.  The analysis recognizes 
that the Project would be required to meet the City’s Quimby requirements through the provision 
of dedicated park space at a rate of 3 acres per 1,000 population, payment of in-lieu fees, or a 
combination of the two.  As the implementation of this requirement is based on the number of 
residents within a project, the Alternative Design Alternative would provide parks contributions 
that are similar to those of the Project with Alternative Design Alternative.  In all of these cases, 
the contributions to the City’s park facilities are provided on a per capita base and are therefore 
equivalent in regard to their respective populations.  As such, both the Project and the 
Alternative Design Alternative would accommodate their respective additional park demands, 
provide similar levels of service and avoid a significant impact on parks and recreation services.  
However, since the Alternative Design Alternative would have incrementally less population, the 
impacts on parks and recreational services would be incrementally less than under the Project 
with Additional Residential Development Option 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option as well as the Alternative 
Design Alternative would include improvements within the Civic Park.  While the nature of the 
improvements under the Alternative Design Alternative may be different than those of the 
Project, they nevertheless would each provide regional park benefits in addition to meeting the 
needs of their respective populations.  

(e)  Libraries 

The Alternative Design Alternative would develop up to 2,060  housing units and would 
generate approximately 2,925 residents.  The added population would make use of nearby 
libraries, and increase the demand for library services.  In addition, its employees might also use 
the downtown Central Library, a regional facility, and/or other nearby libraries.  In contrast, the 
Project with Additional Residential Option, with up to 2,660 housing units, would generate 3,777 
new residents.  The analysis of the Project with Additional Residential Option’s impacts on 
library services indicates that its population of 3,777 new residents is not expected to exceed the 
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libraries’ defined target service population, nor require library expansion.  Demand for library 
services would be incrementally less under the Alternative Design Alternative and less than 
significant under both the Project with Additional Residential Option and Alternative Design 
Alternative.  

(10)  Utilities 

(a)  Water Supply 

Construction of the Alternative Design Alternative would require hook-ups to the 
existing water main lines that are similar to those of the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  The installation of these hookups could affect traffic in the area.  Any such impacts 
would be mitigated through a construction management program.  Water would be used during 
construction for dust suppression and other construction-related activities.  Such water usage 
would be intermittent, temporary, and less than that of the completed development.  Impacts on 
water supply during construction would be somewhat similar and less than significant under the 
Project as well as the Alternative Design Alternative. 

The Alternative Design Alternative would have the same types and amounts of 
development as the Project and therefore the demand for water consumption would be the same.  
As indicated in the analysis of the impacts of the Project on water consumption, above, water 
infrastructure and water supply is sufficient to meet these demands, as well as requirements for 
fire flow.  Therefore, the impacts on water consumption and conveyance for the Alternative 
Design Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less than significant.  

(b)  Wastewater 

Construction of the Alternative Design Alternative would require hook-ups to the sewer 
lines that are similar to those of the Project.  These hookups could affect traffic in the area.  Any 
such impacts would be mitigated through a construction management program.  It is anticipated 
that portable toilets would be provided and maintained by a private, contracted vendor during the 
construction phase of the Project, and that the vendor would dispose of waste off-site.  Therefore, 
wastewater generation during construction would be negligible.  Impacts of the Alternative 
Design Alternative on wastewater generation during construction would be somewhat similar to 
those of the Project and, thus, less than significant.  The Alternative Design Alternative would 
have the same types and amounts of development as the proposed Project and therefore the 
wastewater generation would be same.  As indicated in the analysis of the impacts of the Project 
on water consumption, above, wastewater infrastructure and capacity is sufficient to meet these 
demands.  Therefore, impacts on wastewater generation and conveyance for the Alternative 
Design Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less than significant.  All of other 
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components of this Alternative would be the same as under the Project and would have a less 
than significant impact relative to wastewater generation.  

(c)  Solid Waste 

The Alternative Design Alternative would have the same types and amounts of 
development as the Project with County Office Building Option; and therefore, the Alternative 
Design Alternative would generate waste debris from construction activities that is the same as 
the Project’s.  The Project and the Alternative Design Alternative would generate an equivalent 
amount of waste and, as with the Project, impacts associated with construction solid waste would 
be less than significant and similar.  Also, the solid waste disposal from operations of the 
Alternative Design Alternative would be the same as the Project.  The analysis of the Project’s 
solid waste impacts indicates that the inert land-fills that would accept the construction debris 
have an estimated 60 year capacity.  Further, the Project’s solid waste due to operations would 
comprise less than 0.001 percent of the 9.11 million tons of total waste generated within the City 
of Los Angeles and disposed of daily at major landfills in the region, and planning for future 
needs is being based on a 15 years projected needs bases.  Therefore, impacts of the Project and 
the Alternative Design Alternative would be the same and less than significant.  All of other 
components of this Alternative would be the same as under the Project and would have a less 
than significant impact on solid waste generation. 

c.  Relationship of Alternative Design Alternative to the Project Objectives 

As with the Project, the Alternative Design Alternative would meet the ultimate goal of 
the Project to provide an economically viable, architecturally distinguished, community- 
oriented, mixed-use development with notable public open spaces that would create, define, and 
celebrate the Civic and Cultural Center as a regional destination.  In addition, the Alternative 
design Alternative would meet all the Project’s priority objectives.  It would meet the priority 
objective to create a vibrant, 24-hour development that activates the Civic and Cultural Center by 
attracting both residents and visitors, day and night, through a mix of uses that are economically 
viable, that complement each other, and that add to those that already exist on Bunker Hill.  It 
would meet the priority objective to implement redevelopment plan objectives to permit a 
maximum density of development commensurate with the highest standards of architecture and 
landscape design, in order to create a pleasant living and working environment.  This Alternative 
would meet the priority objective to generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, 
and at least $45 million from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and to then use these funds to 
improve and extend the existing Civic Center Mall into a Civic Park that can serve as a public 
gathering place for the entire region.  In addition, this Alternative would meet the priority 
objectives to provide 20 percent of all residential units are affordable units and to create a long-
term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the CRA/LA and the County. 
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This Alternative would meet all of the Project’s specific objectives that are intended to 
ensure that the proposed development would generate specific public benefits, activate 
downtown Los Angeles, create a civic gathering place, enhance pedestrian connections, create 
distinguished architectural design, facilitate achievement of redevelopment goals for the Bunker 
Hill District and the amended Central Business District Redevelopment Plans.  .  

Through the retention of historically significant character-defining features, the 
Alternative Design Alternative would avoid the Project’s potential significant impact on the 
historic resources present within the existing Civic Center Mall, and reduce, but not eliminate, 
the Project’s significant view impact for the residents of the Grand Promenade Tower building 
that have northerly views.  However, the Alternative Design Alternative would not avoid the 
Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts associated with zoning compliance, construction 
hauling, lane closures, periodic closures of the Civic Mall Garage’s Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street ramps to the garage beneath the existing Civic Center Mall during their reconstruction.  
intersection service levels, DAARP residential parking requirements, views from locations other 
than the Grand Promenade Tower apartments, air quality (construction and operation), noise 
(construction).  This Alternative would avoid the Project’ potentially significant impacts on 
character-defining features in the existing Civic Center Mall.   

5.  Alternative 5: Alternative Land Use 

a.  Introduction and Description of the Alternative Land Use Alternative 

Under the Alternative Land Use alternative, the five development parcels would be 
developed entirely with residential uses, with the exception of 35,000 square feet of retail uses 
that would be developed to meet the retail shopping needs of onsite residents.  This alternative 
would have the same floor area as the Project with County Office Building Option (3.6 million 
square feet).  Under this Alternative , the floor area that would, otherwise, support office, hotel, 
and retail uses, except for 35,000 square feet, would be converted to residential floor area.  The 
proposed 35,000 square feet of retail uses would be consolidated onto Parcel Q, which is 
centrally located to Parcels L, M-2, and W-1/W-2.  Retail uses may include a grocery and similar 
services specifically oriented toward the Project’s residents.  The number of additional 
residential units is based on the non-residential floor area in each parcel(s), divided by the 
average floor area per unit within the applicable parcel.  As such, the non-residential floor area 
within Parcel Q would support an additional 446 units, which, when added to the proposed 500 
units would equal 946 units.  On Parcels W-1/W-2, the non-residential floor area would support 
an additional 763 units.  Added to the proposed 710 units (under the County Office Building 
Option), a total of 1,473 units would be developed on Parcels W-1/W-2 under the Alternative 
Land Use Alternative.  The non-residential floor area proposed for Parcels L and M-2 would 
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support 103 additional units, for a total of 953 units.  On an overall basis, the Alternative Design 
Alternative would allow a maximum of 3,372 residential units, including 674 affordable units.   

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, the implementation of the Civic Park and 
Grand Avenue Conceptual Plans would be the same as under the Project.  The Alternative Land 
Use Alternative is compared to the County Office Building Option in Table 111 on page 829.  As 
shown in Table 111, Alternative 5 would have a 63.6 percent increase in total residential units, a 
92.2 percent decrease in retail floor area, and a 100 percent decrease in office and hotel uses, 
compared to the Project with County Office Building Option.  The components of the 
Alternative Land Use Alternative are compared to the Project and Alternatives 1 through 4 in 
Table 119 on page 848. 

b. Analysis of Alternatives 

(1)  Land Use  

The Alternative Land Use Alternative includes a maximum of 3,372 residential units, 
including 674 affordable units a total of 35,000 square feet of retail uses within Parcel Q that 
would be oriented to specifically serving the retail needs of the on-site residents.  The proposed 
residential development and retail uses would be compatible with existing surrounding 
residential development, which includes the Grand Promenade Tower residential use to the south 
of Parcels L and M-2, Bunker Hill Towers to the west of Parcels L and M-2, the Angelus Plaza 
senior residential complex to the south of Parcels W-1/W-2, and the Museum Tower residential 
building across Olive Street from the Angelus Plaza.  This Alternative would be compatible with 
the use and scale of surrounding residential uses since, as is the existing surrounding residential 
development, it would be multi-family and developed within modern high-rise buildings.  

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would be identical to the Project in relation to total 
floor area, although building heights on Parcel Q may not be as tall as building heights under the 
Project.  No street-front retail uses, restaurants, or other entertainment uses for tourists or the 
general public would be provided.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative would not meet the 
land use objectives of the General Plan Framework to provide for a diversity of uses that would 
support the needs of the City’s residents, businesses, and visitors (Objective 3.1), or provide for 
the continuation of the expansion of visitor-serving uses (Objective 3.11), or focus mixed 
commercial/residential uses around urban transit stations (Objective 3.15).  The Alternative Land 
Use Alternative would be less consistent than the Project with County Office Building Option 
with General Plan Framework Objective 3.16 in that it would not enhance pedestrian activity 
through an integrated interface with the Grand Avenue streetscape of street front retail uses and 
restaurants, as would the Project with County Office Building Option.  The Alternative Land Use 
Alternative would also not be consistent with the commercial objectives of the Central City 
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Comparison of the Project with County Office Building Option and the Alternative Land Use Alternative 
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Community Plan, which promote land uses that address the needs of visitors for business and 
tourism (Objective 2-3) or encourage a mix of uses which create a 24-hour downtown 
environment for current residents and which could foster increased tourism (Objective 2-4).  The 
Alternative Land Use Alternative is also not consistent with the objectives of the existing Bunker 
Hill Design for Development, which recommend substantial quantities of retail, restaurant, and 
entertainment facilities along the within the upper reaches of Bunker Hill.   

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would also not support the policies of the 
Downtown Strategic Plan to encourage activity generators that support tourism, such as hotels in 
the Civic Center District.  On the other hand, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would 
support the policies of the Downtown Strategic Plan for the establishment of vibrant 
neighborhoods containing a variety of community facilities, as well as housing types.  The 
Alternative Land Use Alternative would not be consistent with the existing C2 zoning on Parcels 
Q and W-1/W-2 and, as such, would require a zone change for these parcels.  As with the Project 
with County Office Building Option, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would have a 
potentially significant impact relative to zoning compliance.  Because the Alternative Land Use 

Numerical 
Difference  percent Change 

Retail Floor Area     
 Parcel Q  284,000 sq. ft. 35,000 sq. ft. - 249,000 sq. ft. 87.7 percent decrease 
 Parcels W-1/W-2  64,000 sq. ft. 0 - 64,000 sq. ft. 100 percent decrease 
 Parcels L and M-2 101,000 sq. ft. 0 - 101,000 sq. ft. 100 percent decrease 
Total Retail Floor Area 449,000 sq. ft. 35,000 sq. ft. - 414,000 sq. ft. 92.2 percent decrease 
Total Hotel Floor Area  315,000 sq. ft. 0 - 315,000 sq. ft. 100 percent decrease 
Total Office Floor Area 680,000 sq. ft. 0 - 680,000 sq. ft. 100 percent decrease 
Total Residential Floor 
Area 

2,155,000 sq. ft. 3,565,000 sq. ft. +1,410,000 sq. ft. 65.4 percent increase 

Residential Units     
 Parcel Q  500 units 946 units +446 units 89.2 percent increase 
 Parcels W-1/W-2  710 units 1,473 units +763 units 107.5 percent increase 
 Parcels L and M-2 850 units 953 units +103 units 12.1 percent increase 
Total residential units  2,060 units 3,372 units +1,312 units 63.6 percent increase 
Total affordable units 412 units 674 units + 262 units 63.6 percent increase 
Total Floor Area: 3,600,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 sq. ft. 0 No change 
Conceptual Civic Park 
Plan  

16 acres 16 acres 0 No change 

Grand Avenue 
Streetscape Plan  

Fifth St. to Cesar 
E. Chavez Ave. 

Fifth St. to Cesar 
E. Chavez Ave. 

0 No change 

  

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, April 2006 
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Alternative in comparison to the Project would advance many fewer polices and objectives as set 
forth in the applicable land use plans for the creation of mixed uses in the downtown that serve 
the surrounding community and region, it would be less environmentally advantageous than the 
Project with County Office Building Option in relation to land use plans and policies.  

(2)  Transportation, Circulation, and Parking 

(a)  Construction 

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, construction activities would be similar to 
the Project with the County Office Building Option, since the Alternative Land Use Alternative 
would not change the Project with the County Office Building Option’s phasing or total square 
footage of development.  As such, no change in trips generated by construction activities or 
disruption of streets and sidewalks due to construction activities would occur under this 
Alternative.  As with the Project, this Alternative would generate up to 300 haul trucks a day 
during peak construction periods.  Since many of these trips would occur during the A.M. peak 
hour short-term construction impacts associated with hauling in the A.M. hours would occur 
during the initial demolition hauling phases.  This Alternative would also generate a potentially 
significant traffic impact associated with the periodic closures of the Civic Mall’s Grand Avenue 
and Hill Street ramps to the garage beneath the existing Civic Center Mall during their 
reconstruction.  Both the Project and this Alternative would be required to implement a 
Construction Traffic Control/Management Plan.  With the implementation of the Construction 
Traffic Control/ Management Plan, short-term construction haul truck impacts and traffic 
impacts associated with the periodic closure of the ramps to the garage beneath the existing Civic 
Center Mall  during their reconstruction would be reduced, but not eliminated.  As such, 
construction traffic impacts would be similar and potentially significant under both the Project 
with County Office Building Option and the Alternative Land Use Alternative.   

(b)  Traffic and Circulation 

All trip totals would be reduced proportionally under the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative.  As shown in Table 112 on page 831, this Alternative would generate approximately 
45 percent fewer trips in the A.M. peak hour compared to the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative would generate approximately 42 
percent fewer trips in the P.M. peak hour compared to the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  This Alternative would, therefore, generate fewer traffic impacts than the Project with 
County Office Building Option.  Table 11-11 in the Mobility Group and FPL & Associates 
Traffic Study shows trip generation by parcel and by land uses, with detailed trip generation 
calculations shown in the Mobility Group and FPL & Associates Traffic Study Appendix C, 
contained in Appendix B of this Draft EIR.   
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It is likely that this Alternative would not create CMP and freeway impacts, because the 
number of P.M. peak hour trips would be less than the Project, and the Project with County 
Office Building Option’s CMP/freeway impacts discussed in Section IV.B in this Draft EIR are 
only marginally above the threshold of significance.  As with the Project, this Alternative would 
generate potentially significant short-term traffic congestion associated with large festivals 
and other special events in the Civic Park.  

(c)  Transit  

Estimated transit ridership is based on a percentage of projected vehicle trips.  As such, 
the Alternative Land Use Alternative would generate fewer A.M. and P.M. peak hour transit riders 
than the Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project with County Office 
Building Option, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would have a less than significant impact 
on transit capacity.  However, since the Alternative Land Use would generate less demand on 
transit during both peak hours than the Project with County Office Building Option, it would 
have less impact on transit capacity.   

(d)  Parking 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would provide code-required parking, as would the 
Project with County Office Building Option.  As with the Project, the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative would require the removal of 1,567 existing parking spaces located on Parcels Q, W-
1, L, and M-2, 145 spaces on Parcel W-1, and 385 existing parking spaces located in the Civic 
Center Mall surface parking lot.  In addition, 33 on-street parking spaces would be removed, as 
under the Project.  Compared to the Project with County Office Building Option, under which 
the combined LAMC the DAARP would require 5,413 parking spaces, the combined LAMC and 

In Out Total In Out Total 
919 632 1,551 180 669 849 

 
P.M. Peak Hour Trips 

Project with County Office Building Option Alternative Design Alternative 
In Out Total In Out Total 

1,120 1,344 2,464 646 425 1,071 
  

 
Source:  The Mobility Group and FPL & Associates, 2006 
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DAARP requirement for the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be 6,758 spaces.  Under the 
LAMC, alone, LAMC and DAARP-required parking for the County Office Building Option 
would be 3,377 spaces.  The combined LAMC and DAARP parking requirements are higher 
than the LAMC requirements, alone, since the DAARP-required parking is higher per dwelling 
unit than under the LAMC.  As with the Project, this Alternative would not be consistent with 
the DAARP and would seek a variance/deviation from the DAARP for condominium parking 
supply, as described for the Project in Section IV.B of the Draft EIR.  The amount of parking 
required under the LAMC for this Alternative would be approximately 2 to 3 percent higher than 
under the Project with County Office Building Option.  A summary of parking requirements is 
presented in Table 11-12 in the Mobility Group and FPL & Associates Traffic Study in 
Appendix B of this Draft EIR.   

As with the Project with County Office Building Option, parking would be exceed 
LAMC requirements and be based on peak demand.  As shown in Table 113 on page 833, peak 
commercial parking demands for this Alternative would be negligible compared to the Project 
with County Office Building Option.  As for the Project with County Office Building Option, 
there would be no significant off-street parking impacts due to this Alternative. 

(3)  Aesthetics/Visual Resources 

(a)  Visual Quality 

(i) Construction 

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, construction activities would be the same as 
under the Project with County Office Building Option.  Any visual contrast and general 
disruption in the aesthetic character of the area caused by excavation and construction of new 
structures and park and streetscape facilities would be the same.  The duration and phasing of 
construction would be the same as under the Project as the same amount of square footage is 
being developed under this Alternative.  With mitigation, construction activities associated with 
the Alternative Land Use Alternative, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, 
would not substantially alter, degrade, or eliminate the existing visual character of the area.  
Visual quality impacts associated with construction would be similar and less than significant 
under the Project with County Office Building Option and the Alternative Land Use Alternative.   

(ii)  Operation 

a.  Visual Quality 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would not provide street front retail or restaurant 
uses, or interior plazas available to the public and, as such, the aesthetic ambience that would be 
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Table 113 
 

Peak Commercial Parking Demands Comparison – Alternative Land Use Alternative 
 

Period Parcel Q Parcel W-1/W-2 Parcels L and M-2 Total 

 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Alternative 
Land Use 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Alternative 
Land Use 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Alternative 
Land Use 

Alternative 

Project with 
County 
Office 

Building 
Option 

Alternative 
Land Use 

Alternative 
W  eekday         

Day 753 77 1,835 0 238 0 2,826 77 
Eve 982 78 1,845 0 254 0 3.081 78 

Weekend         
Day 900 91 1,866 0 279 0 3,045 91 
Eve 1,013 80 1,855 0 270 0 3,136 80 

  

Source:  The Mobility Group and FPL &Associates, 2006 
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created by a varied street front and a variety of uses would not be achieved.  The visual quality of 
the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be less than under the Project with County Office 
Building Option.  This alternative may not be developed to the same height as the Project with 
regards to Parcel Q, since the distinctive hotel/residential tower would not be constructed.  Also, 
without the interface of restaurants and retail uses with the sidewalk and other public access 
areas, this Alternative would not create the same interesting street ambience, nor the same visual 
interest, as the Project.  Although the Alternative Land Use Alternative would not create a 
significant visual quality impact, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be less 
advantageous than the Project with County Office Building Option in relation to overall visual 
quality. 

b.  Views 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would feature the same configuration of buildings 
and building heights as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  Under 
Alternative Land Use Alternative, the development of Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 would 
block views of the horizon and/or mountains from the Grand Promenade Tower high-rise, views 
of City Hall from Olive Street, and views of the horizon and/or mountains from the upper stories 
of the Museum Tower, as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The 
Alternative Land Use Alternative would not reduce or avoid the Project with County Office 
Building Option’s potentially significant view impacts. 

c.  Light and Glare 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would generate less ambient light than the Project 
with County Office Building Option, although ambient light associated with spillage from 
building windows would be similar.  However, the illuminated signage associated with retail 
uses along the street fronts and street and sidewalk lighting would be considerably less under this 
Alternative than under the Project with County Office Building Option.  Any onsite retail uses 
would be limited to Parcel Q, and would be intended to solely serve the needs of the onsite 
residents.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative could result in potential glare impacts from reflected sunlight off building facades 
and, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, mitigation in the form of site-plan 
review, careful use of non-reflective surface materials, and a glare analysis prior to construction 
would reduce potential glare impacts under this Alternative to a less than significant level.  The 
Alternative Land Use Alternative would be more environmentally advantageous than the Project 
with County Office Building Option in relation to artificial light and glare associated with 
signage.   
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d.  Shade/Shadow 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would generate the same shade/shadows impacts 
as the Project with the County Office Building Option since building heights under both the 
Project and this Alternative would be the same.  Although both the Project and the Alternative 
Design Alternative would create new shading of sensitive receptor locations, neither would result 
in a significant shade/shadow impact. 

(4)  Historical Resources 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would implement the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program and the Civic Park in the same manner as that proposed to occur under the Project.  As a 
result, the impacts of the Alternative Land Use Alternative relative to these Project components 
would be the same.  With the implementation of the recommended streetscape mitigation 
measures, impacts attributable to the streetscape program under this Alternative would be less 
than significant, as is the case with the Project.  With regard to the Civic Park, as is also the case 
with the Project, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would result in similar and less than 
significant impacts if the four character-defining features of the Civic Center Mall are retained 
and reused within the Civic Park in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (Standards).  However, in the event the Civic Park 
mitigation measures cannot be fully implemented, the Alternative Land Use Alternative, as is 
also the case with the Project, would result in significant historic resource impact.  The changes 
in the types of development on Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 under the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative would have no effect on the Project’s potential historic impacts as Project 
development on these parcels has no effect on historic resources. 

(5)  Population, Housing and Employment 

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, there would be increases in the amount of 
housing and population in the Project area, and a decrease in the amount of employment, as 
compared to the Project.  As shown in Table 114 on page 836, there would be 3,372 housing 
units, with a population of 4,788, an increase of 1,863, or 64 percent more, than the Project with 
County Office Building Option and the number of affordable units would be increased from 412 
units to 638 units under this Alternative.  Furthermore, there would only be 100 employees under 
this Alternative in contrast to the Project with County Office Building Option’s 
3,930 employees, a reduction of 97 percent.  The increases in population, and housing would 
represent slightly increased amounts of the expected growth in the City of Los Angeles 
Subregion over that of the Project with County Office Building Option’s.  The population would 
be 2.7 percent of the growth (in contrast to the Project’s 1.7 percent), and the number of 
households would be 2.9 percent (in contrast to the Project’s 1.8 percent).  The number of 
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Alternative 5 - Population and Employment 
 
Population    

Total Housing Units 3,372   
Average Household Size 1.42 a   
Total Population b 4,788   

    
 Proposed Factor c Total Employment 
Employment    

Retail 35,000 sq.ft. 500 sq.ft./employee 70 
Park 16 acres 0.65 employees/acre 10 
Park Restaurant 10,000 sq.ft 500 sq.ft./employee 20
Total   100 

  
a Household size is based on the 2004 household size for the Project’s Census Tract. 
b Assumes 100 percent occupancy. 
c Based on data provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Sixth Edition, 1997. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006 

employees would be only 0.04 percent of the expected employment growth (in contrast to the 
Project’s 1.8 percent).  As is the case with the Project, the growth represented by this Alternative 
would be substantially less than the projected growth in the City of Los Angeles Subregion.  As 
was the case with the Project, population, housing and employment growth projections would 
not be exceeded; and impacts regarding growth would be less than significant.  At the 
subregional level, impacts of the Alternative Land Use Alternative and the Project would be 
similar. 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would also be supportive of plans and policies for 
development in the Central City Community Plan/Downtown area; although in a manner that 
varies from that of the Project.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative would support policies that 
encourage (1) increases in the housing stock and the availability of affordable units, (2) 
placement of housing in the jobs-rich downtown area, and (3) placement of housing at the hub of 
transportation, public transportation and pedestrian route opportunities.  Further, with increased 
housing density, this Alternative would provide greater support for these policies than the Project 
with County Office Building Option.  At the same time it would offer less support than the 
Project with regard to the creation of employment opportunities, and increased vibrancy in the 
downtown area.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative would provide a greater housing base to 
meet the housing needs of employees in the larger vicinity, whereas the Project would offer a 
greater integration of employment and housing within the immediate Project area.  Since the 
Project and the Alternative Land Use Alternative all support local plans and policies, and each 
has relative advantages and disadvantages vis-à-vis those policies, their impacts on plan 
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consistency for population, housing and employment would be considered to be, on-net, similar 
and less than significant. 

(6)  Air Quality 

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, construction activities would be similar to 
the Project with County Office Building Option, since the scope of development regarding the 
Civic Park, the Grand Avenue streetscape program, and development of the five parcels would 
be similar.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, construction of this 
Alternative would generate pollutant emissions through the use of heavy-duty construction 
equipment and through haul truck and construction worker trips.  As the overall amount of site 
preparation and building construction would be similar under the Alternative Design Alternative.  
Construction emissions generated by the Alternative Design Alternative would be similar to the 
proposed Project with County Office Building Option and would be significant and unavoidable.  
Localized pollutant construction impacts would also be similar to the proposed Project with 
County Office Building Option as both the intensity and duration of excavation and grading 
would be similar, and would also be significant. 

The number of daily trips generated by this Alternative (12,187 ADT) would be 46 
percent less than under the Project with County Office Building Option (22,601), resulting in 
proportionate decreases in mobile air quality emissions.  The total contribution to regional 
emissions under this Alternative would be significant, as is the case with the Project with County 
Office Building Option.  Although, this Alternative would result in significant regional air 
quality impacts for CO, NOx, VOC, and PM10, emissions would be incrementally reduced.   

Localized air quality impacts are determined mainly by the peak hour intersection traffic 
volumes.  Compared to the proposed Project, this Alternative is forecasted to generate 
approximately 45 percent fewer trips during the A.M. peak hour and 22 percent fewer trips during 
the P.M. peak hour.  Compared to the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, this 
Alternative is forecasted to generate approximately 57 percent fewer trips during the peak hour.  
Since the localized CO hotspot analysis for the proposed Project did not result in any significant 
impacts, this Alternative would likewise not have any localized impacts due to fewer trips 
generated. 

(7)  Noise  

Under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, construction activities would be similar to 
the Project with County Office Building Option, since the scope of development regarding the 
Civic Park, the Grand Avenue streetscape program, and development of the five parcels would 
be similar.  Because the type of construction associated with this Alternative would be similar to 
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the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, daily construction-related noise levels 
experienced both within the Project site and the immediate vicinity would be similar to the 
proposed Project and are considered significant. 

The on-site equipment and activity noise levels associated with the Project are not 
considered significant and would be similar with this Alternative.  The expected reduction in 
daily traffic volumes associated with this Alternative (i.e., 45% and 57% reduction during the 
a.m. and p.m. peak hours, respectively) would yield a reduction in comparison to Project with 
County Office Building Option traffic noise.  As with the proposed Project with County Office 
Building Option this Alternative would result in a less than significant roadway noise impact. 

(8)  Hazardous Materials 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would require a similar amount of site preparation 
as the proposed Project with County Office Building Option.  Potential exposure to previously 
unrecorded hazardous materials would be the same under both the Project and the Alternative 
Land Use Alternative.  As with the Project with County Office Building Option, compliance with 
regulatory measures would reduce potentially significant impacts from any unknown hazardous 
substances, including untested fill soils, to less than significant levels.  

(9)  Public Services 

(a)  Fire Services 

The amount of construction for the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be similar to 
that of the Project with County Office Building Option (i.e., both consist of 3.6 million square 
feet of development) and therefore construction activity would have similar effects regarding the 
chance of construction related incidents requiring emergency response, and impacts on 
emergency access due to lane closures for construction. 

Operating characteristics with regard to fire services for the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative would also be similar to those of the Project.  As is the case with the Project, 
sufficient fire facilities are located within the specified regulatory distances, and the development 
would be required to provide fire flows, and site/building design to meet standards for fire 
protection, thus avoiding significant impacts.  Thus, impacts of the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative would be similar to those of the Project, and as is the case with the Project with 
County Office Building Option, would be less than significant. 
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(b)  Police 

The amount of construction for the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be similar to 
that of the Project with County Office Building Option and, therefore, construction activity 
would have similar effects regarding the chance of construction related thefts, and impacts on 
emergency access due to lane closures for construction.  Under the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative, the duration and scope of construction activities would be similar to the Project.  
Therefore, as with the Project with County Office Building Option, impacts on police services 
during construction would be less than significant.  

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would introduce a new population to the Project 
with County Office Building Option site with 4,788 new residents and 100 persons associated 
with the Alternative’s retail uses.  This would result in a reduction in the police service ratio 
from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 officer per 144 residents and there would be an estimated 
increase in crimes of 754 cases per year, or 2.24 additional crimes that would be handled per 
year for each officer. 

Project operations under the Project with County Office Building Option would result in 
a reduction in the police service ratio from 1 officer per 130 residents to 1 officer per 152 
persons and an estimated increase in crimes of 1,153 cases, or 3.4 crimes more per year for each 
officer.  While impacts would be reduced under the Alternative Land Use Alternative, private 
security, especially for park activities, and mitigation measures for site safety and protection, 
would cause impacts under both the Project and the Alternative Land Use Alternative to be less 
than significant.   

(c)  Schools 

The student generation for the Alternative Land Use Alternative is shown in Table 115 on 
page 840.  As indicated therein, this Alternative would generate a total of 768 students, with 395 
elementary school students, 190 middle school students and 183 high school students attending 
local schools.  In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 
generate 632 local LAUSD students, consisting of 314 elementary school students, 157 middle 
school students, and 161 high school students.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative represents 
an increase of 136 students, or approximately 21.5 percent more than the 632 students under the 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  The analysis of the impacts of the 
Project indicates that Project students would exceed anticipated seating capacity at Castelar and 
Gatts Elementary Schools, even after the development of new schools in the area.  The students 
attributable to the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not exceed the 
capacity of the middle school and high school facilities with increased capacity that will be made 
available through planned new schools that will be open by 2009.  Project impacts would be 
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mitigated through the payment of fees for new schools per California Government Code Section 
65995 and as a result, Project with Additional Residential Development Option impacts would 
be less than significant. 

Table 115 
 

Alternative 5 - Estimated Student Generation 
 

A. Residential Component 
Condominium Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.0867 2,698 234 
Middle 0.0434 2,698 117 
High 0.0438 2,698 118

Total Students (Single-Family Attached) 469 
    
Multi-Family Units 

School Level 
LAUSD Student Generation Rates 

(Single-Family Attached) a
Number of Proposed 

Dwelling Units 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.2396 674 161 
Middle 0.1070 674 72 
High 0.0933 674 63

Total Students (Multi-Family) 296 
    
B. Commercial Component 

School Level 
Student Generation 

Rates c
Total Number of 

Employees  

 percent of 
Employees within 

Boundaries 
Forecasted Student 

Generationb

Elementary 0.106 100 .02 0 
Middle 0.049 100 .13 1 
High 0.060 100 .25 2

Total Students (Commercial Component) 3 
     
C. Combined Total from Residential and Commercial 
 Elementary Middle High Total  
Total Students Generated (Residential and 
Commercial:  Within Attendance 
Boundaries) 395 190 183 768 
  
a LAUSD Student Generation Rates, School Facilities Needs Analysis, Table 3, September 9, 2004 
b Number of Students rounded to the nearest whole number. 
c Based on rates generated by LAUSD. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation. 
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Impacts of the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be greater than those of the 
Project; worsening the effects on the projected seating shortage at the elementary schools, and 
causing significant impacts, prior to mitigation.  The increase in students at the middle school 
and high school levels under the Alternative Land Use Alternative would still fall within 
(actually well below) the estimated seating capacity that would occur with the development of 
the new schools.  As is the case with the Project, impacts of this Alternative would be mitigated 
through the payment of developer fees.  With the payment of these fees, impacts of the 
Alternative Land Use Alternative would be less than significant.   

(d)  Parks and Recreation 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would require construction within the existing 
Civic Center Mall and, as such, would result in the same potentially significant, short-term 
impact on park and recreation services as the Project.   

The Alternative Land Use Alternative includes 3,372 new housing units, with an 
additional population of 4,788 residents at the Project site.  The new population would seek out 
recreational opportunities and in so doing would increase the demand for park and recreation 
services.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative would also include the 16-acre civic park, with 
amenities that are similar to those of the Project. 

In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 
3,777 residents.  The analysis of the Project’s impacts on park space addresses the additional 
demand on park space that would be generated by the Project’s added population, pursuant to the 
City methods for analyzing and providing new park space for City residents.  The analysis 
recognizes that the Project would be required to meet the City’s Quimby requirements through 
the provision of dedicated park space at a rate of 3 acres per 1,000 population, payment of in-lieu 
fees, or a combination of the two.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative, with an even greater 
number of dwelling units, would provide an even greater contribution to park facilities.  
Regardless, the contributions to the City’s park facilities are provided on a per capita base and 
are therefore equivalent in regard to their respective populations.  As such, both the Project and 
the Reduced Density Alternative would accommodate their respective additional park demands, 
and avoid a significant impact on parks and recreation services. 

The Project and the Alternative Land Use Alternative would include similar 
improvements to the Civic Park.  Thus, each would provide regional park benefits in addition to 
meeting the needs of their respective populations.  
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(e)  Libraries 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative includes 3,372 new housing units, with an 
additional population of 4,788 residents at the Project site.  The added population would make 
use of nearby libraries, and increase the demand for library services.  In addition, this 
Alternative’s few employees might also use the downtown Central Library, a regional facility, 
and/or other nearby libraries. 

In contrast, the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would generate 
3,777 residents as well as the employees, visitors and tourists who might use the library facilities.  
The Project’s additional population is not expected to exceed the libraries’ defined target service 
population, nor require library expansion.  Therefore, Project impacts are less than significant.   

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would generate an incremental increase in demand 
for library services compared to the Project.  However, this demand is not expected to exceed 
existing library services.  Although the impact of this Alternative on library services would be 
incrementally greater than the Project’s less than significant impacts, impact on library services 
under this Alternative would be less than significant.  

(10)  Utilities 

(a)  Water Supply 

Construction of the Alternative Land Use Alternative would require hook-ups to the 
existing water main lines that are similar to those of the Project with County Office Building 
Option.  The installation of these hookups could affect traffic in the area.  Any such impacts 
would be mitigated through a construction management program.  Water would be used during 
construction for dust suppression and other construction-related activities.  Such water usage 
would be intermittent, temporary, and less than that of the completed development.  Impacts on 
water supply during construction would be somewhat similar and less than significant under the 
Project as well as the Alternative Land Use Alternative. 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative includes 3,372 housing units, 63.6 percent more 
than the Project with County Office Building Option.  It would have no office or hotel uses, and 
only 35,000 sq. ft. of retail development, a decrease of 92.2 percent.  These land use changes 
result in a reduced level of water consumption.  Water consumption for the streetscape would be 
similar to the Project.  As indicated in Table 116 on page 843, water consumption for the park 
would be the same as that of the Project with County Office Building Option.  The total water 
consumption for the Alternative Land Use Alternative would be 652,937 gallons on an average 
day and 1,109,993 gallons on a peak day.  
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Alternative 5 - Anticipated Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily 
Average 

Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a
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The estimated net water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option 
would be 844,403 gallons on an average day and 1,435,484 gallons on a peak day.  Water 
infrastructure and water supply is sufficient to meet these demands, as well as requirements for 
fire flow.  Therefore, these impacts would be less than significant.   

Impacts of the Alternative Land Use Alternative on water consumption would be 
approximately 23 percent less than those of the proposed Project with County Office Building 
Option and would, like those impacts, be less than significant. 

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 35,000 square feet 80 2,800 136 4,760 
Subtotal    2,800  4,760 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  784  1,333
Total Commercial   3,584  6,093 

Residential       
1 bedroom 1,989 dwelling unit 120 238,680 204 405,756 
2 bedroom 1,180 dwelling unit 160 188,800 272 320,960 
3 bedroom 202 dwelling unit 200 40,400 340 68,680 
Subtotal    467,880  795,396 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  84,218  143,171 
Parking c 1,141 ksf 20 22,820 34 38,794
Total Residential   552,098  938,567 

Streetscape  1 acres 3,650 3,650 6,205 6,205 

Park     
Greenscape d 16 acres 3,650 41,985 6,205 71,374 
Restaurant 10,000 square feet 900 9,000 1,530 15,300 
Restrooms 149 fixtures 100 19,800 170 33,660 
Total Park    70,785  120,334 

Total     652,937  1,109,993 
  
a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  

Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  
b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c 325 square feet per parking space. 
d Net of existing water usage within the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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(b)  Wastewater 

Construction of the Alternative Land Use Alternative would require hook-ups to the 
sewer lines that are similar to those of the Project.  The installation of these hookups could affect 
traffic in the area.  However, any such impacts would be mitigated through the Project’s 
construction management program.  In addition, it is anticipated that portable toilets would be 
provided and maintained by a private, contracted vendor during the construction phase of the 
Project, and that the vendor would dispose of waste off-site.  Therefore, wastewater generation 
during construction would be negligible.  As such, impacts of the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative on wastewater generation during construction would be somewhat similar to those of 
the Project and, thus, less than significant. 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative includes 3,372 housing units, 63.6 percent more 
than the Project with County Office Building Option.  It would have no office or hotel uses, and 
only 35,000 sq. ft. of retail development, a decrease of 92.2 percent.  These land use changes 
would result in a reduced level of wastewater generation.  Wastewater generation for Park uses 
would be the same as the Project.  The total wastewater generation for the Alternative Land Use 
Alternative is shown in Table 117 on page 845.  As indicated therein, the wastewater generation 
under this Alternative would be 499,480 gallons on an average day and 849,116 gallons on a 
peak day.  The Alternative Land Use Alternative is shown in Table 117 on page 845.  As 
indicated therein, the wastewater generation under this Alternative would be 498,280 gallons on 
an average day and 847,076 gallons on a peak day. 

The estimated net wastewater generation for the Project with County Office Building 
Option is 631,650 gallons per day on average and 1,073,805 gallons on a peak day.  Wastewater 
infrastructure and capacity is sufficient to meet these demands.  Therefore, these impacts would 
be less than significant. 

Impacts of the Alternative Land Use Alternative on wastewater generation would be 21 
percent less than those of the Project with County Office Building Option and would, like those 
impacts, be less than significant. 

(c)  Solid Waste 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative would generate waste debris from construction 
activities.  The debris from residential construction (4.38 lbs per square feet and 3,565,000 
square feet of construction) and commercial development (4.2 lbs per square foot and 35,000 
square feet) would be 7,881 tons.  This is similar to the 7,800 tons that would be generated by the 
Project.  The amount of construction debris associated with street and park improvements, 
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23,232 tons, would be the same as the Project’s.  The total amount of construction waste with 
this Alternative, 31,113 tons would be slightly greater than the Project. 

The amount of solid waste requiring disposal during operations of the Alternative Land 
Use Alternative is shown in Table 118 on page 846.  As indicated, this Alternative would 
generate approximately 1,652 tons of solid waste per year, approximately 77 percent less than 
the 7,072 tons per year under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The analysis of 
the Project’s solid waste impacts indicates that the inert land-fills that would accept the 
construction debris have an estimated 60 year capacity.  Further, the Project’s solid waste due to  
operations would comprise less than 0.001 percent of the 9.11 million tons of total waste 
generated within the City of Los Angeles and disposed of daily at major landfills in the region, 
and planning for future needs is being based on a 15 years projected needs bases.  Therefore, 
impacts of the Alternative Land Use Alternative, as is the case with the Project, would be less 
than significant. 

Daily 
Average 

Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumptio

n Rate 
(GPD) b

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 35,000 square feet 80 2,800 136 4,760
Total Commercial   2,800  4,760 

Residential       
1 bedroom 1,989 dwelling unit 120 238,680 204 405,756 
2 bedroom 1,180 dwelling unit 160 188,800 272 320,960 
3 bedroom 202 dwelling unit 200 40,400 340 68,680 
Total Residential   467,880  795,396 

Park     
Restaurant 10,000 square feet 900 7,800 1,530 13,260 
Restrooms 198 fixtures 100 19,800 170 33,660 
Total Park    27,600  46,920 

Total     498,280  847,076 
  
a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering.  

Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  
b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c net of existing sewage generation within the park 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Alternative 5 - Anticipated Solid Waste 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units Employees b
Disposal Rate 

(tons/employee/year) a
Total 

(tons/year) 
Commercial      
Retail 35,000 square feet 100 0.30  
Total Commercial     
Residential 3,372 dwelling unit  0.46 1,551 
Park 16 9 acres 10 0.90 
Park Restaurant 62 10,000 square feet 20 3.10 
Total    1,652 
  
a Disposal Waste rate calculations are based on CIWMB published units. 
b Derived from factors generated by PCR Services Corporation based on data presented in the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Manual. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 

c.  Relationship of Alternative Land Use Alternative to the Project Objectives 

The Alternative Land Use Alternative, which would not provide a mixture of hotel and 
retail uses with the proposed residential uses, would not meet the ultimate goal of the Project to 
provide an economically viable, community- oriented, mixed-use development.  In addition, the 
Alternative Land Use Alternative would meet several of the Project’s priority objectives.  
However, since this Alternative would not provide a hotel and would provide a limited amount 
of street-front retail uses and restaurants, this Alternative would not meet the priority objective of 
the Project to the same extent as the Project to create a vibrant, 24-hour development that 
activates the Civic and Cultural Center by attracting both residents and visitors, day and night, 
through a mix of uses that complement each other.  Although this Alternative would implement 
the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program, with the absence of street-front retail uses and 
restaurants, this Alternative would not meet the priority objective to create a pleasant living and 
working environment, to the same degree as the Project.  This Alternative would meet the 
priority objective to generate at least $50 million in funds from the Project itself, and at least $45 
million from Phase 1, by the lease of public land, and use these funds to improve and extend the 
existing Los Angeles County Mall into the proposed Civic Park.  This Alternative would also 
meet the priority objective to ensure that 20 percent of all residential units in the Project are 
affordable units for low-income residents.  This objective would also meet the priority objective 
to create a long-term stream of additional tax revenues for the City, the Community 
Redevelopment Agency and the County.  However, since taxes on residences are less than on 
commercial uses, this Alternative would not meet this objective to the same extent as the Project.   
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The Alternative Land Use Alternative would not avoid the Project’s significant and 
unavoidable impacts associated with zoning compliance (due to residential uses in existing C2 
zones), construction hauling, lane closures, periodic closures of the Grand Avenue and Hill 
Street ramps to the garage beneath the existing Civic Center Garage’s during their 
reconstruction, intersection service levels, occasional traffic congestion during evening and 
large-scale events in the Civic Park, and DAARP residential parking requirements.  However, 
the Alternative Land Use Alternative would incrementally reduce peak hour traffic.  This 
Alternative  would also not avoid the Project’s potential significant impacts associated with air 
quality (construction and operation), noise (construction), and short-term recreational impacts 
associated with the closure of the existing Civic Center Mall during the construction of the 
proposed Civic Park..  In addition, the Alternative Land Use Alternative would increase the 
Project’s less than significant demand on school services and reduce the Project’s less than 
significant demand on utilities. 

G. ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE 

The State CEQA Guidelines require the identification of an environmentally superior 
alternative to the proposed Project and, if the environmentally superior alternative is the “No 
Project Alternative,” the identification of an environmentally superior alternative from among 
the remaining alternatives.201  An environmentally superior alternative is an alternative to the 
Project that would reduce and/or eliminate the significant, unavoidable environmental impacts 
associated with a project without creating other significant impacts and without substantially 
reducing and/or eliminating the environmental benefits attributable to the Project. 

Selection of an environmentally superior alternative is based on an evaluation of the 
extent to which the alternatives reduce or eliminate the significant impacts associated with the 
Project, and on a comparison of the remaining environmental impacts of each alternative.  The 
environmental impacts of the Project and each of the alternatives analyzed are comparatively 
summarized in Table 119 on page 848.  The table indicates whether the environmental impacts 
associated with each environmental category would be “similar,” “greater” or “less” than those 
of the Project, as determined in the analyses of each alternative.   

It is important to note that it can be difficult to make a determination of relative 
significance because some categories are relatively more or less important, and cannot be simply 
summed.  In some cases, these categories do not create a picture of the nuances of the 
alternatives analyzed.  For instance, under the No Project category, the Hazardous Materials 
impact is considered less than significant since no development would occur on the Project Site.  
However, since the potential for hazardous materials exists on the Project site, the No Project 

                                                 
201  CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6(e)(2). 
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Table 119 

 
Comparison of Project Specific Impacts  

Proposed Project and Project Alternatives  
 

The Grand Avenue Project Alternatives 

Impact 

County Office 
Building 
Option 

Project with 
Additional 
Residential 

Development 
Option 

1.  
No Project “A” 

2.  
No Project “B” 

3.  
Reduced 
Density 

4.  
Alternative 

Design 

5.  
Alternative 
Land Use 

L   and Use        
 Land Use Compatibility  Less than 

Significant 
Less than 
Significant 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

 Land Use Plans Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

 Zoning Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Less 
(Less than 
Significant) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant and 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant and 
Unavoidable) 

Traffic, Circulation, & Parking        
Traffic (Construction) Significant & 

Unavoidable 
Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less 
 (No Impact) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Traffic (Operation) Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less 
(Significant and 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant and 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Civic Park Operation Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (No 
Impact) 

Similar 
(Significant and 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Transit Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Parking Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 



V.  Alternatives to the Proposed Project 

Table 119  (Continued) 
 

Comparison of Project Specific Impacts  
Proposed Project and Project Alternatives  

 

Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority The Grand Avenue Project 
State Clearinghouse No 2005091041 June 2006 
 

Page 849 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

The Grand Avenue Project Alternatives 

Impact 

County Office 
Building 
Option 

Project with 
Additional 
Residential 

Development 
Option 

1.  
No Project “A” 

2.  
No Project “B” 

3.  
Reduced 
Density 

4.  
Alternative 

Design 

5.  
Alternative 
Land Use 

Aesthetics/Visual R  esources        
Visual Quality (Construction) Less than 

Significant 
Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant 
) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Visual Quality (Operation) Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Greater  
(Less than 
Significant) 

Greater  
(Less than 
Significant) 

Greater  
(Less than 
Significant) 

Less 
(Less than 
Significant) 

Similar 
(Less than 
Significant) 

Views Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Light & Glare Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less  (Less than 
Significant) 

Less  (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Shade/Shadow Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Historical Resources Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (No 
Impact) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Population, Housing & Employment Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Air Quality        
Construction Significant & 

Unavoidable 
Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 
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The Grand Avenue Project Alternatives 

Impact 

County Office 
Building 
Option 

Project with 
Additional 
Residential 

Development 
Option 

1.  
No Project “A” 

2.  
No Project “B” 

3.  
Reduced 
Density 

4.  
Alternative 

Design 

5.  
Alternative 
Land Use 

Operation Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Less 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Noise

Services

        
Construction Significant & 

Unavoidable 
Significant & 
Unavoidable 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Similar 
(Significant & 
Unavoidable) 

Operation Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less 
(Less than 
Significant)  

Less 
(Less than 
Significant) 

Similar  
(Less than 
Significant) 

Less 
(Less than 
Significant) 

Hazards & Hazardous Materials Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Public         
Fire Services Less than 

Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Similar  (Less 
than Significant) 

Police Services Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Less  (Less than 
Significant) 

Similar (Less 
than Significant) 

Less  (Less than 
Significant) 

Schools Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 

Parks & Recreation Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Similar (Less 
than Significant 

Greater (Less 
than Significant 

Libraries Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Less 
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Less (Less than 
Significant) 

Greater (Less 
than Significant) 
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The Grand Avenue Project Alternatives 

Impact 

County Office 
Building 
Option 

Project with 
Additional 
Residential 

Development 
Option 

1.  
No Project “A” 

2.  
No Project “B” 

3.  
Reduced 
Density 

4.  
Alternative 

Design 

5.  
Alternative 
Land Use 

Utilities        
Water Service Less than 

Significant 
Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Similar (Less 
than Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Wastewater Less than 
Significant 

Less than 
Significant 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Similar (Less 
than Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Solid Waste Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 

Less  
(No Impact) 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

Similar (Less 
than Significant 

Less (Less than 
Significant 

  

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006 
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alternative would not provide the opportunity for remediation, if needed.  Since no remediation 
would occur under the No Project alternative, and the Project could involve potential exposure, 
the relative impacts of the No Project Alternative and the Project would be considered similar, 
although the conclusion is that the impacts would be less since no development would occur. 

The environmentally superior alternative (excluding the No Project Alternative) is 
determined through a review of the Comparison of Impacts Table.  The determination of the 
environmentally superior alternative is based on the environmental impacts of the Project and the 
alternatives, and not on any assessment of the Alternative’s ability to meet the Project objectives.  
As shown in the Comparison of Impacts Table, the No Project “A” Alternative (Alternative 1) 
would be the environmentally superior alternative, as this alternative would have less impact 
relative to the Project than the other evaluated alternatives.  CEQA requires that when the No 
Project Alternative is the environmentally superior alternative, another alternative needs to be 
selected as environmentally superior. 

In accordance with the procedure outlined above, the Reduced Density Alternative would 
be the environmentally superior alternative, since it may reduce the Project’s impacts more 
broadly than the other Project alternatives.  
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VI.  OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS  

 

A. SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS 

Section 15126.2(a) and (b) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR identify the 
significant impacts of the Project as well as the Project’s significant impacts that cannot be 
reduced to less than significant levels.  With regard to these requirements, Project impacts can be 
categorized into the following three general categories: (1) impacts concluded to be less than 
significant; (2) significant impacts that are reduced to less than significant levels with mitigation; 
and (3) impacts that are significant after mitigation.  Project impacts with regard to land use 
compatibility, consistency with applicable land use plans and regulations, visual quality, 
shade/shadow, CMP regional highways, CMP transit, and population would be less than 
significant.  Project impacts with regard to light and glare, noise (during Project operation); 
hazards and hazardous materials, fire, police, schools, parks and recreation, libraries, water 
supply, wastewater, and solid waste would be reduced to less than significant levels with 
mitigation.  The following is a summary of those Project impacts that are concluded to be 
significant after mitigation: 

1.  Land Use 

Zoning.  Both the Project with County Office Building Option and the Project with 
Additional Residential Development Option would require zone changes and variances to permit 
the development proposed for Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L and M-2.  With the granting of such zone 
changes and variances, which would be granted after certification of the Final EIR by the Lead 
Agency, this zoning impact would be eliminated.   However, since the Project under both 
Options is not in compliance with the current zoning designations, it is conservatively concluded 
that for the purposes of CEQA, there would be a significant impact relative to zoning.  Based on 
the information available regarding the related projects, it is reasonable to assume that some of 
the related projects may require a variety of discretionary zoning actions (e.g., zone changes, 
variances, etc.).  Therefore, a significant cumulative impact with regard to zoning compliance 
would occur.   

2.  Traffic, Circulation, and Parking 

Haul Truck Traffic.  Hauling activities during the initial six to eight months of 
construction of each block, when haul trucks would carry excavated material from the site, could 
generate up to 300 truck trips per day.  Because some of these trips would occur during the A.M. 
peak hour, a potentially significant short-term impact may occur.  Hauling required for the 
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construction of some of the 93 related projects would potentially overlap with the initial six to 
eight months of construction for each of the Project’s development parcels.  Therefore, haul 
truck impacts would be cumulatively significant. 

Temporary Lane Closures.  It is not expected that complete closures of any streets 
would be required during construction in which case they could cause temporary significant 
impacts.   It is however expected, although this could occur due to unforeseen circumstances, 
that there would need to be certain temporary traffic lane closures on streets adjacent to the 
Project site for certain periods, although the specific location and duration of such closures is 
unknown at this time.  It is expected that, at most, one traffic or parking lane adjacent to the curb 
may need to be closed at certain locations for certain periods of time.  Such lane closures could 
occur for periods of up to 4-6 months, or up to about 18 to 24 months, depending on the stage of 
construction.  Although temporary in nature, such closures could cause significant traffic impacts 
during such periods of time. 

Civic Mall Garage Ramp Reconstruction.  The reconfiguration of the ramps to/from 
the existing Civic Center Mall parking garage during the construction of the Civic Park would 
require the ramps to be shut down for a period of time.  During that time, traffic would have to 
enter and exit the existing Civic Center Mall garage via either the Hill Street ramps, or via the 
Music Center garage. Similarly, during the reconfiguration and temporary closure of the Hill 
Street ramps during the construction of the Civic Park, traffic would have to enter and exit the 
existing Civic Center Mall garage via the Grand Avenue ramps.  The diversion of traffic to 
alternate garage entrances would only affect the streets in the immediate vicinity of the existing 
Civic Center, but could potentially create temporary and short-term significant traffic impacts.  
The temporary closure of access to related project sites would not impact the same streets 
adjacent to the County Garage block.  However, other temporary access closures at any of the 
other sites, particularly the 15 related projects located on Grand Avenue, Olive Street, and Hill 
Street, would cumulatively contribute to congestion and, as such, would be cumulatively 
significant. 

Intersection Capacity – Project Operations.  The Project with County Office Building 
Option would result in a significant unavoidable impact on one intersection in the A.M. peak hour 
and 13 intersections in the P.M. peak hour.  All of the impacted intersections would continue to 
operate at LOS D or better, except for two that would operate at LOS E in the P.M. peak hour 
(Hope Street / Temple St. / US-101 Ramps, and Broadway / First Street), and two that would 
operate at LOS F in the P.M. peak hour (Grand Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, and Hill Street / 
Third Street).  Under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, no 
intersections in the A.M. peak hour would be significantly impacted, while seven (7) intersections 
in the P.M. peak hour would be significantly impacted.  All of the significantly impacted 
intersections would continue to operate at LOS D or better, except for the intersection of Grand 
Avenue / US-101 / I-110 Ramps, which would operate at LOS F in the P.M. peak hour. Traffic 
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impacts under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option would not be as great 
as under the Project with County Office Building Option.  The analysis of intersection service 
levels incorporate cumulative conditions that include related projects and ambient growth. 

Civic Park Operations.  Early evening events in the Civic Park, or events associated 
with concerts/programs at the Music Center and the Walt Disney Concert Hall, may worsen 
traffic conditions in the P.M. peak hour.  However, the number of such events would be 
infrequent and would not occur on a regular basis.  Although Civic Park traffic impacts would be 
temporary in nature, impacts may, on occasion, be significant in magnitude.  Annual events, 
festivals, and holiday events could also potentially have temporary and short-term (one-time) 
significant traffic impacts.  Therefore, on occasion, the size of the event and other factors may 
cause Civic Park traffic impacts to be significant and unavoidable.  During times in which events 
in the Civic Park would start earlier in the evening, or during annual events, festivals, and 
holiday events, Civic Park traffic, in combination with traffic generated by the related projects, 
would be cumulatively significant.   

Advisory Agency Residential Parking Policy.  Residential parking for the Project 
would not be consistent with the Deputy Advisory Agency Residential Policy (DAARP), which 
requires 2.5 spaces for each residential unit.  While the proposed residential supply would be less 
than the Advisory Agency Policy requirements, the Project is seeking an exception from that 
policy.  The granting of the requested exception, should it occur, would be granted after 
certification of the Final EIR by the Lead Agency, but concurrently with action on the 
entitlements requested from the City.  Should this exception be granted, residential parking 
impacts would be less than significant.  However, until the exception is granted, the non-
compliance is considered a significant and unavoidable impact on the project.   

3. Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Views.  The Project would obstruct views of the Walt Disney Concert Hall and distant 
vistas to the north, possibly including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the Grand Promenade 
Tower, a 28-story residential building located immediately south of Parcel M-2.  Development 
on Parcels W-1/W-2 would substantially block views of City Hall from Olive Street, a public 
street.  In addition, development on Parcel Q would block distant vistas to the north, possibly 
including the San Gabriel Mountains, from the upper stories of the Museum Tower residential 
building located south of Parcel Q and immediately east of MOCA.  Related project No. 88 
would block some easterly views of City Hall, from the existing Angelus Plaza residential 
towers.  The Colburn School addition, combined with the Project, would have a significant 
cumulative view impact on the Museum Tower residential use. Therefore, view impacts are 
considered to be cumulatively significant.   
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Shade/Shadow.  The Project would result in less than significant shading impacts with 
regard to the identified sensitive uses, however, a potentially significant cumulative 
shade/shadow impact would occur with the combined shading of the Angelus Plaza residential 
complex by Related Projects Nos. 9, 27, and 88 in conjunction with the proposed Project during 
the morning hours on the summer solstice. 

4.  Historical Resources 

Significant impacts to the existing Civic Center Mall would occur if one or more the 
following occurs: (1) the water feature (both the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a focal 
point in the Civic Park; (2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining 
walls, and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park 
preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator 
shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light poles with saucer-like 
canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or 
relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and 
planter boxes.  Additionally, the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of 
Historic Structures (Standards) should be utilized to ensure that the rehabilitation work to the 
park does not impair those qualities and historic characteristics of these four key character-
defining features that convey the property’s significance and qualify it for California Register 
listing..  If the character-defining features noted above were retained and reused in a manner 
consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in this Draft EIR, then potential impacts to this 
resource would not occur and mitigation measures would not be required.  However, if the 
current Civic Park Conceptual Plan is fully implemented in a way that does not retain and reuse 
the character-defining features noted above in a manner consistent with the Standards,, the 
recommended mitigation measures are required though they would not reduce the impact to the 
existing Civic  Center Mall to a less than significant level.  Nonetheless, such mitigation 
measures are important to ensure that important information regarding this resource’s 
contribution to the history of the City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, and the southern 
California region are retained. 

5.  Air Quality 

Construction.  Regional construction activities would exceed the SCAQMD’s daily 
emission thresholds for regional NOX, CO and VOC after implementation of all feasible 
mitigation measures.  Construction activities would also exceed the SCAQMD daily localized 
emission threshold for PM10 and NO2 , also after implementation of all feasible mitigation 
measures.  Related projects occurring within a similar time frame as the Project would increase 
short-term emissions for concurrent construction activities during any day of the Project’s 
construction period.  As a result, a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact with respect to 
construction emissions would occur.   
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Operations.  The Project’s operational air emissions would exceed the SCAQMD daily 
emission threshold for regional CO, VOC, PM10, and NOX emissions.  In addition, and regional 
concurrent construction and operational emissions would also exceed one SCAQMD’s daily 
thresholds for CO, VOC, PM10, and NOX.  The implementation of the Project would result in an 
increase in ongoing operational emissions, which would contribute to region-wide emissions on 
a cumulative basis.  Accordingly, under the SCAQMD’s methodological framework, the 
Project’s cumulative air quality impacts are also concluded to be significant. 

6.  Noise 

Construction.  Construction activities would intermittently increase the daytime noise 
levels at nearby sensitive land uses by more than the 5-dBA significance threshold.  All other 
noise impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels with mitigation.  Noise impacts 
during construction of the proposed Project and each related project (that has not already been 
built) would be short-term and limited to the duration of construction and would be localized.  
However, since noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project would be significant 
on its own, noise impacts due to construction of the proposed Project in combination with any of 
the related projects would also be cumulatively significant without mitigation. 

7. Police Services 

Although, with the implementation of mitigation measures, the Project’s impacts on 
police protection services or response times would be less than significant, as the list of related 
projects is extensive and, if all related projects were built, the combined Project and related 
projects would have a significant cumulative impact with regard to police protection services.  
However, if the City added resources in response to this growth, then cumulative impacts would 
be less than significant. 

8. Parks and Recreation 

Construction of the Project would require the closure of the existing Civic Center Mall 
for varying durations of time to construct the proposed Civic Park as well as the proposed 
improvements that are proposed to occur adjacent to the proposed Civic Park.  The potential 
effect of construction on the existing recreational facilities within the existing Civic Center Mall 
is considered to be an unavoidable and significant, short-term impact.  Cumulative impacts on 
recreational resources are considered significant since the Project would result in a short-term 
significant impact on a recreational resource. 
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B. SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE IMPACTS 

Section 15126.2(c) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR evaluate the significant 
irreversible environmental changes that would be caused by implementation of a proposed 
project to ensure that such changes are justified.  Irreversible changes include the use of 
nonrenewable resources during the construction and operation of a project to such a degree that 
the use of the resource thereafter becomes unlikely.  A significant environmental change can 
result from a primary and/or secondary impact that generally commits future generations to 
similar uses.  Irreversible environmental change can also result from environmental accidents 
associated with the project. 

Construction of the Project would require the use of nonrenewable resources, such as 
wood, the raw materials in steel, metals such as copper and lead, aggregate materials used in 
concrete and asphalt such as sand and stone, water, petrochemical construction materials such as 
plastic, and petroleum based construction materials.  In addition, fossil fuels used to power 
construction vehicles would also be consumed. 

Operation of the Project would involve the ongoing consumption of nonrenewable 
resources, such as electricity, petroleum-based fuels, fossil fuels, and water, which are 
commonly consumed in the existing surrounding urban environment.  Energy resources would 
be used for heating and cooling of buildings, lighting, and transporting of patrons to and from the 
Project site.  Operation of the Project would occur in accordance with Title 24, Part 6 of the 
California Code of Regulations, which sets forth conservation practices that would limit the 
amount of energy consumed by the Project.  Nonetheless, the use of such resources would 
continue to represent a long-term commitment of essentially nonrenewable resources.  Operation 
of the Project would also result in an increased commitment of public maintenance services such 
as waste disposal and treatment as well as an increased commitment of the infrastructure that 
serves the Project site. 

The limited use of potentially hazardous materials contained in typical cleaning agents 
and pesticides for landscaping, would occur on the site.  Such materials would be used, handled, 
stored, and disposed of in accordance with applicable government regulations and standards, 
which would serve to protect against a significant and irreversible environmental change 
resulting from an accidental release of hazardous materials. 

The commitment of the nonrenewable resources required for the construction and 
operation of the Project would limit the availability of these resources and future development of 
the Project site with other uses during the life of the Project.  However, use of such resources 
would be of a relatively small scale in relation to the Project’s fulfillment of regional and local 
urban design and development goals for the area.  As such, the use of such resources would not 
be considered significant. 
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B. GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS 

1.  Introduction 

CEQA Sections 15126(d) and 15126.2(d) require that an EIR discuss the ways in which a 
project could foster economic or population growth or the construction of additional housing, 
either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment.  Growth can be induced or fostered 
in several general ways listed as follows: 

• Direct growth associated with a project; 

• Creation of demand not satisfied within a project; 

• Creation of surplus infrastructure capacity not utilized by a project; and 

• Creation of capacity by an agency not required by a project. 

Typical examples of growth-inducement are the removal of obstacles to population 
growth, such as the expansion of a major wastewater treatment plant that would allow more 
development in a service area, or construction of new roads and highways that would provide 
access to areas that were previously inaccessible.  In addition, some projects may encourage and 
facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the environment, such as creating the 
demand for goods and services not previously available in an area.  Relative to the Project, each 
of these general categories is described below under subheadings. 

2.  Direct Growth Associated with the Project 

The proposed land uses, related facilities and the respective populations that directly 
utilize them represent an increment of direct on-site growth.  Such growth would add 
approximately 2,060 residential units under the Project with County Office Building Option, up 
to 275 hotel rooms, 449,000 square feet of retail floor area, and a 681,000-square foot County 
office building.  The Project with County Office Building Option would generate/support a 
population increase of approximately 2,925 persons and employment for 3,930 persons.  The 
Project with Additional Residential Development Option, which would add up to 600 residential 
units in place of the County office building, would generate a population increase of 3,777 
persons and employment for 1,206 persons.  Under either the Project with County Office 
Building Option or the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, the estimated 
population and employment growth would be within SCAG’s forecasted growth of 205,413 
residents and 262,181 jobs for the City of Los Angeles Subregion between 2005 and 2015.  
Thus, the Project with County Office Building Option would represent 1.4 percent (1.8 percent 
under the Additional Residences Option) of the population growth and 1.4 percent of the 
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employment growth (0.5 under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option) 
within the City of Los Angeles Subregion.  The development of the Project would serve 
projected growth in the Los Angeles area and concentrate growth within a jobs-rich, existing 
urban center.    

The increment of direct growth described above has been the subject of each of the 
analyses of Project impacts upon the various environmental categories presented in Section IV, 
Environmental Impact Analysis, of this Draft EIR.  The impacts of Project implementation 
would include effects on or from land use; traffic and circulation; parking; visual resources; 
historical resources; population, housing, and employment; air quality; noise; hazards and 
hazardous materials; public services, including fire, police, schools, parks and recreation and 
libraries; and utilities, including water supply, wastewater, and solid waste.  Further, the analyses 
presented in Section IV identify other related project growth that is already occurring within the 
Project vicinity due to on-going growth in the area and accounted for the cumulative effects of 
these projects on the environment in conjunction with the proposed Project.  

Therefore, the impacts of direct growth on the physical environment is fully accounted 
and analyzed in Section IV of this Draft EIR; and the direct growth attributable to this Project 
would not be classified as induced growth beyond expected levels in the region or the subregion. 

3.  Creation of Demand Not Satisfied Within the Project 

The Project’s resident and employee populations may produce a demand for goods, 
services or facilities not directly provided or satisfied within the proposed Project.  For example, 
the Project’s residents and employees would generate new demand for goods and services such 
as specialty retail, grocery, entertainment, banking, medical, and other commercial services, 
which would be only partially provided within the Project.  Demand for goods and services not 
satisfied by the Project would increase demand for existing commercial uses in the area, for 
which demand is currently low during the evening and weekends.  The Project would also 
increase critical mass and stimulate the growth of additional goods and services in the City core, 
which is a goal of the Central City Community Plan.  A portion of the demand for housing in the 
City would be accommodated by the Project’s residential component. 

The Project site is surrounded by the Los Angeles business and financial core and a broad 
urban area, which currently provides a range of goods and services.  The City core also provides 
an employment base that would support the Project’s residential population.  The Project’s 
residential component would be located within close proximity to existing employment 
opportunities, and the Project is consistent with SCAG’s subregional projections.  The need for 
new housing in the region has been documented in the SCAG and City regional housing needs 
assessments.  It may also be noted that the SCAG projections for the City of Los Angeles 
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Subregion indicate that employment opportunities between 2005 and 2015 are growing at a 
much faster rate than housing opportunities.  For example, the ratio of jobs to residents in the 
City of Los Angeles Subregion in 2015 is expected to be 1.28 (i.e., 1.28 jobs for every housing 
unit).  The ratio of jobs to household is currently at 2.01.  Therefore, the demand for housing will 
increase notably in the future.  Since the Project would ease a future demand, the mix of uses for 
the Project with County Office Building Option or Project with Additional Residences Option 
would not be considered growth inducing.   

The Project would also cause an increase in the demand for public services that could 
indirectly induce off-site growth in service facilities, if the existing supply of such public 
services in the area were not adequate to provide for the Project’s residents and employees.  
Service agencies in the area are already providing, subject to mandates and funding, 
improvements in services to meet the needs of on-going, anticipated growth.  These 
improvements can often require the provision of new physical facilities whose development can 
have impacts on the physical environment.  The Project’s large scale and unique operating 
characteristics would cause the Project to be a contributor to the growing demand for public 
services. 

Section IV.I of this Draft EIR analyzes the Project’s impacts on public services.  The 
analysis identifies potentially significant impacts of the Project on police protection, fire 
protection, parks, schools and library services.  Each of the analyses identifies mitigation 
measures to reduce impacts to levels that would be less than significant.  The mitigation 
measures are intended to offset Project impacts.  Mitigation measures require a variety of on-site 
improvements and, in some cases, payment of mandatory or voluntary monies that would be 
used to enhance services.  At the discretion of the service agencies, these funds may be used to 
provide new facilities whose construction would have impacts on the physical environment.  For 
example, the Project’s demand and payment of fees may contribute to the development of new 
parks or schools.  Construction of off-site facilities may generate significant noise and air quality 
impacts at any adjacent sensitive uses.  To the extent that new physical facilities are developed to 
meet the Project’s demand for public services, the development of facilities would likely be sized 
to meet demands greater than just that of the Project.  For example, some service facilities, e.g. 
schools or parks, are built to meet area-wide needs, rather than that needed by a single, 
individual project.  To the extent facilities exceed the needs of the Project, the excess capacity in 
many cases may be needed to meet existing short-falls in service levels, and in some cases may 
be used to support further growth in the area.  In such cases, the excess demand would be 
considered growth inducing.  However, such incentive to growth would be short-term as the 
small increments of additional capacity would be quickly consumed by otherwise anticipated 
development.  Further, such excess capacity could factor into people’s decision to locate in an 
area, but would not be considered sufficient to notably alter regional growth patterns.   
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4.  Creation of Surplus Infrastructure Capacity not Utilized by the Project 

The area surrounding the Project site is currently developed with water, wastewater, 
power, natural gas, telephone, and transportation infrastructure.  As discussed in Section IV.  J, 
Utilities, the Project’s demand for water, sewer and solid waste services would be met through 
existing facilities and/or improvements, except for upgrades to the water lines along Second 
Street, from Olive Street to Hill Street to serve Parcels W-1/W-2, and from Hope Street to Lower 
Grand Avenue to serve Parcel L..  At the time site plans for the Project are submitted to the 
utility providers, additional facilities may be required, e.g. upgraded off-site sewer lines.  The 
provision of enhanced utilities in an efficient manner may require sizing of improvements to 
meet the needs beyond any single project.  However, such excess capacity would add small 
incremental improvements to an existing system, which would accommodate a small amount of 
additional growth that is otherwise on-going, and anticipated.  In addition, any of the Project’s 
infrastructure improvements would not open new areas for development and would only support 
small increments of near-term growth in the existing urban area.   

5.  Creation of Capacity by an Agency Not Required by the Project   

In considering the infrastructure needs of the Project, public agencies could increase 
infrastructure capacity under their jurisdictions beyond that required by the Project in order to 
achieve economies of scale.  Such agencies may look longer term, and beyond the services 
required by this Project, or needs otherwise described above.  According to the discretion of the 
public agencies, new facilities, which would be sized larger than the requirements of the Project, 
may be intended to provide more efficient service to existing users, in which case, such 
construction would not be considered growth-inducing.  It is not anticipated that the public 
service agencies would seek to create additional capacity, beyond that required for currently 
anticipated growth.   

6.  Conclusions Regarding Growth Inducing Impacts 

The proposed Project represents new developments within the most highly urbanized 
portion of Southern California.  While the Project would consist of a mix of uses that would be 
attractive for potential future residents as well as retail, restaurant and entertainment uses, the 
Project would also capture a portion of the existing demand for such uses in the area.  Some 
additional capacity in existing service and utility systems beyond that required by the Project 
may be created.  Such additional capacity would be considered growth inducing.  However, such 
capacity would be short-term, would add only small incremental enhancements to existing 
systems, and would not create a new capacity that would open new areas for development.  
Therefore, these impacts would not be substantial in nature and thus, are concluded to be less 
than significant.   
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THE LOS ANGELES GRAND AVENUE AUTHORITY 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
INITIAL STUDY AND CHECKLIST 

 
Date:  August 1, 2005; rev. 8/18/05; rev. 10/7/05  

Project Title:  Grand Avenue Project  

Project Location:  City of Los Angeles   

Project Description:  The Grand Avenue Project (the “Project”) consists of the following three components: 
(1) the creation of Civic Park within the 16-acre Civic Mall that connects Los Angeles’ City Hall to Grand 
Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue between 5th Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue 
to attract and accommodate more pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels, four of which are 
located within the Grand Avenue Implementation Plan (the “Implementation Plan”), with the fifth parcel to be 
separately acquired by The Related Companies, L.P. (the “Applicant”).  The five parcels are referred to as 
Parcels Q, W-1, W-2, L and M-2.  Parcels Q and W-2 are currently owned by the County of Los Angeles.  
Parcels L and M-2 are owned by the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles, and 
Parcel W-1 is owned by a third party. Projected land uses on the five parcels consist of a combination of 
residential, retail, office, and hotel uses.  Proposed development on the five parcels consists of up to 2,060 
residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 412 units) would be provided as affordable housing; 
approximately 225 hotel rooms; up to 479,500 square feet of retail space; up to 600,000 square feet of office 
space; and a total of up to 5,500 parking spaces.  The Applicant is proposing a wide range of land uses in 
order to create a diversity of on-site activity that responds to the future needs and demands of the southern 
California economy.  In order to fully respond to these demands, the proposed Project includes an 
Equivalency Program that would allow the composition of on-site development to be modified to respond to 
these future needs in a manner that does not increase the Project’s impacts on the environment.  Please 
refer to Attachment A for additional detailed information regarding the Project.  

Previous Completed Environmental Documents:  Final EIR for the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project, 
certified December 1971, as revised by the final supplement prepared for California Center (now California 
Plaza) and certified September 1981; Final EIR for Parcels K, Q and W-2, Bunker Hill Urban Renewal 
Project, certified 1991,and Addendum No. 1 to the Final EIR, adopted in 1996; Addendum No. 2 to the Final 
EIR, adopted in 1999.  

DETERMINATION 

On the basis of the attached initial study checklist and evaluation: 

      I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

      I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will 
not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described in Attachment 
Three have been added to the project.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE 
PREPARED. 

  X   I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

      I find that THERE IS ADDITIONAL INFORMATION for the proposed project with respect to 
environmental conditions, impacts, mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the prior 
environmental impact report.  Only minor additions or changes will be necessary to make the 
previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed situation and a SUPPLEMENT TO THE 
EIR will be prepared. 

      I find that none of the conditions requiring an additional environmental document have occurred. 

   
  
 Martha Welborne 



 
  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

 
(Explanations of all potentially and less than significant impacts are 
required to be attached on separate sheets) 

  
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact

 
Potentially 

Significant Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

I.  AESTHETICS.  Would the project:     
a.  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     
b.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, or 
other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural feature 
within a city-designated scenic highway? 

    

c.  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality 
of the site and its surroundings? 

    

d.  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

    

     
II.  AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES.  In determining 
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) 
prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an 
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and 
farmland.  Would the project: 

    

a.  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant 
to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b.  Conflict the existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act Contract? 

    

c.  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

    

     
III.  AIR QUALITY.  The significance criteria established by 
the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 
may be relied upon to make the following determinations.   
Would the project result in: 

    

a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the SCAQMD or 
Congestion Management Plan? 

    

b.  Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to 
an existing or projected air quality violation? 

    

c.  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the air basin is non-attainment 
(ozone, carbon monoxide, & PM 10) under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard? 

    

d.  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

    

e.  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 
people? 
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IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project:     
a.   Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modification, on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?  

    

b.  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in the City or 
regional plans, policies, regulations by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service?  

    

c.  Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
Through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means?   

    

d.  Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 
of native wildlife nursery sites?  

    

e.  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or 
ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut woodlands)? 

    

f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or 
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan? 

    

     
V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:     
a.  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a 
historical resource as defined in State CEQA §15064.5? 

    

b.  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA §15064.5? 

    

c.  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

    

d.  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of formal cemeteries? 

    

     
VI.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the project:     
a.  Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death involving:  

    

i.  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the 
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued 
by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault?  Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42. 
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Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

ii.  Strong seismic ground shaking?     
iii.  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?     
iv.  Landslides?     
b.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?     
c.  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potential 
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction, or collapse? 

    

d.  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to 
life or property? 

    

e.  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where 
sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water? 

    

     

VII.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  Would 
the project: 

    

a.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials 

    

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment?  

    

c.  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter 
mile of an existing or proposed school?  

    

d.  Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? 

    

e.  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

    

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would 
the project result in a safety hazard for the people residing or 
working in the area? 

    

g.  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

    

h.  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences 
are intermixed with wildlands? 

    

     



  
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact

 
Potentially 

Significant Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

VIII.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the 
proposal result in: 

    

a.  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements? 

    

b.  Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in 
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table 
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells 
would drop to a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned land uses for which permits have been granted)?

    

c.  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or 
river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site? 

    

d.  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or 
river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in an manner which would result in flooding on- or off 
site? 

    

e.  Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

    

f.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
g.  Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped on 
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or 
other flood hazard delineation map? 

    

h.  Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which would 
impede or redirect flood flows? 

    

i.  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury 
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the 
failure of a levee or dam? 

    

j.  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     
     
IX.  LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project:     
a.  Physically divide an established community?     
b.  Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of 
an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including but not 
limited to the general plan, specific plan, coastal program, or 
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

c.  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 
natural community conservation plan? 
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X.  MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the project:     
a.  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the 
state? 

    

b.  Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, 
specific plan, or other land use plan? 

    

     

XI.  NOISE.  Would the project:     
a.  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in 
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b.  Exposure of people to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

    

c.  A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

    

d.  A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the 
project? 

    

e.  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

    

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would 
the project expose people residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

    

     
XII.  POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project:     
a.  Induce substantial population growth in an area either directly 
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or 
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

    

b.  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

    

c.  Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

     
XIII.  PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
construction of which could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response 
times or other performance objectives for any of the public 
services: 

    

a.  Fire protection?     
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b.  Police protection?     
c.  Schools?     
d.  Parks?     
e.  Other governmental services (including roads)?     
     

XIV.  RECREATION.      
a.  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood 
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or 
be accelerated? 

    

b.  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

    

     
XV.  TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION.  Would the 
project: 

    

a.  Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to 
the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., 
result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle 
trips, the volume to ratio capacity on roads, or congestion at 
intersections)? 

    

b.  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service 
standard established by the county congestion management 
agency for designated roads or highways? 

    

c.  Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an 
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in 
substantial safety risks? 

    

d.  Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)? 

    

e.  Result in inadequate emergency access?     
f.  Result in inadequate parking capacity?     
g.  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting 
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

    

     

XVI.  UTILITIES.  Would the project:     
a.  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

    

b.  Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, 
the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

c.  Require or result in the construction of new stormwater 
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental 
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effects? 

d.  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 
from existing entitlements and resource, or are new or expanded 
entitlements needed? 

    

e.  Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing commitments?  

    

f.  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs? 

    

g.  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations 
related to solid waste? 

    

     

XVII.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.     
a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

    

b.  Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, 
but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of an individual project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects). 

    

c.  Does the project have environmental effects which cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 
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ATTACHMENT A 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

A. INTRODUCTION 

The Grand Avenue Project (“Project”) is proposed for implementation by The Los 
Angeles Grand Avenue Authority (“Authority”).  The Authority was established through a Joint 
Exercise of Powers Agreement (the “Agreement”) between The Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of Los Angeles, California (“CRA/LA”) and the County of Los Angeles 
(“County”).  The Authority has contracted with the Grand Avenue Committee (“GAC”) to 
provide certain real property negotiating and other related services.  The Project’s developer, The 
Related Companies, L.P. (“Related Companies"), was selected through a competitive process.  
The Grand Avenue Implementation Plan (“Implementation Plan”), which guides the 
development of the Project, represents a collaborative effort among the Authority, GAC and 
Related Companies.   

The Project consists of the following three components:  (1) the creation of Civic Park 
within the 16-acre Civic Mall that connects Los Angeles’ City Hall to Grand Avenue; 
(2) streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar Chavez 
Avenue to attract and accommodate more pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels, 
four of which are located within the Grand Avenue Implementation Plan (“Implementation 
Plan”), with the fifth parcel to be separately acquired by Related Companies.  The four parcels 
that are located within the Implementation Plan are referred to as Parcels Q, W-2, L, and M-2.  
The fifth parcel is referred to as Parcel W-1.  

Parcels Q and W-2 are currently owned by the County, parcels L and M-2 are currently 
owned by the CRA/LA, and parcel W-1 is owned by a third party.  To facilitate the development 
of these parcels, the County and the CRA/LA formed the Authority as a joint powers authority 
responsible for overseeing the implementation of the Project.  Accordingly, the Agreement 
designates the Authority as the lead agency for purposes of review under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) since, among other reasons, the Authority is responsible for 
obtaining ground leases from the County and CRA/LA for the four parcels and assigning those 
ground leases to Related Companies for development of those parcels.  (The County and 
CRA/LA) will act as responsible agencies under CEQA.)  The Related Companies, L.P. is the 
Project applicant (“Applicant”) for the five parcels proposed for development and is obligated to 
implement the Plan for the Civic Park.   
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Projected land uses on the five parcels consist of a combination of residential, retail, 
office, and hotel uses.  Development on the five proposed development parcels consists of: up to 
2,060 residential units, 20 percent of which (412 units) would be provided as affordable housing; 
approximately 225 hotel rooms; up to 479,500 square feet of retail space; and up to 600,000 
square feet of commercial office space.  In order to fully respond to the future needs and 
demands of the southern California economy, the proposed Project includes an Equivalency 
Program that would allow the composition of on-site development to be modified to respond to 
these future needs in a manner that does not increase the Project’s impacts on the environment.   

B. PROJECT LOCATION, BOUNDARIES AND SETTING 

The Project Site is located in downtown Los Angeles, in an area generally bounded by 
the Harbor Freeway (I-110) on the west, Spring and Main Streets on the east, 5th Street on the 
south, and the Hollywood/Santa Ana Freeway (I-101) on the north.  The downtown Los Angeles 
area is highly urbanized with many notable buildings associated with hotels, commerce, 
professional services and residential uses; federal, state, and municipal offices and courts; and 
cultural and entertainment uses.  The City’s financial district is located generally along Grand 
Avenue, Flower Street and Figueroa Street south of the Project site.  A cluster of mid- to high-
rise residential developments is located west of the Project site, generally between Hope Street 
and the Harbor Freeway.  

The proposed Project site includes the Civic Mall between Los Angeles’ City Hall and Grand 
Avenue; the streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue; 
and five parcels located within the CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area.  The 
location of the Project site is shown on the regional and vicinity map presented in Figure A-1 on 
page A-3. The following is an overview of existing conditions and uses surrounding the Project.  

The Civic Mall is an east-west oriented public open space area located between Los 
Angeles’ City Hall on the east and Grand Avenue on the west.  This 16-acre area is divided by 
Hill Street and Broadway into three defined sections.  The Civic Mall is located mid-block, 
bordered by public buildings to the north and south, which, themselves, front on Temple Street to 
the north and First Street to the south.  Major governmental offices, businesses, and cultural and 
entertainment venues currently frame the Civic Mall and include the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, 
Ahmanson Theater, Mark Taper Forum, and Walt Disney Concert Hall on the west; the Los 
Angeles County Courthouse and Law Library, and the Times-Mirror Building on the south; Los 
Angeles City Hall on the east; and the County Criminal Courts Building, Hall of Records, and 
Hall of Administration on the north.  The Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels is located across 
Temple Street to the north of the County Hall of Administration.   
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Grand Avenue is a north-south street located in Downtown Los Angeles between, and 
running parallel to, Hope and Olive Streets.  It borders the east sides of the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall and the Los Angeles Music Center.  Other notable structures and features along Grand 
Avenue include the Library Tower, California Plaza, the Wells Fargo Center, the Los Angeles 
Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA), and the Colburn School of Performing Arts.   

The five proposed development sites, known as Parcels Q, L, M-2, W-1 and W-2, are all 
located within the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area and cover an area of approximately 
8.2 acres combined.  Parcels L, M-2, and W-1/W-2 are each currently occupied by surface 
parking lots.  Parcel Q is occupied by a three-story, steel and concrete parking structure.  Parcels 
W-1/W-2 are located directly south of First Street from the Civic Mall and are bounded on the 
east by Hill Street, which also forms the eastern boundary of the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal 
Project Area. The northeast corner of Parcels W-1/W-2 adjoins the Civic Center subway station 
along the Metro Red Line.  Parcels M-2 and L are located on the west side of Grand Avenue, and 
are bounded by Hope Street to the west, General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way to the south, Grand 
Avenue to the east, and Second Street on the north.  The Walt Disney Concert Hall is located 
directly to the north of Parcel L; the Grand Promenade Apartments are located further south of 
Walt Disney Concert Hall on Parcel M-1; and the Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA), the 
Colburn School of Performing Arts and the Grand Avenue entrance to the Omni Hotel are 
located to the east directly across Grand Avenue.  The location of the five parcels is shown in 
Figure A-2 on page A-5. With the conjoining of freeway, rail, light rail, subway, and bus 
services, downtown Los Angeles serves as the regional transportation center for Southern 
California.  Intersecting freeways in the downtown area include the Harbor, Hollywood, Santa 
Ana, Pasadena, San Bernardino, and Santa Monica Freeways.  The Hollywood/Santa Ana 
Freeway (US 101) is located approximately two blocks to the north of the Project site, and the 
Harbor/Pasadena Freeway (SR 110) is located approximately three blocks to the west of the 
Project Site.  Los Angeles Union Station, located on Alameda Street approximately one-half mile 
northeast of the Project site, is the hub for the regional Metrolink Rail system, a system of rail 
lines providing commuting service between downtown Los Angeles and Ventura County, 
Antelope Valley, San Bernardino, Riverside, Orange County, and Fullerton/Riverside. Union 
Station also receives rail traffic from broader areas throughout the state and nation.  The 
Metropolitan Transit Authority (Metro) Metrorail Red, Blue and Gold Lines also serve 
downtown Los Angeles.  The Metro Red Line is a subway providing connection between Union 
Station and North Hollywood.  The Metro Blue Line, which connects to the Metro Red Line at 
7th Street, is a light rail line running between Los Angeles and Long Beach.  The Metro Blue 
Line also provides connection to the east-west Metro Green Line, a light rail line in the southern 
portion of the metropolitan area.  The Metro Gold Line provides service from Union Station to 
Pasadena.  Downtown Los Angeles is also served by numerous local, limited, and express bus 
lines, including Metro buses which provide service throughout the entire metropolitan area and 
connection to the Metrolink lines; buses from surrounding cities, including Santa Clarita Transit, 
Santa Monica Big Blue Bus, and Simi Valley Transit, which provide service between downtown 
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Los Angeles and regional communities; and Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
(LADOT) buses, which include the downtown Los Angeles DASH shuttle buses and commuter 
express buses.  The LADOT commuter express buses provide service between downtown Los 
Angeles and the San Fernando Valley, West Los Angeles, East Los Angeles, and the South Bay 
area.  

C. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The Project as currently foreseen would be developed in a series of phases.  Initially, the 
Project would involve the development of Parcel Q concurrently with the redevelopment of the 
Civic Mall.  Improvements to Grand Avenue, from Second Street to Temple Street, would also 
be implemented concurrently with the development of Parcel Q.  Parcels W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 
would be developed at a later period, along with the completion of the proposed Grand Avenue 
streetscape program, from Fifth Street to Second Street and from Temple Street to Cesar Chavez 
Avenue.  Total development proposed for the five proposed parcels consists of up to 2,060 
residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 412 units) would be provided as affordable housing; 
approximately 225 hotel rooms; up to 479,500 square feet of retail space; up to 600,000 square 
feet of commercial office space; and up to 5,500 parking spaces.  All proposed parking would be 
provided in podium and subterranean parking structures.  An overview of the Project’s current 
Conceptual Plan is provided in Figure A-3 on page A-7.  A summary of the Project’s proposed 
land uses for each parcel is presented in Table A-1 on page A-8. 

The proposed Civic Park (formerly Civic Mall) maintains the existing organization of 
space as three major areas:  Grand Avenue to Hill Street; Hill Street to Broadway; and Broadway 
to Spring Street.  The westernmost, approximately 8-acre section is proposed to be utilized for 
cultural and entertainment uses.  The middle, approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be 
used as a garden space and the easternmost, approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be used 
for civic and community activities.  Surface parking on the easternmost area of the park would 
be removed, and this parking would be relocated to the lower levels of the parking structure 
beneath the middle section (i.e., beneath the Court of Flags) structures which are currently 
unavailable but would be renovated and re-opened to the public under the proposed Project.  The 
programmed uses for Civic Park are summarized in Table A-2 on page A-9. 

The Grand Avenue Streetscape Program extends from Cesar Chavez Avenue on the north 
to Fifth Street on the south.  Streetscape improvements from Second Street to Temple Street 
would be implemented concurrently with the development of Parcel Q, while streetscape 
improvements between Temple Street and First Street would be implemented concurrent with the 
proposed Civic Park improvements. 
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1.  Proposed Development Standards 

Development proposed on the five parcels would be guided by the establishment of 
building heights, building setbacks, and parking ratios.  Building height standards are organized 
according to individual blocks.  Building height standards would include a height overlay zone 
and a supplemental height zone that would allow building heights on portions of each 
development block to reach a higher height.  For example, the Conceptual Plan envisions two 
towers on Parcel Q consisting of a residential tower of approximately 30 stories and a separate 
hotel tower of approximately 50 stories.  In order to establish a development framework whereby 
pedestrian access to structures would be facilitated, the Project would have zero building 
setbacks.  Parking would be provided in podium and subterranean structures across the five 
development sites according to code or better for each of the Project’s uses. 

2.  Conceptual Plan 

A Conceptual Plan for the Project has been formulated to represent a potential 
development scenario that depicts the basic intent of the Project.  However, since the 
configuration and exact location of uses have not been determined, the Conceptual Plan does not 
represent the only development scenario that would be possible.  Notwithstanding, set 
parameters for the Project’s three components include:  (1) programmed uses for Civic Park; 
(2) the geographic extent of future streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue; and (3) the 
total amount of residential, retail, and total uses, as well as building heights for the five 
development parcels.  Figure A-3 on page A-7 presents the Project’s current Conceptual Plan. 

Table A-1 
 

PROPOSED PROJECT LAND USE SUMMARY 
 

Project Component/Site Scope of Development 
Civic Park Improvements: 16 Acres 
Grand Avenue Streetscape: Fifth Street to Cesar Chavez Avenue 

 Residential a    
 

Total Units
Affordable 

Units 
Retail 
(sq.ft.) 

Hotel 
(Rooms) 

Office 
(sq.ft.) 

Development Sites      
Parcel Q 500 100 292,000 225 0 
Parcels W-1/W-2 710 142 62,500 0 600,000 
Parcels L/M-2     850  170  125,000      0             0 
Total (All Parcels) 2,060 412 479,500 225 600,000 
  
a Affordable units are not in addition to, but are included in the total units.  Total affordable units will 

represent 20 percent of the maximum number of units in the approved development plans. 
 
Source:  The Related Companies, July 2005. 
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The current Conceptual Plan for Civic Park, as shown in Figure A-4 on page A-10, 
includes a Great Lawn and a Grand Terrace in the westernmost section, in which the focus would 
be on cultural and entertainment uses.  Most of the existing trees and shrubs would be removed 
or relocated for the construction of a new lawn, garden, and plaza spaces.  New restrooms, as 
well as other pavilions, would also be constructed.  The proposed design also provides for new 
stepped terraces from the Grand Avenue plaza down to the current level of the garage escalators.  
New enclosures for the existing escalators, which connect to the park from the garage below, 
would be constructed and the escalators would be kept in operation as continuously as possible 
during construction.  The existing fountain, but not the pools below it, may be dismantled and 
reassembled, possibly in another location within Civic Park.  As previously stated, the parking 
structure below this area would be retained and would remain open, to the extent possible, during 
the construction of the new Civic Park, as well as during minor garage remodeling.   

Potential improvements to the streetscape have been developed in the Conceptual Plan.  
Streetscape improvements, as shown in Figure A-5 on page A-11, are anticipated to include 
wide, shaded sidewalks, landscaping, and streetscape activities, as well as a range of street 
furnishings.  Wider sidewalks along the segment of Grand Avenue proposed for improvement 
are intended to facilitate and improve pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for 
sidewalk cafes, special events, and building entrances.   

The Conceptual Plan, as shown in Figure A-6 on page A-12, envisions a 40- to 50-story 
hotel/residential tower on Parcel Q and that the hotel would have a total of up to 225 rooms in a 
tower format, with an entrance on Grand Avenue.  The Conceptual Plan for Parcel Q also 
includes a 25- to 35-story residential tower, which, under the Conceptual Plan, would be 
constructed near the southwest corner of First Street and Olive Street.  The retail component of 

Table A-2 
 

CIVIC PARK PROGRAMMED USES 
 

Programmed Use Approximate Area Civic Park Locations 
Daily/Permanent events and activities, 
including passive park use. 

16 Acres Integrated throughout the Civic 
Park 

Park-wide events and activities 16 Acres Infrastructure in all zones would 
provide for large-scale events over 
the entire Civic Park 

Cultural and entertainment 8 Acres Concentrated between Grand 
Avenue and Hill Street 

Garden 4 Acres Concentrated between Hill Street 
and Broadway 

Civic and Community 4 Acres Concentrated between Broadway 
and Spring Street 

  

Source:  The Related Companies, April 2005. 
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Parcel Q, under the Conceptual Plan, would be developed as a collection of shops, restaurants, 
entertainment, and food uses spanning several floors.  Retail uses would also be located along 
Grand Avenue to enhance pedestrian activity along the street.   

The Conceptual Plan, relative to Parcels W-1/W-2, includes a bridge across Olive Street 
to connect Parcel Q’s public space and Parcels W-1/W-2.  This bridge would integrate Parcel Q’s 
open space and, by extension, connect Parcels W-1/W-2 with Grand Avenue.  In turn, the public 
open space on Parcels W-1/W-2 would provide to Parcel Q extensions to Hill Street, First Street 
and Second Street.  Thus, the public space of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 would provide linkages 
between both blocks to the surrounding streets and adjoining uses.  Parcels W-1/W-2, under the 
Conceptual Plan, would be designed to reinforce the overall planning objectives of the proposed 
streetscape improvement program for Grand Avenue, including trees, landscaping, paving 
systems, benches, trash receptacles, street graphics, and lighting, as defined in the Grand Avenue 
streetscape program. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, Parcels L and M-2 would be developed with street-front 
retail uses.  Hope, Second, and Third Streets, as they adjoin Parcels L and M-2 and would be 
designed with pedestrian friendly street edges that are enhanced with entrances to residential 
buildings and streetscape amenities, including trees, landscaping, paving systems, benches, trash 
receptacles, street graphics, and lighting, as defined in the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program. 

3.  Equivalency Program 

An Equivalency Program to provide flexibility for modifications to land uses and square 
footages within the five parcels would be incorporated into the Project in order to respond to the 
future needs and demands of the southern California economy and changes in Project 
requirements.  The Equivalency Program defines a framework within which land uses can be 
exchanged for certain other permitted land uses so long as the limitations of the Equivalency 
Program are satisfied and no additional environmental impacts occur.  All permitted Project land 
use increases can be exchanged for corresponding decreases of other land uses under the 
proposed Equivalency Program. 

D. CONSTRUCTION/PHASING 

Development of the proposed Project is anticipated to occur in three phases.  The initial 
phase would include the simultaneous completion of the Civic Park; streetscape improvements to 
the portion of Grand Avenue fronting Parcel Q, between 1st and 2nd Streets; and the complete 
development of Parcel Q.  Commencing in 2006, construction of the Project’s first phase is 
anticipated to be completed in 2008/09. 
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The second phase of Project construction would include the complete development of 
Parcels L and M-2.  The third phase would include the complete development of Parcels 
W-1/W-2 and the completion of street improvements on Grand Avenue, between Second Street 
and Fifth Street and from Temple Street to Cesar Chavez Avenue.  Buildout of the entire Project 
is forecasted to occur in 2015. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 

 

This section discusses those impacts identified in the Initial Study Checklist as 
“potentially significant” and “less than significant”.  It also includes a discussion of those 
impacts identified as “no impact” for purposes of providing full disclosure. 

I. AESTHETICS.  Would the Project:    

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  A scenic vista is a view of a visually interesting natural 
or man-made feature.  Examples of scenic vistas include views of urban skylines and distant 
landforms, such as mountain ranges, that may be viewed from public locations.  In the area 
surrounding the Project site, the variety and scope of surrounding urban development, including 
high-rise towers to the south and west, including the Wells Fargo Center, California Plaza, and 
the Library Tower, and the notable architecture associated with the Los Angeles Music Center, 
the Walt Disney Concert Hall, and the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels form a scenic vista, 
viewed from either a near or a distant location.  Since view opportunities of this area are 
available from public locations, views of the urban area surrounding the Project site are 
considered valued scenic vistas.  The Project would replace existing unsightly parking lots with 
landmark high-rise and mid-rise buildings.  Although these structures may contribute positively 
to existing scenic vistas, the potential exists for the proposed high-rise structures to also block 
existing scenic vistas from public locations (i.e., from adjacent public streets and view locations, 
or from more distant locations).  In order to determine the significance of the Project in relation 
to existing scenic vistas, additional analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report will 
be conducted and mitigation measures will be proposed, as required. 

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings, or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic 
natural feature within a city-designated scenic highway? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The City of Los Angeles designates public roadways, 
noted for scenic vistas, as scenic highways.  No designated scenic highways occur in proximity 
to the Project site.  As Project development may have potentially significant direct and/or 
indirect impacts on historical resources (see Section V.a. of this Attachment B for further 
analysis), further analysis in an Environmental Impact Report will be conducted, and mitigation 
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measures will be proposed, as required.  No natural scenic resources, such as rock outcroppings 
or other unique geologic features, are evident in the surrounding urban environment or on the 
Project site.  As Project development would result in less than significant impacts with regard to 
substantial damage to natural scenic resources, no mitigation measures are necessary and no 
further analysis of these particular issues in an Environmental Impact Report is required.    

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The existing, underutilized County Mall, Grand 
Avenue, and five parcels containing a steel parking structure and three asphalt surface parking 
lots define the existing visual character of the Project site.  Due to the demolition of curbs, 
sidewalks, parking lots, and existing features in the Civic Mall, and the removal of mature 
vegetation in the Civic Mall and existing street trees, construction of the Project would cause a 
temporary degradation of the visual environment.  In addition, the unfinished stages of 
development and the presence of construction equipment, haul trucks, cranes, temporary fencing, 
and general disruption of sidewalks and curbs along the edges of the existing Project site may be 
considered visually unattractive.  The developed Project, however, would not substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and would upgrade the visual character 
of all parcels, including the Grand Avenue right-of-way.  Notwithstanding, additional analysis of 
this issue in an Environmental Impact Report will be conducted and mitigation measures will be 
proposed, as required. 

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day 
or nighttime views in the area? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project site’s location in Downtown Los Angeles 
places it in a dense urban area characterized by clusters of notable structures and high-rise towers 
that produce varying degrees of light and glare.  Outdoor lighting is currently present along the 
Grand Avenue right-of-way and within the County Mall.  Limited lighting is also associated with 
the parking structure in Parcel Q.  Parcels W-1/W-2, L, and M-2 are surface parking lots, which 
are moderately lit at the street surface.  The Project would introduce new lighting sources 
throughout Civic Park.  Streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue include an increase in 
lighting.  In addition, the five parcels are proposed to be developed with several high-rise and 
mid-rise towers, including a hotel/residential tower of up to 50 stories, and associated retail uses.  
Signage and light spillage from the Project’s high-rise buildings and retail uses would increase 
ambient light, as well as provide a potential source of glare during the daytime and nighttime.  
Furthermore, the introduction of the Project’s mid- and high-rise structures may result in shading 
impacts on adjoining and nearby land uses.  In order to determine the significance of the Project 
in relation to potential light and glare as well as shading impacts, additional analysis of these 
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issues in an Environmental Impact Report will be conducted and mitigation measures will be 
proposed, as necessary. 

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the Project: 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping 
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

No Impact.  The Project site is located in and surrounded by the Downtown Los Angeles 
civic, business and entertainment center.  No agricultural uses or related operations exist within 
the site or surrounding area.  Due to its urban setting, the site area has not been mapped as Prime 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency.  Therefore, the proposed 
Project would not result in impacts to Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance.  No mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this 
issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

b. Conflict with the existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
Contract? 

No Impact.  The Project site is zoned for regional commercial and high density 
residential uses.  No agricultural zoning is present in the surrounding area, and no nearby lands 
are enrolled under the Williamson Act.  Therefore, no conflict exists with agricultural zoning or 
Williamson Act contracts, and no mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of 
this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

No Impact.  No agricultural uses or related operations exist on or near the Project site.  
As such, the Project would not involve the conversion of farmland to other uses, either directly 
or indirectly.  No impacts to agricultural land or uses would occur.  Therefore, no mitigation 
measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report 
is required. 
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III. AIR QUALITY.  The significance criteria established by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following 
determinations.  Would the Project result in: 

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the SCAQMD or Congestion 
Management Plan? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project site is located within the 6,600 square mile 
South Coast Air Basin (Basin).  The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 
together with the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is responsible for 
formulating and implementing air pollution control strategies throughout the Basin.  The current 
Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) was adopted in 2003 and outlines the air pollution 
control measures needed to meet Federal health-based standards for ozone (1-hour standard) by 
2010 and particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) by 2006.1  It also 
demonstrates how the Federal standard for carbon monoxide, achieved for the first time at the 
end of 2002, will be maintained.2  This revision to the AQMP also addresses several State and 
Federal planning requirements and incorporates substantial new scientific data, primarily in the 
form of updated emissions inventories, ambient measurements, new meteorological data and new 
air quality modeling tools.  Development of the Project as proposed advances several key policy 
directives set forth in the AQMP.  For example, the Project utilizes a previously developed site 
within an established urban center; locates new development within an area that is well served by 
existing transit facilities; and locates residential units within a major regional employment 
center.  Notwithstanding these positive attributes, the Project would generate air emissions that 
could impede implementation of the AQMP.  As such, the analysis of the Project’s consistency 
with the AQMP will be provided in an Environmental Impact Report.   

Potential Project impacts associated with the Los Angeles County Congestion 
Management Plan are addressed in Section XV.g (Transportation/Circulation). 

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As indicated above, the Project site is located within the 
Basin, which is characterized by relatively poor air quality.  State and Federal air quality 
standards are often exceeded in many parts of the Basin, with Los Angeles County among the 

                                                 
1  The South Coast Air Quality Management District Governing Board adopted the 2003 Air Quality Management 

Plan (AQMP) on August 1, 2003. 
2  The Basin has technically met the CO standards since 2002, but the official attainment status has not been 

reclassified by the USEPA. 
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highest of the counties that compose the Basin in terms of non-attainment of the standards.  The 
Basin is currently in non-attainment for the Federal and State 1-hour ozone (O3) standard, the 
Federal 8-hour O3 standard, the Federal and State PM10 standard, and the Federal PM2.5 

(particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter) standard.   

Implementation of the proposed Project would increase emissions on both a short-term 
(i.e., during construction) and long-term basis in a non-attainment area.  Short-term construction 
emissions would result from a number of sources, including, but not limited to, the operation of 
heavy-duty construction equipment and on-site grading.  Long-term emissions would principally 
result from motor vehicles traveling to and from the site once the Project is operational.  As the 
Project could result in increased air emissions associated with construction and operation, this 
issue will be analyzed in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will 
be incorporated, as necessary. 

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the air basin is non-attainment (ozone, carbon monoxide, & PM 10) under 
an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Since the Project would result in increases in air emissions 
from construction and operations (e.g., vehicle trips and stationary sources) in the South Coast 
Basin, which is currently in non-attainment of Federal and State air quality standards for ozone, 
PM10 and PM2.5, implementation of the proposed Project could potentially contribute to air 
quality impacts when combined with other existing and future emission sources in the area.  An 
analysis to determine cumulative air quality impacts and to evaluate whether the Project would 
contribute substantially to these emissions will be included in an Environmental Impact Report.  
Mitigation measures will be recommended, as appropriate, to reduce potential air quality 
impacts.  Also, refer to Sections III (a) and III (b) of this Attachment B.   

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Construction activities and operation of the proposed 
uses would increase air emissions above current levels.  Land uses that are considered more 
sensitive to air pollution than others are as follows:  hospitals, schools, residences, playgrounds, 
child care centers, athletic facilities, and retirement/convalescent homes.3  Sensitive receptors in 
the Project vicinity may include, but are not limited to, the Colburn School of Performing Arts, 
located directly across Grand Avenue from Parcel L; the Grande Promenade Apartments, a high-
rise residential use located on Parcel M-1 on the west side of Grand Avenue, the Angelus Plaza 
residential complex for seniors on Hill Street south of Parcel W-1, as well as future residential 
                                                 
3  South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Figure 5-1, April 1993. 
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uses within the proposed Project.  Due to the proximity of sensitive receptors in the area, further 
evaluation of potential impacts associated with the potential exposure of these and potentially 
other sensitive receptors to pollutant concentrations will be included in an Environmental Impact 
Report and feasible mitigation measures will be incorporated, as necessary.   

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Emissions from construction equipment operating on 
the Project site may create temporary objectionable odors.  However, these odors from 
construction equipment would mainly be limited to the immediate environs of the Project site.  
Odors, following Project construction, are typically associated with industrial Projects involving 
the use of chemicals, solvents, petroleum products, and other strong-smelling elements used in 
manufacturing processes.  As the Project involves the development of residential, retail, hotel 
and office uses, no elements related to these types of odor producing uses are anticipated.  
Construction activities could result in odorous emissions.  Therefore, further analysis of odors 
will be included in an Environmental Impact Report, and mitigation measures will be identified 
as needed. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the Project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification, 
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local 
or regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

No Impact.  According to a search of the California Department of Fish and Game’s 
(CDFG) Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), there are no species designated as endangered 
and/or threatened within a 0.5-mile radius of the Project site.4  The site and its surrounding areas 
are completely urbanized and the existing vegetation on-site consists of ornamental landscaping.  
Removal of the on-site landscaping would have no adverse effect on sensitive or threatened 
species, as defined by the CDFG or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  Therefore, no mitigation 
measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report 
is required.   

                                                 
4  California Department of Fish and Game’s Natural Diversity Database, Geographic Information Systems data 

search, April 2004.  
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b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in the City or regional plans, policies, regulations by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

No Impact.  The Project site is not located in or adjacent to a significant ecological area 
(SEA), as determined by the City of Los Angeles.5  Furthermore, as previously stated, the Project 
site is located in an urbanized area, and the landscaping on the site is ornamental in nature.  No 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities exist on-site.  Therefore, implementation 
of the Project would not result in a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community.  No mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in 
an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh vernal 
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means? 

No Impact.  The Project site does not contain any federally protected waters or wetlands 
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  Therefore, implementation of the Project 
would not result in a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands.  Therefore, no 
mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required. 

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish 
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

No Impact.  The Project site is located in the City of Los Angeles downtown civic and 
business district and, as such, is surrounded by office and commercial buildings in a dense urban 
landscape.  The site does not function as a wildlife corridor, and no bodies of water exist on-site 
to provide habitat for fish.  Therefore, development of the Project would not interfere with the 
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, nor would it impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

                                                 
5  City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, Los Angeles Citywide General Plan Framework, Draft 

Environmental Impact Report, January 19, 1995, Figure BR-1B.   
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e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such 
as tree preservation policy or ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut 
woodlands)? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  No locally protected biological resources exist on the 
site.  Although all mature ornamental trees in the County Mall are proposed to be removed, many 
of these would be relocated.  In addition, new landscaping would be installed throughout the 
revitalized Civic Park.  Trees removed in the public right-of-way on Grand Avenue would be 
replaced by street trees, in accordance with the Grand Avenue Implementation Plan.  All street 
frontages and sidewalks along the proposed development sites would be planted with shade and 
ornamental trees, in accordance with the City’s street tree ordinance.  Therefore, the Project 
would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.  No 
mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required.  

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

No Impact.  As previously discussed, the Project site is currently developed and is 
located in a highly urbanized area.  The site is not located in or adjacent to an existing or 
proposed SEA.  Additionally, there is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan in place for the Project site.  As such, implementation of the Project would not conflict with 
any habitat conservation plans, and mitigation measures are not necessary.  Therefore, no further 
analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES:  Would the Project: 

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a historical resource as 
defined in State CEQA §15064.5? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles Civic Center was originally intended 
to reflect the principles of the City Beautiful Movement of the early 1900s.  With a major axis 
bisecting a north/south axis, the Los Angeles Civic Center has evolved into a formally planned 
central area but also includes new construction.  Several buildings associated with the Civic 
Center that are adjacent to the proposed Project site include the Los Angeles City Hall (1926-28) 
and the Hall of Justice Building (1925).  Both properties have been previously assessed and 
identified as historical resources.  A number of additional buildings and features were built in 
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connection with the urban renewal of the area following World War II, including the Los 
Angeles County Courthouse (1958) designed by a consortium of architects including J.E. Stanton 
and Paul R. Williams; the Hall of Administration building (1956-61) by architects Stanton, 
Stockwell, Williams, and Wilson; the Richard J. Neutra and Robert Alexander designed Hall of 
Records building (1961-62); and the Music Center complex (1964-69) by Welton Becket and 
Associates.  Situated between the Los Angeles County Courthouse and the Hall of 
Administration is the Paseo de los Pobladores (1961), also by Stanton, which consists of a 
landscaped central mall featuring a series of terraces, pools, and steps leading up the hill from 
Broadway to Grand Avenue.  Although these post World War II buildings and landscape features 
are less than 50 years old, the general threshold for National Register eligibility, because of their 
architectural design, associations with notable architects, and being a part of the City’s Civic 
Center development they may be notable for their historical, cultural, and/or architectural 
importance.  The County has evaluated some of these buildings individually as well as looked at 
the potential for listing of the Civic Center as an historic district.  However, no formal 
designation has occurred as of the preparation of this Initial Study. 

New construction in the immediate area includes the Frank O. Gehry designed Walt 
Disney Concert Hall (1988-2003), the Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) by Arata Isozaki 
and Gruen Associates (1981-1986), as well as the Colburn School of Performing Arts (1998) by 
Hardy, Holzman and Pfeiffer.  These buildings, though much less than fifty years of age, may 
possess exceptional architectural and/or cultural importance and, therefore, need to be 
considered.   

Based on a preliminary survey of the Project site and a review of relevant background 
data, it is concluded that the proposed Project may have potentially significant direct and/or 
indirect impacts on historical resources since the Project site encompasses large portions of Los 
Angeles’ downtown Civic Center that includes a variety of notable buildings and associated 
spaces which were erected as early as the 1920s.  Prior surveys of historical resources in the 
Project area include the Architectural/Historic Survey of the Central Business District 
Redevelopment Project Area (Roger G. Hatheway and Associates, 1980), Determination of 
Eligibility Report for the Central Business District (Roger G. Hatheway and Associates, 1983), 
and The Historic Resources in Context for the Central Business District Redevelopment Project 
Area (Los Angeles Conservancy, 1990).   Because of the possibility for Project-related effects to 
occur to historic resources, further analysis will be required in an Environmental Impact Report 
to assess potential Project impacts (direct or indirect) on those buildings and associated features 
identified as historic resources, pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 
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b. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to State CEQA §15064.5? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is located within a highly urbanized 
area and has been previously disturbed through grading and construction activities.  The area 
comprising and surrounding the Project site has been developed for more than 150 years.  In 
addition, the redevelopment of the Bunker Hill area, in implementation of the Bunker Hill Urban 
Renewal Project, required substantial changes to grade and changes in subsurface conditions. 
Any archaeological resources that may have been on, or just under, the ground have likely been 
removed or disturbed by the previous or existing development on the site.  A records search 
through the California Historic Resources Information System revealed five historic 
archaeological sites (or features) and one isolate within the Project area.  In addition, remains of 
the Pacific Electric Railway Tunnel under Fort Moore Hill border the Project Area. The sites 
reported in the Project area were discovered below ground, during construction.  As such, new 
development could result in a significant impact on archaeological resources on portions of the 
site that have not been previously disturbed, or by excavation deeper than earlier construction.  
Any potential impacts that may occur would be reduced to less than significant levels via the 
application of the City’s and CRA/LA standard archaeological condition which requires that 
during excavation and grading, if archaeological resources are uncovered, all work in that area 
shall cease and be diverted so as to allow for a determination of the value of the resource.  The 
area of discovery shall be protected from disturbance while a qualified archaeologist evaluates 
the significance of the find and, if necessary, in consultation with appropriate officials and the 
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) determines an appropriate treatment plan.  
Construction activities in that area may resume once the treatment plan has been implemented.  
Via the application of the above-stated City standard and CRA/LA condition and compliance 
with federal, State of California and local regulations for the treatment of discovered 
archaeological resources, potential impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.  
Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The area comprising and surrounding the Project site 
has been developed for more than 150 years.  In addition, the redevelopment of the Bunker Hill 
area required substantial changes to grade and changes in subsurface conditions.  Although the 
Project site has been previously developed, any substantial excavations may well encounter 
fossil vertebrate remains based on the known occurrence of vertebrate fossils.   

A Paleontological records search was conducted by the Natural History Museum of Los 
Angeles County on July 22, 2005 in support of this Initial Study.  The records search indicates 



Attachment B – Environmental Impact Analysis 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority  Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation   August 1, 2005; rev. August 18, 2005; rev. October 7, 2005 
 

Page B-11 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

that one known locality probably lies directly within the proposed Project area, and several 
others lie nearby.  The sediments involved range from late Miocene through Pleistocene.  Known 
fossils from these localities include bony fish, sharks, birds, and mammoth.  It was also noted in 
the records search that all geological units in the vicinity likely contain fossils.  Given the high 
sensitivity of the area, the potential for discovering unrecorded, paleontological resources does 
exist.  However, any potential impacts that may occur would be reduced to less than significant 
levels via the application of the City’s and CRA/LA standard paleontological condition and 
compliance with applicable State of California regulations, which require that during excavation 
and grading, if paleontological resources are uncovered, all work in that area shall cease and be 
diverted and the area of discovery protected so as to allow a qualified paleontologist to determine 
the value of the resource and, in consultation with appropriate agencies, determine an appropriate 
treatment plan.  Construction activities in that area may resume once the uncovered resources are 
collected by a paleontologist, as appropriate, and properly processed. 

As Project development would occur in compliance with the City’s and CRA/LA 
standard paleontological condition and with State of California regulations for the recovery of 
discovered paleontological resources, potential impacts would be reduced to a less than 
significant level.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary, and no further analysis of this 
issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

No Impact.  The Project site is located within a highly urbanized area.  Within the 
Project area, any traditional burial sources, which include archaeological sites, burial sites, 
ceremonial areas, gathering areas, or any other natural area important to a culture for religious, 
burial, or heritage reasons, would likely be associated with the Native American group known as 
the Gabrielino/Tongva.  A Sacred Site search was conducted in support of this Initial Study by 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC).  Although their records did not indicate the 
presence of any burials or other sacred lands, the NAHC provided a list of organizations and 
individuals that may have information on the presence of Native American burials within or near 
the Project area.  No known traditional burial sites or other types of cemetery usage have been 
identified within the Project site or nearby vicinity.  In 1957, however, site 19-120015, consisting 
of a human burial covered by nine feet of sediment and overburden was discovered outside the 
Project area.  The site record refers to the find as “human skull found in 1957” and notes that the 
remains are heavily fragmented and were not studied further.   Deep excavation or excavation in 
undisturbed soils has the potential for the discovery of human remains or related resources.   

Any accidental discovery of human remains or related resources would be treated in 
accordance with federal, state, and local regulations and guidelines for disclosure, recovery, 
relocation, and preservation, as appropriate, including CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(e).  
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Therefore, no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required and no 
additional mitigation measures are necessary. 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the Project: 

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury or death involving: 

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?  Refer to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is located in the seismically active 
Southern California region, which is characterized by major faults and fault zones.  Faults are 
classified as active, potentially active, or inactive.  For the purposes of the Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map Act, the State of California defines active faults as faults that have 
historically produced earthquakes or shown evidence of movement within the past 11,000 years 
(during the Holocene Epoch).6  Active faults may be designated as Earthquake Fault Zones under 
the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, which includes standards regulating 
development adjacent to active faults.  In addition, the City of Los Angeles designates Fault 
Rupture Study Zones around potentially active and active faults to establish hazard potential.7 

Numerous active and potentially active faults with surface expressions (fault traces) have 
been mapped adjacent to, within, and beneath the City of Los Angeles.  Active and potentially 
active faults which are deemed capable of producing fault rupture due to seismic activity have 
ground rupture potential and may be expected to generate movement at the surface ranging from 
a few inches to approximately six feet.  The City has established an area of approximately one-
eighth mile on each side of these potentially active and active faults, known as Fault Rupture 
Study Zones, to establish hazard potential.  The State, for purposes of planning, zoning, and 
building regulation functions, provides maps to city and county agencies designating Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones.  The Project site, consisting of the Grand Avenue right-of-way, 
the Civic Park, and the five development parcels is not located within a city-designated Fault 
Rupture Zone or State-designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.  Thus, the potential for 

                                                 
6  California Department of Conservation, California Geologic Survey.  Potentially active faults have 

demonstrated displacement within the last 1.6 million years (during the Pleistocene Epoch), but do not displace 
Holocene Strata.  Inactive faults do not exhibit displacement younger than 1.6 million years before the present. 

7  City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element, Exhibit A, adopted by the City Council, November 26, 1996.   
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fault rupture on the site is very low.  However, the Project would be subject to similar seismic 
risks as other development throughout the City of Los Angeles.  The proposed buildings would 
be designed to resist ground shaking through modern construction techniques.  The Project 
would comply with the California Department of Conservation, California Geologic Survey 
Special Publications 117, Guidelines for Evaluating and Mitigating Seismic Hazards in 
California (1997), which provides guidance for the evaluation and mitigation of earthquake-
related hazards, and with the seismic safety requirements in the Uniform Building Code (UBC) 
and the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC).  With adherence to applicable regulations, the 
potential to expose people to impacts from fault rupture resulting from seismic activity during 
the design life of the buildings is considered less than significant.  Therefore, no mitigation 
measures, beyond compliance with the aforementioned regulations, are necessary and no further 
analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required.  

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is located within the seismically active 
Southern California region, all of which is subject to some degree of ground shaking due to 
earthquakes.  As mapped by the Southern California Earthquake Data Center, 31 faults are 
located within a 50-mile radius of the site.8  The Elysian Park Structure of the Whittier Fault, 
located approximately 2.5 miles north of the Project site, is the nearest fault.  This fault, as well 
as any other of the 31 faults in a 50-mile radius, could produce seismic ground shaking that may 
affect the Project site.  However, development of the Project would comply with applicable 
requirements as defined by the Uniform Building Code for California Seismic Zone IV and City 
of Los Angeles Building and Safety regulations.  Compliance with these requirements would 
reduce potential adverse effects due to seismic ground shaking to acceptable levels.  Therefore, 
no mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required. 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is not located within or near an area 
susceptible to liquefaction, as indicated on the City of Los Angeles Safety Element (i.e., Areas 
Susceptible to Liquefaction delineation map).9   In addition, all on-site development would be in 
compliance with the City Building Code, which contains requirements and standards designed to 
limit potential significant impacts due to seismic events to acceptable levels.  Therefore, 
development of the proposed Project would not expose people to significant impacts related to 

                                                 
8  Southern California Earthquake Data Center,www.data.scec.org/faults/lafault.html#MAP, 2004. 
9 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit B (November 

1996). 
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ground failure, including liquefaction.  No further mitigation is necessary and no further analysis 
of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

iv. Landslides? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Landslides are earthquake-induced ground failures that 
occur primarily in areas with steep slopes, which have loose, granular soils that lose their 
cohesive characteristics when water-saturated.  According to the California Geologic Survey, the 
Project site is not located in a delineated landslide zone.10  Thus, the potential for seismic-related 
ground failure related to landslides is less than significant.  Therefore, no mitigation measures 
are necessary, other than compliance with the City of Los Angeles Building Code structural 
design standards and other building regulations which require geotechnical analysis of any 
building site prior to construction.  No further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact 
Report is required.  

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Development of the Project site would include the 
grading and excavation of the five development parcels and removal of landscaping over the 
Civic Mall and construction of the proposed Grand Avenue streetscape improvements.  These 
construction activities would expose soils to wind.  During the construction phase of the Project, 
activities are subject to the requirements of the Countywide National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Construction Permit.  Compliance with the NPDES permit 
includes the implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs), some of which are 
specifically implemented to reduce soil erosion or loss of topsoil.  As the Project would include 
grading and excavation, BMPs would be used to ensure that soil erosion is reduced to the 
maximum extent possible.  In addition to the NPDES permit, a Local Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and a Wet Weather Erosion Control Plan (WWECP) would also be 
developed for the Project.  Further, conformance with the City Building Code, including 
implementation of an erosion control plan, would reduce the potential for wind or waterborne 
erosion during the construction process.  Therefore, Project impacts related to soil erosion during 
the construction phase are anticipated to be minimal, and no mitigation measures are required.   

Once operational, all areas constituting the Project Site would be improved with 
structures, landscaping, and streetscape improvements.  A Standard Urban Storm Water 
Management Plan (SUSMP) would be developed for the requisite Project components to reduce 
the potential for pollutants, including soils, to run off from the site.  The SUSMP is a working 
plan that is systematically reviewed and revised to ensure that BMPs are functioning properly 
                                                 
10  Ibid. 
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and are effective at treating runoff from the site for the life of the Project.  Therefore, no 
additional mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable 
as a result of the Project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is not located within an area susceptible 
to landslides or unstable soil conditions; nor is the Project site located within an area susceptible 
to liquefaction.  Compliance with City Department of Building and Safety recommended 
construction techniques and applicable City building and safety codes and permit regulations 
would ensure that no significant impacts related to geologic conditions would occur.  Therefore, 
no additional mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Expansive soils are typically those of high clay content 
that swell and shrink during wet and dry climatic events, respectively.  All on-site construction 
would comply with current Building Code requirements, which limit significant impacts related 
to expansive soils to less than significant levels.  If on-site soils were determined to have 
substantial shrink-swell potential, appropriate engineering solutions would be incorporated into 
the Project to avoid this potential.  Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are necessary 
and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required.  

e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

No Impact.  The Project site is located in an urban area served by existing sewer 
infrastructure.  Since the Project would not involve the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems, no impact would occur.  Therefore, no further analysis of this issue 
in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  Would the Project: 

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the proposed Project would involve the 
use of potentially hazardous materials, including vehicle fuels, oils, and transmission fluids.  
However, all potentially hazardous materials would be contained, stored, and used in accordance 
with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance with applicable standards and 
regulations.  Any associated risk would be adequately reduced to a less than significant level 
through compliance with these standards and regulations.  As such, construction of the Project 
would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the transport, use, 
or disposal of hazardous materials, and no mitigation measures are required. 

In addition to street improvements, the Project consists of public parkland and residential 
and commercial development.  Such uses would not generate large amounts of hazardous 
materials that would require routine transport, use, or disposal.  Operation of the Project would 
involve the use of landscaping chemicals and the storage of cleaning products.  The use and 
storage of such materials would occur in compliance with applicable standards and regulations, 
and would not pose significant hazards to the public or the environment through the transport, 
use, or disposal of hazardous materials.  Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are 
necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The use and operation of the Project would not result in 
hazardous conditions or activities.  Construction of the Project could involve some transport of 
hazardous materials.  However, there is not a reasonably foreseeable chance of upset or accident 
resulting from the construction of the Project.  The Project site is surrounded by several oil fields 
including the Los Angeles City Oil Field, north of the Project site in the vicinity of Cesar Chavez 
Avenue and the Hollywood Freeway; the Union Station Oil Field, east of the Project site in the 
vicinity of Alameda Street; and the Los Angeles Downtown Oil Field, south of the Project site in 
the vicinity of STAPLES Center.  Although the Project site is not located within an oil field or an 
oil drilling area, Parcel L is located in a Methane Buffer Zone, identified under the Division 71, 
Methane Seepage Regulations, of the City’s Building Code.  The Methane Buffer Zone is an area 
of potential methane migration, due to proximity of oil fields, and is subject to methane 
mitigation measures defined in Division 71 of the City’s Building Code.  With the 
implementation of Division 71 regulations, the potential for the release of hazardous materials 
into the environment would be minimal and less than significant.  Therefore, no mitigation 
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measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report 
is required. 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Educational facilities within one-quarter mile of the 
Project Site include the Colburn School of Performing Arts, directly across Grand Avenue from 
Parcels L and M-2. Additionally, a LAUSD high school is being constructed at the north end of 
the Project’s streetscape program, on the east side of Grand Avenue, between Cesar Chavez 
Avenue and the 101 Freeway.  As described under Sections VII (a) and (b) of this Attachment B, 
the operation of the Project would not generate acutely hazardous materials or wastes.  The 
repair of existing subterranean parking structures in the Civic Mall, or the demolition and 
removal of the steel structure at 1st Street and Grand Avenue and the removal of asphalt surface 
parking lots is not anticipated to release asbestos or lead contaminants.  No accidental release of 
hazardous materials, substances, or wastes is reasonably anticipated in relation to the 
construction or operation of the Project.  As such, no exposure of any existing or proposed 
school within one-quarter mile of the Project Site is anticipated.  The impact of the Project in 
relation to hazardous emissions or the handling of acutely hazardous materials within one-quarter 
mile of a school would be less than significant.  Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are 
necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Civic Park portion of the Project site has been used 
as a public park and for vehicle parking for several decades and is not a known industrial site or 
used for the storage of hazardous materials.  Respectively, the Grand Avenue Street right-of-way 
has been used as street and street frontage bordered by County Buildings, the Los Angeles Music 
Center, MOCA, vacant lots, and a variety of residential, office and retail uses.  This area has not 
been utilized for industrial purposes or RCRA-listed uses.  As such, these sites would not be 
listed on state or federal hazardous materials databases.  The five parcels forming the Project’s 
development sites were formerly occupied by residential or hotel uses and are currently used as 
surface parking lots and one steel parking structure (Parcel Q).  The Environmental Site 
Assessment performed on Parcels Q, W-2, L, and M-2 indicates that these sites are not listed as 
state or federal hazardous sites.  Nor, according to field surveys, is there evidence of any current 
or historical use of these parcels for the storage, use, or handling of hazardous materials.  In 
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addition, there is no evidence of the occurrence of soil gas on these parcels.11  Parcel W-1 adjoins 
W-2 and is also currently used for surface parking.  No use or storage of hazardous materials 
currently occurs on the site.  Since this parcel was previously used for residential purposes, as 
was Parcel W-2, it is not anticipated that any former uses were involved in manufacturing or 
other industrial activities that resulted in contamination.  However, since no Phase I 
Environmental Site Assessment has been performed for Parcel W-1, the absence of contaminated 
materials cannot be confirmed.  Therefore, the issue of hazardous materials will be further 
evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will be 
incorporated, as necessary.   

e. For a Project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
Project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area? 

No Impact.  The Project site is not located within an airport land use plan area or within 
two miles of an airport.  In addition, the Project site is not located within an airport hazard area 
as designated by the City of Los Angeles.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary and 
no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

f. For a Project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the Project result in a 
safety hazard for the people residing or working in the area? 

No Impact.  There are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the Project site, and the site is 
not located within a designated airport hazard area.  Therefore, the proposed Project would not 
result in airport-related safety hazards for the people residing or working in the area.  No 
mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required. 

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Impact.  According to the Safety Element of the City of Los 
Angeles General Plan Framework, Temple, Figueroa, and Alameda Streets are designated 
disaster routes.12  Disaster routes function as primary thoroughfares for the movement of 
emergency response traffic and access to critical facilities.  Although the Project site is situated 
in the vicinity of these streets, it is not anticipated that the construction or operation of the 
                                                 
11  Iris Environmental, Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment, Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-2 (April 2005)  
12  City of Los Angeles Department of Planning General Plan Framework Series, Safety Element – Critical 

Facilities and Lifeline Systems, April 1995. 
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Project would require or result in any modifications to either roadway.  Streetscape 
improvements at Temple Street and Grand Avenue would be on the Grand Avenue frontage and 
would not impact the Temple Street right-of-way.  With the exception of potentially utilizing 
these streets during construction for movement of construction vehicles, the Project would not 
intrude upon these roadways.  The majority of construction activities for the Project would be 
confined to the site, except for infrastructure improvements, which would require some work in 
adjacent street rights-of-way and be performed in accordance with City of Los Angeles 
requirements, where applicable.  Since the Project would not cause the impediment of the City’s 
designated disaster evacuation routes, nor would other elements of the residential and 
commercial Project impair implementation of the City’s emergency response plan, the Project 
would have a less than significant impact relative to these issues.  No further analysis in an 
Environmental Impact Report, specific to the City’s emergency preparedness plan and 
emergency evacuation, is required. 

The potentially significant effects of the construction and operation of the Project on 
local emergency access are addressed in Section XIII.a. (Fire Protection). 

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

No Impact.  The Project site is located in Downtown Los Angeles and is not near or 
adjacent to any wildlands.  As shown in the City of Los Angeles Safety Element, Selected 
Wildfire Hazard Areas, the Project site is not located near potential wildland fire areas.13  
Therefore, the Project would not subject people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, 
or death as a result of exposure to wildland fires.  Thus, no mitigation measures are necessary 
and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required.   

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the proposal result in: 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The existing Project site, consisting of the five 
development sites, Civic Park, and the Grand Avenue right-of-way, is predominantly 
impermeable.  As such, impermeable surfaces resulting from the development of the Project 
would not significantly change the volume of storm water runoff from any of these locations.  
Furthermore, the assumption that on-site permeability would remain largely unchanged with 
                                                 
13  City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework, Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit D (November 1996). 
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Project development is conservative, as it is anticipated that the landscaped areas proposed by 
the Project would allow for greater percolation than is currently possible on-site.  The Project is 
not located within close proximity to any bodies of water and operation of the Project would 
have no direct impact on water quality.  During excavation and construction, however, exposed 
soils could potentially enter storm water runoff.  To address the potential for soils and other 
construction debris from entering storm drainage systems, regulatory and permitting processes 
have been established to control the water quality of runoff from urban construction sites.    

In California, these permits are issued through the State Water Resources Control Board 
(SWRCB) and the nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs).  The Project Site is 
within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB).  
The SWRCB has adopted a statewide general construction permit that allows storm water 
discharge under certain conditions during the construction period but is intended to minimize 
downstream pollution from construction activities.  Prior to grading and construction, the 
applicant would be required to file a notice of intent with the SWRCB and to develop and 
implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which specifies Best 
Management Practices (BMPs).  The SWPPP, which would be consistent with the National 
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, would control wet weather erosion 
and off-site sedimentation.  The SWPPP would be carried out in compliance with the SWRCB, 
in addition to local requirements.  The SWPPP would also be subject to review by the City for 
compliance with the City of Los Angeles Best Management Practices Handbook for construction 
and operation.  If determined necessary by the City, a Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation 
Plan (SUSMP) to address storm water pollution during operation may be required.  Due to the 
increase in parking capacity associated with the Project’s residential, retail, hotel, and office 
uses, City of Los Angeles BMPs, such as detention and treatment of surface water prior to 
discharge into the public storm drain system, may be required to address surface water quality.  

As the proposed Project would replace development that does not benefit from 
construction in accordance with current regulations, the operation of the Project would likely 
have a beneficial impact on storm water quality.  For example, under existing conditions, the on-
site surface parking lots collect urban contaminants, which contribute to pollution to the 
stormwater runoff without being treated according to current regulations.  However, with the 
development of the proposed Project, BMPs designed to detain and treat potential sources of 
contamination typically generated by urban uses would be installed and would reduce the 
discharge of polluted runoff from the Project site.  By adhering to the requirements of the City’s 
Development Construction Program and the SUSMP, water quality discharged from the Project 
Site has the potential to be of higher quality than that which occurs under existing conditions.  
With the implementation of federal, state, and local clean water requirements, no additional 
mitigation measures are necessary.  No further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact 
Report is required.   
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b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells 
would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned land 
uses for which permits have been granted)? 

No Impact.  The Project would not involve any deep excavation that would have the 
potential to intercept existing aquifers, nor would it involve direct additions or withdrawals of 
groundwater.  In addition, since the Project site is currently almost 100 percent impermeable, the 
Project would not reduce any existing percolation of surface water into the groundwater table.  
Project development would not impact groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge.  
Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The existing Project site is almost entirely impermeable.  
Impermeable surfaces resulting from the development of the Project would not significantly 
change the volume of storm water runoff or alter the orientation of the runoff to adjacent storm 
drainage.  Furthermore, it is anticipated that the landscaped areas proposed by the Project would 
allow for greater percolation than is currently possible on-site thereby reducing the volume of 
storm water runoff leaving the Project site.  Although Project construction would temporarily 
expose on-site soils to surface water runoff, compliance with the required provisions of the 
SWPPP would eliminate erosion with regard to on- and off-site siltation.  During Project 
operations, storm water or any runoff irrigation waters would be directed into existing storm 
drains that are currently receiving surface water runoff under existing conditions.  As alterations 
to existing drainage patterns within the proposed development sites and surrounding area are not 
anticipated, existing drainage patterns would be maintained and mitigation measures are not 
necessary.  No further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase 
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding 
on- or off site? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project would utilize the same drainage patterns, as 
under existing conditions, and would not result in any increases in surface water runoff.  
Furthermore, it is anticipated that the landscaped areas proposed by the Project would allow for 
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greater percolation than under current conditions, thereby reducing the rate and amount of 
surface runoff.  Since no increase or direction of water runoff would occur, the Project would not 
result in an alteration of the course of a stream or river.  No substantial increase in the rate or 
amount of surface water runoff would occur, that would result in flooding on- or off-site.  No 
mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of these issues in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required.   

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As previously stated in Response VIII.a, the Project 
would not increase surface water runoff over existing conditions and, thus,  runoff after 
development would not exceed the capacity of existing or planned drainage systems.  In addition, 
with the implementation of the required SWPPP during construction and the SUSMP during 
Project operations, no substantial additional sources of polluted runoff would occur.  No 
additional mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

Less than Significant Impact.  As previously stated, due to proposed Project activities, 
an SUSMP would be required to address surface water runoff after Project development.  The 
SUSMP would incorporate BMPs, such as the detention and treatment of surface water prior to 
discharge into the public storm drain system.  With the implementation of BMPs to address 
surface water quality during construction and during Project operation, the Project would not 
substantially degrade water quality.  No additional mitigation measures are necessary and no 
further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required.   

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped on federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?  

No Impact.  The Project site is not located within or near a 100-year flood plain, as 
indicated on the City of Los Angeles Safety Element 100-Year and 500-year Flood Plains 
delineation map.14  Therefore, the Project would not place housing within a 100-year flood plain 
as mapped on a flood hazard delineation map.  No mitigation measures are necessary and no 
further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 
                                                 
14 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit F (November 

1996). 
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h. Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

No Impact.  As stated above in Response VIII.h, the Project site is not located within a 
delineated 100-year flood plain.  Therefore, the Project would not place structures within a 100-
year flood plain that would impede or redirect flood flows.  No mitigation measures are 
necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

No Impact.  The Project site is not located within a delineated potential inundation area 
resulting from the failure of a levee or dam, as shown on the City of Los Angeles Safety 
Element, Inundation and Tsunami Hazard Areas map.15  Therefore, the location of the Project 
would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
flooding.  No mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required.    

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

No Impact.  A seiche is an oscillation of a body of water in an enclosed or semi-enclosed 
basin, such as a reservoir, harbor, lake, or storage tank.  A tsunami is a great sea wave produced 
by a significant undersea disturbance.  Mudflows result from the downslope movement of soil 
and/or rock under the influence of gravity.  The Project is not located within Inundation and 
Tsunami Hazard Areas delineated in the City of Los Angeles Safety Element.16  The Project site 
is also not in the vicinity of, or downslope from, a reservoir or storage tank capable of creating a 
seiche.  In addition, the Project site, which is not positioned downslope from any unprotected 
slopes or landslide areas, is not positioned in an area of potential mudflow.  Therefore, no 
impacts from these events are anticipated.  No mitigation measures are necessary and no further 
analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

                                                 
15  City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework, Safety Element of the General Plan Exhibit G (November 1996). 
16  Ibid. 
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the Project:  

a. Physically divide an established community? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is located within the City of Los 
Angeles’ Central Los Angeles Community Plan area.  Existing uses (and uses in the area 
immediately surrounding the Project site) include cultural and entertainment venues, such as the 
Walt Disney Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and MOCA; government offices; and 
large office buildings.  High-rise residential uses in the Grand Promenade Apartments are located 
immediately west of Parcels L and M-2.  The Project is intended to link the surrounding 
established community with increased pedestrian activity, public participation, and enhanced 
street and land use interfaces.  It is anticipated that the revitalization of the Civic Mall, improved 
streetscape on Grand Avenue and the introduction of residential uses within a densely 
commercial center would increase the vitality and pedestrian activity of the area.  As such, the 
Project would bring together, rather than physically divide an established community.  No 
mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required.  Notwithstanding, the Project’s Environmental Impact Report will 
address the Project’s land use relationship with adjoining and nearby existing and proposed land 
uses as part of the analysis of the potential impacts described in Section IX.b. 

b. Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the Project (including but not limited to the general plan, specific 
plan, coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Civic Mall, located in the City’s Central Los 
Angeles Community Plan area, is designated as a Civic Center land use, which allows 
government activities on publicly owned land.   

All five development sites (Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2) are located in the Central 
City Community Plan area and the Bunker Hill Urban Renewal Project Area.  These parcels are 
designated Regional Center Commercial, which corresponds to existing R5-4D and C2-4D 
zones.  The -4D designation limits maximum floor area ratio (FAR) to 6:1, except for potential 
transfers of floor area.  Due to the proximity of this area to the Los Angeles Civic Center and 
Central Business District, the intent of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan is to introduce high-
density housing in the existing Bunker Hill neighborhood and to add an active pedestrian and 
residential element to Downtown Los Angeles.  Proposed development would be consistent with 
the intent of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Plan.  
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In order to fully determine consistency of the Project with the City’s General Plan, 
including the Central City Community Plan, the Los Angeles Municipal Code, CRA’s Bunker 
Hill Redevelopment Plan, the Bunker Hill Design for Development and the Southern California 
Association of Governments’ (SCAG) Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, further 
evaluation will be included in an Environmental Impact Report.  Feasible mitigation measures 
will be incorporated, as necessary. 

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

No Impact.  There are no applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan areas adjacent to or near the Project site with which the proposed development 
would conflict.  Therefore, no impacts on any habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan would occur.  No mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of 
this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the Project: 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value 
to the region and the residents of the state? 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery 
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? 

a. and b.  No Impact.  No known mineral resources, with the exception of oil, are known 
to occur in the Project vicinity.  The Project site is surrounded by several oil fields including the 
Los Angeles City Oil Field, north of the Project site in the vicinity of Sunset Boulevard and the 
Hollywood Freeway; the Union Station Oil Field, east of the Project site in the vicinity of 
Alameda Street; and the Los Angeles Downtown Oil Field south of the Project site in the vicinity 
of STAPLES Center.  The Project site, however, is not located within an oil field or an oil 
drilling area, as indicated in the City of Los Angeles Safety Element Oil Field and Oil Drilling 
Area map.17  Since the Project area is not a designated mineral extraction site or a regionally or 
locally-important significant mineral resource area, implementation of the Project would not 
result in impacts associated with the loss or availability of a known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the residents of the state.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are 
necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

                                                 
17  City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework, Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit E (November 1996). 
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XI. NOISE.  Would the Project: 

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise level in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Existing uses (and uses in the area immediately 
surrounding the Project site) include cultural and entertainment venues, such as the Walt Disney 
Concert Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and MOCA; government offices; and large office 
buildings.  High-rise residential uses in the Grand Avenue Promenade Apartments are located 
immediately west of Parcels L and M-2.  The Angelus Plaza residential complex for seniors is 
located on Hill Street, south of Parcel W-1. The Project site is located in the highly urbanized 
Downtown Los Angeles area and, as such, is exposed to a number of atypical noise sources, 
including private heliports, overflight of news helicopters, emergency vehicle sirens, and other 
notable short-term urban noise sources.  The Project would introduce new noise sources during 
Project construction and operations.  Construction of the Project would involve the use of 
earthmoving equipment, heavy trucks, impact devices, derricks, hoists, power tools and other 
noise generating equipment and activities.  Persons occupying certain types of land uses, 
including residential uses, schools, concert halls, public parks, libraries, museums, churches, 
hospitals, nursing homes, and auditoriums are more susceptible to increases in ambient noise 
levels than others.18  The proposed Project could potentially expose nearby sensitive receptors, 
including, but not limited to, occupants of the Grande Promenade Apartments, a high-rise 
residential use located on Grand Avenue on Parcel M-1; visitors to the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall, the Los Angeles Music Center, and MOCA, located to the east, directly across Grand 
Avenue from Parcel L; students at the Colburn School of Performing Arts; and other noise-
sensitive uses to noise levels during construction that may be above established noise standards.  
Operational noise associated with the Project would be generated by increased traffic, rooftop 
equipment, truck operations (e.g., deliveries, trash collection, etc.), and large, outdoor public 
gatherings in Civic Park.  The impact of the Project relative to the exposure of persons and the 
generation of noise levels in excess of established standards could be potentially significant.  In 
order to determine the impact of the Project in relation to existing noise standards, this issue will 
be evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report.  Existing noise levels will be measured and 
compared to projected noise levels, from all Project sources, to identify potential impacts.  
Feasible mitigation measures for the construction and operation phase of the Project will be 
proposed, as necessary. 

                                                 
18  L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, City of Los Angeles, page I.1-3, May 14, 1998. 
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b. Exposure of people to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project could result in groundborne-related 
construction noise and vibration impacts since a typical construction technique for the 
development of high-rise buildings includes pile driving.  Construction activities, such as pile 
driving, may cause groundborne noise or vibration.  Similar types of impacts are not anticipated 
during the Project’s operational phase as activities that generate groundborne noise or vibration 
are not anticipated to occur.  Since potentially significant groundborne vibration during the 
Project’s construction phase could occur, this issue will be evaluated and documented in an 
Environmental Impact Report.  Feasible mitigation measures addressing groundborne vibration 
will be proposed, as necessary. 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity 
above levels existing without the Project? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The implementation of the Project could permanently 
increase ambient noise levels in the area during Project operation due to increased vehicle traffic 
and pedestrian activity.  In addition, on-site activities, including activities in the outdoor areas, as 
well as stationary equipment associated with the Project’s residential, retail, hotel and office 
uses, have the potential to permanently increase area noise levels.  Since potentially significant 
ambient noise increase may occur during the Project’s operation phase, this issue will be 
evaluated and documented in an Environmental Impact Report.  Feasible mitigation measures 
will be proposed, as necessary 

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the Project 
vicinity above levels existing without the Project? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Construction related activities and equipment used 
during the Project’s construction phase could result in a temporary or periodic increases in 
ambient noise levels above existing levels.  During the operational phase, increased traffic could 
also result in temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels.  The proposed high-rise 
structures will be required to provide helipads for emergency evacuation.  The area is 
characterized by atypical noise sources, including private heliports, overflight of news 
helicopters, emergency vehicle sirens, and other notable short-term urban noise sources.  Since 
the Project could result in temporary or periodic increases in noise levels, these increases will be 
evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation will be proposed, as 
necessary. 



Attachment B – Environmental Impact Analysis 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority  Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation   August 1, 2005; rev. August 18, 2005; rev. October 7, 2005 
 

Page B-28 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

e. For a Project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
Project expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

No Impact.  The Project site is not located within an airport land use plan area or within 
two miles of a public airport or public-use airport.  Therefore, the Project would not expose 
people to excessive airport-related noise levels.  No further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

f. For a Project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the Project expose 
people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact.  There are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the Project site.  No further 
analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the Project: 

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension 
of roads or other infrastructure)? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project is located within the City’s Central Los 
Angeles Community Planning Area and the Central Los Angeles Planning District.  The Central 
District is comprised of the Central City, Central City North, Hollywood, Westlake, and Wilshire 
Communities.  The total Projected 2004 population for the Central District and the various 
Community Plan areas is summarized in Table B-1 on page B-29. 

As shown in Table B-1, the total population of the Central District is 702,900.  Of the 
five community plan areas, the Central Los Angeles Community has the lowest residential 
population.  Since this area of the City contains the Los Angeles Civic Center and the jobs-rich 
Central Business District, the low population indicates that, in the balance between jobs and 
housing, the Community Plan area would have more jobs than residential units.  The Central Los 
Angeles Community also has the lowest number of residents per housing unit, reflecting the 
small family size of the residential population.  Since many of the new residential units in 
Downtown Los Angeles are converted lofts and high-rise dwellings, they generally attract 
smaller families. 
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The Project would develop up to of 2,060 multi-family residential units.  The significance 
of the population increase resulting from this development, as well as the relationship of the 
Project with the applicable policies of the City’s General Plan Housing Element and SCAG’s 
RCPG, will be further evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigations will 
be incorporated, as necessary.  

b.  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact.  No existing residences are located within the Project site and, as such, 
development of the Project would not displace any existing residences.  Instead, the Project 
would add to the City's housing supply.  Therefore, no impacts associated with the displacement 
of a substantial number of existing housing units would occur.  No further analysis of this issue 
in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

c. Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact.  The Project site does not currently contain any residential uses.  Project 
implementation would not displace any residents but, rather, would provide new housing.  
Therefore, no impacts associated with the displacement of substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing would occur.  No further analysis of this 
issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 

Table B-1 
 

ESTIMATED 2004 HOUSEHOLD POPULATION 
LOS ANGELES CENTRAL AREA PLANNING COMMISSION DISTRICT 

 

Community: Population: 
Residential Population 
in Multi-Family Units: 

Occupied Multi-
Family Units: 

Residents 
per Multi-

Family Unit: 
Central City 27,090 18,060 11,580 1.56 
Central City North 28,640 15,010 4,740 3.16 
Hollywood 222,690 169,050 76,460 2.21 
Westlake 114,270 101,500 31,950 3.18 
Wilshire 310,230 257,680 101,170 2.54 
Total: 702,900 560,800 225,900 2.48 
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maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for 
any of the public services: 

a. Fire Protection? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Fire protection and emergency medical service to the 
Project site is provided by the Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD).  LAFD personnel and 
emergency medical technicians respond to incidents requiring fire protection and emergency 
medical care.  The Project site is located less than one mile from Fire Station No. 3, which is 
located at 108 North Fremont Avenue.  In addition to increasing public use of Civic Park, the 
Project would develop new residential, retail, hotel and office uses on five development sites.  
The Project would also include streetscape improvements along both sides of Grand Avenue, 
between Cesar Chavez Avenue and 5th Street.  The addition of residents, patrons, and employees 
to the area may create the need for additional fire protection and emergency medical services.  In 
addition, due to the magnitude and geographic extent of the Project, potentially significant 
impacts relative to emergency access could occur.  As the Project would intensify development 
and change existing land uses, further analysis of potential impacts associated with fire 
protection will be included in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures 
will be incorporated, as necessary.  

b. Police Protection? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) provides 
police protection to the Project area.  The Project site is located within the Central Community 
Police Station service area that encompasses roughly 4.5 square miles and has a population of 
approximately 40,000 people.  This facility is located approximately one mile from the Project 
site at 251 East 6th Street.  The Central Community Police Station is responsible for all police 
operations in Downtown Los Angeles including the Central City East, Historic Core, South Park, 
Financial District, Fashion District, Artists Lofts, Chinatown, Olvera Street, Jewelry District, and 
Little Tokyo communities as well as the Convention Center.  The Project would increase 
patronage and introduce larger numbers of visitors to Downtown Los Angeles with the 
revitalization of Civic Park.  In addition, five development sites currently being used for parking 
would be developed with up to 2,060 residential units, up to 479,500 square feet of retail uses, 
approximately 225 hotel rooms and up to 600,000 square feet of office uses.  The addition of 
residents, patrons, and employees to the area may create the need for additional police 
protection.  As the Project would intensify development and change existing land uses, further 
analysis of potential impacts associated with police protection will be included in an 
Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will be incorporated, as 
necessary. 
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c. Schools? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) 
provides public education for grades K-12 in the Project area, which is located within LAUSD 
District 4.  School service needs are related to the size of the residential population, the 
geographic area served, and community characteristics.  The Project would introduce a 
maximum of up to 2,000 additional residential units, and that some of the new residents may be 
school-age children.  As part of the LAUSD’s New School Construction Program, additions to 
several existing schools and the construction of new schools are planned within District 4.  Given 
that the Project would generate new students that may not be anticipated by the current building 
program, the impact of the Project on local schools may be potentially significant.  Therefore, 
this issue will be evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures 
will be recommended, as necessary.  

d. Parks? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks 
is responsible for the operation of public parks and recreational facilities within the City of Los 
Angeles.  Facilities within a two-mile radius of the Project site are considered to be within a 
reasonable walking or travel distance.  The Project, which proposes the redevelopment of 16 
acres of parks, would also generate a potential population increase attributable to the Project's 
residents as well as employees associated with the Project’s commercial uses.  The impact of this 
population increase on local parks could be potentially significant. Therefore, this issue will be 
evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will be 
recommended, as necessary. 

e. Other governmental services (including roads)? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Other public facilities available to future residents of 
the Project include libraries, roads, transit, utility systems including water and sewer 
infrastructure, as well as other general public facilities.  Please refer to Section XV, 
Transportation/Circulation, of this Initial Study for a discussion of traffic and transit impacts and 
to Section XVI, Utility Systems, for a discussion of impacts on public utility infrastructure. 

By introducing new residents, the Project would increase the demand for library services 
within the City of Los Angeles Public Library system.  The Project site would be primarily 
served by the Central Library, located on Fifth Street at Grand Avenue, 2.5 blocks to the south of 
the Project site.  The estimated population increase introduced by the Project may have a 
significant impact on the capacities of these existing library facilities.  Therefore, this issue will 
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be evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will be 
recommended, as necessary. 

Although the Project would also create increased demand on the existing road network, 
no new public roads or highways would be needed to service the Project.  As Project operations 
would not result in unusual levels of demand, Project operation would not result in an undue 
burden with regard to street maintenance and construction.  Therefore, no mitigation measures 
are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required.  

XIV. RECREATION  

a. Would the Project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As previously discussed in section XIII.d, Parks, the 
increased demand on parks and recreational facilities generated by the Project could result in a 
potentially significant impact.  In addition, during construction of the Civic Park, existing park 
facilities within this location would be unavailable or partially available to the public for 
recreational use.  Therefore, this issue will be evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and 
feasible mitigation measures will be recommended, as necessary. 

b. Does the Project include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project is anticipated to include on-site active and 
passive recreational opportunities.  These amenities would be constructed as part of the 
implementation of the Project.  In addition, as discussed in Response XIV.a, above, the Project 
would result in new residents in the Central City area, which may result in the need for the 
construction or expansion of existing recreational facilities that may have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment.  Therefore, this issue will be evaluated in an Environmental Impact 
Report and feasible mitigation measures will be recommended, as necessary.   
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XV. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION.  Would the Project: 

a. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic 
load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either 
the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at 
intersections)? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The proposed Project would result in an increase in the 
intensity of on-site development and a change in land use compared to existing on-site uses.  
Therefore, the Project could result in an increase in the number of vehicle trips attributable to the 
Project site.  Construction activities would generate traffic associated with construction 
employees, movement of equipment, and hauling.  In addition, construction would potentially 
cause partial or complete lane closures for street and sidewalk improvements, installation of 
utilities, and haul truck staging or merging into traffic lanes.  As such, the Project could result in 
potentially significant traffic impacts.  As there is a potential for the Project to result in a 
significant traffic impact, a traffic study, conducted in accordance with Los Angeles Department 
of Transportation (LADOT) requirements, will be prepared and incorporated into an 
Environmental Impact Report.  The Project’s traffic analysis will identify the intersections for 
analysis, quantify existing and future traffic conditions at those locations, identify impacts 
caused by the addition of Project-generated traffic, and identify mitigation measures to reduce 
any potentially significant impacts generated by the Project, as appropriate and where feasible. 

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established 
by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) 
administers the Congestion Management Plan (CMP), a state-mandated program designed to 
address the impact urban congestion has on local communities and the region as a whole.  The 
CMP provides an analytical basis for the transportation decisions contained in the State 
Transportation Improvement Project (STIP).  The CMP guidelines specify that all freeway 
segments where a Project could add 150 or more trips in each direction during the peak hours be 
evaluated.  The guidelines also require evaluation of all designated CMP roadway intersections 
where a Project could add 50 or more trips during either peak hour.  The change in land use and 
the increased intensity of the use of the Project site would result in an increase in the number of 
vehicle trips that may exceed the established CMP thresholds.  Therefore, this issue will be 
evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will be 
recommended, as necessary. 
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c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic 
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks? 

No Impact.  The closest major airport to the Project site is the Los Angeles International 
Airport, which is located approximately 12 miles southwest of the Project site.  Based on the 
facility’s airport land use plan, the Project site is not located within the Planning Boundary of the 
Los Angeles International Airport.  The Project does not propose any uses that would increase 
the frequency of air traffic or alter air traffic patterns.  In addition, the proposed heights of the 
Project’s towers would not exceed the height of the nearby high-rises in the Los Angeles 
Financial District.  As these existing towers do not interfere with air traffic patterns, the proposed 
high-rise structures associated with the Project would also not interfere with air traffic patterns.  
The Project would also comply with applicable Federal Aviation Administration regulations 
regarding lighting.  As such, safety risks associated with a change in air traffic patterns would 
not occur, and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

No Impact.  There are no existing hazardous design features such as sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections on-site or within the Project vicinity.  The Project does not include the 
creation of any such design hazards nor include any uses that are incompatible with normal 
traffic operations.  The Project would not substantially increase hazards, and no further analysis 
of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less than Significant Impact.  Adequate emergency access to the site would be 
available via major adjoining streets.  In addition, the Project would not impede emergency 
access to any adjacent or surrounding properties during construction or operation.  The Project 
would comply with applicable City of Los Angeles Fire Department codes for emergency 
vehicle access to high-rise residential development.  To the extent possible, construction 
activities would be confined to the site with only limited, temporary obstruction of portions of 
the adjoining roadways in accordance with City of Los Angeles regulations for temporary 
closures of streets and sidewalks.  As such, the Project would result in a less than significant 
impact with respect to emergency access, and no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 
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f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Parking for the proposed Project would be provided on 
site within enclosed podium or subterranean parking structures.  Due to the scope of the Project 
and its potential demand for parking, as well as the removal of existing parking facilities, the 
issue of parking adequacy will be evaluated in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible 
mitigation measures will be recommended, as necessary.   

g. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

Less than Significant Impact.  The proposed Project supports, rather than conflicts, with 
adopted policies, plans and programs supporting alternative transportation since it places 
residential development in close proximity to mass transit and local shuttles.  The Project would 
also locate development within a major regional employment center, which further serve 
alternative transportation by enabling residents to bicycle or walk to work.  Therefore, no 
mitigation measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required. 

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS  

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water 
Quality Control Board? 

Less than Significant Impact.  Wastewater treatment services would be provided to the 
Project by the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works.  Any wastewater generated by 
the site would be treated at the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP), which has been designed to 
treat 450 million gallons per day (mgpd) in accordance with all applicable Regional Water 
Quality Control Board requirements.  City Ordinance No. 166,060 limits the annual increase in 
wastewater flow to the Hyperion Treatment Plant to 5 mgpd.  Currently there is an unutilized 
capacity of 119 mgd at the HTP.  Based on its current Projections through the year 2010, it is 
forecasted that the HTP would be able to meet future needs.  This forecast is based in part on a 
23 percent growth in the size of the DWP’s service population, or approximately one percent 
growth per year, which is derived from SCAG data.  The Project would generate demand for 
wastewater services for a maximum of 2,060 new residential units, an approximately 225-room 
hotel, up to 479,500 square feet of new retail uses, and up to 600,000 square feet of office space.  
Compliance with the established monthly allocation set forth in City Ordinance No. 166,060 
must be determined prior to the City’s issuance of a building permit for the Project.  Thus, the 
Project would not be able to connect to the City’s wastewater system until capacity is available 
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and a sewer permit issued.  Therefore, impacts on existing wastewater treatment requirements 
would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.  No further analysis of 
this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Water and sewer systems consist of two components, 
the source of the water supply or place of sewage treatment and the conveyance systems (i.e., 
distribution lines and mains) that link the location of these facilities to an individual development 
site(s).  An analysis of potential impacts with regard to water and sewer conveyance systems is 
provided below, whereas an analysis of water supply is provided below in Section XVI.d, while 
the analysis of wastewater treatment capacity is provided in Section XVI.e.  Local wastewater 
treatment facilities, including local lines and mains, are operated by the City of Los Angeles 
Bureau of Sanitation.  Wastewater generated by the Project would flow to the Hyperion 
Treatment Plant.  With the Projected growth initiated by the Project, potentially significant 
impacts associated with conveyance facilities could occur.  Sewer lines between the Project site 
and the Hyperion Treatment Plant, particularly those adjoining the various development sites, 
may need to be upgraded to handle the sewage flows generated by the Project.  Improvements to 
the water system may also be required if insufficient capacity to serve the proposed Project 
exists.  If construction of new conveyance facilities were required, the Project would have a 
potentially significant impact on wastewater facilities.  This issue will be evaluated and analyzed 
in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures will be provided, as 
necessary.   

c. Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The existing Project site is almost 100 percent 
impermeable.  With development, surface water runoff and demand on the existing stormwater 
drainage facilities would not change.  Furthermore, it is anticipated that the Project as proposed 
would increase the amount of landscaped areas allowing for greater percolation than under 
existing conditions.  Thus, this likely increased permeability would effectively reduce the 
volume of runoff.  It is also anticipated that the existing storm drains have adequate capacity to 
absorb the existing storm water runoff from the site, as well as storm water pipes and 
connections linking the Project to the regional conveyance system.  Therefore, no mitigation 
measures are necessary and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report 
is required.   
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d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project from existing 
entitlements and resource, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Water supply would be provided to the Project site by 
the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (DWP).  The Project’s level of 
development requires the preparation of a Water Supply Assessment by the DWP pursuant to 
California Water Code Sections 10910-10912.  Given the need to prepare such an assessment of 
whether the Project’s water demand may exceed DWP’s projected supply and, thereby, cause a 
potentially significant impact on DWP’s water supplies, the issue of water demand will be 
evaluated and documented in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation measures 
will be provided, as necessary.  

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or 
may serve the Project that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s Projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  In 1990, City Ordinance No. 166,060 (also known as the Sewer 
Allocation Ordinance) was adopted, which established regulations for projects that discharge into 
the Hyperion Treatment System (HTS).  The ordinance established an annual sewage allotment 
of 5 million gallons per day (gpd), of which 34.5 percent (1,725,000 gpd) is allocated for priority 
projects, 8 percent (400,000 gpd) for public benefit projects, and 57.5 percent (2,875,000 gpd, 
with a monthly allotment of at least 239,583 gpd) for non-priority projects (of which 65 percent 
of this allocation is for residential and 35 percent for non-residential projects).  As such, capacity 
is currently available within the HTS.  In addition, the City will only issue a building permit if 
the Project’s increase in wastewater generation is within HTP’s monthly allocation.  Therefore, 
the Project would not be able to connect to the City’s wastewater system until capacity is 
available and a sewer permit issued.  Therefore, impacts on existing wastewater treatment 
capacities would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.  No further 
analysis of this issue in an Environmental Impact Report is required. 

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 
Project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Residential and commercial uses in the City of Los 
Angeles generate approximately 9.1 million tons of solid waste per year.19  Various public 
agencies and private companies provide solid waste management services in the City of Los 
Angeles.  The City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation collects the majority of residential waste 
                                                 
19  City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation, AB 939 2000 Annual Report, Section 4, 

Waste Generation and Diversion Rate 
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from single-family and some smaller multi-family residences.  Private collectors service most 
multi-family Projects and all commercial developments.  As the Project would include both high-
density residential development and commercial uses, solid waste would be collected and 
transported by a private contractor.  Site-generated solid waste would be disposed of at landfills 
that accept municipal solid waste.   

Based on the solid waste generation factor of 12.23 pounds of solid waste per household, 
the Project’s maximum 2,060 dwelling units would generate an estimated 12.23 tons of solid 
waste per day.20  In addition retail, hotel, office, and restaurant uses would generate solid waste, 
factored on number of employees and uses.  Although the Project’s solid waste would represent a 
small percentage of the daily solid waste generated in the City of Los Angeles, the effects of the 
percentage increase could be potentially significant.  Therefore, the issue of solid waste capacity 
will be evaluated and documented in an Environmental Impact Report and feasible mitigation 
measures will be provided, as necessary. 

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

No Impact.  Solid waste management is guided by the California Integrated Waste 
Management Act of 1989 that emphasizes resource conservation through reduction, recycling, 
and reuse of solid waste.  The Act requires that localities conduct a Solid Waste Generation 
Study (SWGS) and develop a Source Reduction Recycling Element (SRRE).  The City of Los 
Angeles has also prepared a Solid Waste Management Policy Plan, adopted by the City Council 
in 1994.  The Project would be required to comply with the City’s Solid Waste Management 
Policy Plan and Framework Element of the General Plan, in addition to applicable Federal and 
State regulations associated with solid waste.  Furthermore, the California Solid Waste Reuse 
and Recycling Act of 1991 requires development Projects to provide adequate storage areas for 
the collection and removal of recyclable materials.  Recycling collection facilities for residents 
would be included as part of the Project.  Since the Project would comply with Federal, State, 
and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste, no further analysis of this issue in an 
Environmental Impact Report is required. 

h. Other Utilities and Service Systems? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site has electricity services provided by the 
City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power.  LADWP owns it own electrical power 
generation plant and, as such, electrical service within the LADWP service area has not been 
affected by the recent statewide energy shortage.  LADWP is projected to have an annual 
                                                 
20  City of Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guide, Solid Waste Generation Factors, page K.3-2.  
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demand of 26,906,000 MWh in 2010.21  Natural gas would be provided to the Project site by the 
Southern California Gas Company (SCGC).  SCGC has a Projected annual demand of 883,400 
million cubic feet in 2010, within the entire SCGC service area.  The demand of the Project’s 
maximum of up to 2,060 residential units, an approximately 225-room hotel, up to 479,500 
square feet of retail and restaurant uses, and up to 600,000 square feet of office space would 
increase demand on electricity and natural gas facilities compared to existing conditions.  The 
Project would fall within the projected energy demands of the LADWP and SCGC.  Therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant and no further analysis of this issue in an Environmental 
Impact Report is required. 

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a. Does the Project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Based on the analysis contained in this Initial Study, the 
Project has the potential to result in significant impacts with regard to aesthetics; air quality; 
historical resources; noise; land use; population, housing and employment; public services; 
recreation; traffic; and utilities.  While the Project is anticipated to be consistent with local and 
regional plans, land use will also be analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report.  Therefore, 
the potential to degrade the quality of the environment will be addressed in an Environmental 
Impact Report. 

The proposed Project will not result in a substantial reduction in the habitat of fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 
to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal.  No further analysis of these issues in an Environmental Impact 
Report is required. 

                                                 
21 California Energy Commission. California Energy Outlook: Electricity and Natural Gas Trends Report – Staff 

Draft. Docket #200-01-002. September 7, 2001. 
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b. Does the Project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of 
an individual project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects 
of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects.) 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The potential for cumulative impacts occurs when the 
independent impacts of the Project are combined with the impacts of related projects in 
proximity to the Project site resulting in impacts that are greater than the impacts of the Project 
alone.   

Located within the vicinity of the Project site are other past, current and/or probable 
future Projects, whose development, in conjunction with that of the proposed Project, may 
contribute to potential significant cumulative impacts.  In evaluating the potential for cumulative 
impacts, environmental issues can be grouped together, to a certain extent, based on the nature of 
the potential impacts.  Some aspects of the Project have been identified as having the potential 
for significant environmental impacts and their associated potential cumulative impacts will be 
analyzed and documented in an Environmental Impact Report.  Therefore, the potential for 
cumulative impacts related to aesthetics; air quality; historical resources; hazardous materials, 
noise; land use; population, housing and employment; public services; recreation; traffic; and 
utilities resulting from the Project in conjunction with related Projects will be analyzed and 
documented in an Environmental Impact Report.   

The potential for significant cumulative impacts for the other environmental issues that 
are not to be evaluated and documented in the Environmental Impact Report can be assessed.  
Cumulative impacts are concluded to be less than significant for those issues for which it has 
been determined that the Project would have no contributory impact.  Environmental issues 
meeting this criterion include agricultural resources and mineral resources.   

With respect to the other environmental issues that will not be evaluated in the EIR, the 
Project site is located in an urbanized area.  While other projects may occur in the Project area, 
such developments would largely occur on previously disturbed land and are not anticipated to 
impact biological resources.  Thus, no cumulative impact to biological resources would occur.  
Compliance with state and federal water quality regulations implemented by the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) through project-specific National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination (NPDES) Permits and by the City through Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans 
(SWPPPs) and Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plans (SUSMPs) would reduce any 
cumulative impacts associated with hydrology and water quality to less than significant levels. 

Impacts associated with geologic and seismic issues are typically confined to a project 
site or a very localized area and do not affect off-site areas associated with the related Projects or 
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ambient growth.  Cumulative development in the area would, however, increase the overall 
potential for exposure to seismic hazards by potentially increasing the number of people exposed 
to seismic hazards.  However, all projects are subject to established guidelines and regulations 
pertaining to seismic hazards.  As such, compliance with applicable state and City regulations 
would preclude significant cumulative impacts with regard to geology and soils. 

Therefore, only those aspects of the Project to be analyzed and documented in the 
Environmental Impact Report are concluded to have the potential for significant cumulative 
impacts. 

c. Does the Project have environmental effects which cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Construction and operation of the proposed Project 
could result in environmental effects that could have substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly.  These potential effects could be associated with aesthetics; 
air quality; hazardous materials; historical resources; noise; population, housing and 
employment; public services; recreation; traffic; and utilities.  These potential impacts will be 
analyzed further in an Environmental Impact Report.  In addition, while the Project is anticipated 
to be consistent with local and regional plans, land use issues will also be analyzed in the 
Environmental Impact Report.   
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             3

             4                           --ooOoo--

             5

             6         MS. WELBORNE:  Good evening, everybody.  Is this

             7    on?  Okay, Reggie.  Is that working yet?  Loud and

             8    clear.  Okay.

             9              All right.  Good evening.  My name is Martha

            10    Welborne.  I'm the managing director of the Grand

            11    Avenue Committee.  And I'm here to welcome you to this

            12    meeting and to introduce a few people, and first of

            13    all, describe the purpose of the meeting.

            14              I assume all of you are here because you saw

            15    notices, so you probably know what the purpose is.  But

            16    I just wanted to repeat what it is.

            17              We are beginning -- for the Grand Avenue

            18    Project, we are beginning the environmental review

            19    process.  And before we undertake that process, we need

            20    to make sure that we know what everyone thinks should

            21    be studied in the EIR.

            22              This is a procedural part of CEQA that we

            23    have an open meeting like this and listen to

            24    everybody's opinion about what we study.  So tonight is

            25    not a community outreach meeting that we've had many

                                                                            3

             1    of.  It is not that per se.  You will still learn a lot

             2    about the project if you haven't been to one of our

             3    outreach meetings before.

             4              But the real purpose tonight is for us to
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             5    hear from you and to write down what you think is of

             6    importance to study in the environmental work.

             7              There are several ways you can tell us what

             8    you think.  One is to speak tonight.  Another one is to

             9    send us your comments either by e-mail or by regular

            10    mail.  October 10th is the deadline for all comments.

            11              And for your comments, if you want to send

            12    them in, in writing, there's a response form that they

            13    have out at the front desk.

            14              And if you want to speak tonight, we would

            15    appreciate it if you'd fill out one of these speaker

            16    cards so that -- someone in the back will then bring

            17    them up to us at the front.  And we'll call on you one

            18    by one to make sure that we hear from everybody.

            19              Let me give you just a little bit of

            20    background on -- on the project and the sort of

            21    structure of the project.

            22              The Joint Powers Authority, which is called

            23    the Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority, is the lead

            24    agency for this project.  And the Grand Avenue

            25    Committee, which I am the managing director of, acts as

                                                                            4

             1    the staff to the J.P.A.

             2              We, in turn, have hired a consulting firm

             3    that specializes in environmental review.  That firm is

             4    PCR Services.  And Bruce Lackow, who's here to my

             5    right, is here today; and, in fact, he will be speaking

             6    to you and run you through a basic CEQA process
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             7    analysis.

             8              We also work closely with The Related

             9    Companies who have been selected.  Over a year ago they

            10    were selected as the developer for the project -- for

            11    the Grand Avenue Project.  And Doug Gardner is here in

            12    the front row today from Related, and he will be

            13    describing the project to you in just a minute.

            14              So the process for the evening will be that

            15    we will begin with two presentations.  Doug's first,

            16    giving you an overview of the project using the Power

            17    Point slides here.  And then Bruce will follow-up and

            18    go through a CEQA description.

            19              After that, we'd like to turn it over to

            20    those who would like to speak tonight.  And please fill

            21    out the speaker card so that we know who you are.  And

            22    those of you who don't want to speak tonight -- if you

            23    don't want to speak tonight, that's fine.  You can send

            24    us in your comments in a another way.

            25              And we will then call you up to speak, and we

                                                                            5

             1    will turn these microphones around so that you can

             2    stand at a mic and address everyone.

             3              We also have -- as is typical, we have a

             4    court reporter here tonight to make sure we record

             5    accurately what everyone says.

             6              I think we're going to -- because it is

             7    basically a public hearing, we are going to have a time

             8    clock on for speakers.  But we're going to keep it at
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             9    three minutes, which is actually quite a lot of time.

            10    So you'll see -- for those of you who are speaking,

            11    you'll see on the screen sort of a three-minute

            12    countdown.

            13              With that, I would like to turn and introduce

            14    Doug Gardner with The Related Companies, the project

            15    executive for Related who will walk you through what

            16    the project components are.

            17         MR. GARDNER:  Thank you, Martha.

            18              As Martha mentioned, I'm with The Related

            19    Companies, the developer -- selected developer for this

            20    project.  Martha has asked that I be very brief, very

            21    succinct, and keep my salesmanship to a minimum, which

            22    is very difficult for a developer.  So I will do my

            23    best.

            24              Before we begin with the slides, I just want

            25    to say a few things.  Particularly, as Martha

                                                                            6

             1    mentioned, this is -- we've had a very extensive public

             2    process really beginning last fall of '04 and right up

             3    to today but specifically through May 23rd when the

             4    concept plan you're going to see tonight was approved

             5    by the Joint Powers Authority.

             6              It was subsequently approved by the Community

             7    Redevelopment Agency; the City Council; and just

             8    recently last month, August 9th, by the Board of

             9    Supervisors.  So it was only on that date, August 9th,

            10    that we were officially designated the developer.
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            11              And I say that because I see some familiar

            12    faces from our previous meetings and from our May

            13    meetings.  And I just want to let you know what you're

            14    seeing tonight is that concept plan.

            15              It's not that we've been sitting still since

            16    then.  We've been doing a lot of other preparations to

            17    launch this project:  Surveys, site assessments,

            18    programming, getting our design team set up.

            19              But this is not a presentation of glorious,

            20    new, elaborate plans.  This is the basic concept scheme

            21    that is the -- will be the essence of the environmental

            22    impact report that will be prepared.

            23              So with that brief introduction, I'm going to

            24    run through about a dozen slides and just try to give

            25    you an overview of what this project is about.  Next

                                                                            7

             1    slide, please.

             2              Just to orient you, here's Bunker Hill, the

             3    high-rises.  City Hall is here.  Grand Avenue is here,

             4    and First Street is here.  And the project, as it's

             5    defined, consists of these reddish parcels, which are

             6    the development sites, the Civic Park, which is the

             7    mall -- 16-acre mall, and Grand Avenue itself, which

             8    stretches from Cesar Chavez to Fifth Street.  Next

             9    slide.

            10              And looking down on top, you can see a little

            11    bit better the mall itself.  The development parcels --

            12    these two are actually owned by the city of L.A.

Page 7



NOP Scoping Meeting.txt
            13              Q and W-2 are owned by the County of L.A.

            14    W-1 is in private ownership.  And Related intends to

            15    acquire that.

            16              So this constitutes the overall project that

            17    we are going to be pursuing.  Next slide.

            18              Our mission is to create a new downtown

            19    entertainment/shopping center, a great urban park, a

            20    new residential district, a great contribution to

            21    affordable housing, and park and public improvements

            22    funded by the project itself.

            23              And I just want to emphasize that one second.

            24    This is a very interesting example of a much -- a new

            25    trend, a relatively new trend, which is public/private

                                                                            8

             1    partnerships.  In essence, the money generated by this

             2    project through ground leases paid by the developer,

             3    and tax increment generated by the project basically

             4    pay for the civic improvements that go with the

             5    project, particularly, the renovation of the park and

             6    improvements on Grand Avenue.  Next slide.

             7              This is the base concept plan approved last

             8    May.  And I'm going to not talk about this too much

             9    because I have some more details.  But, essentially,

            10    here are the development sites.  And I will come back

            11    to them.  There is Disney Concert Hall.  This is the

            12    Music Center.  And City Hall is here.  And this, of

            13    course, is the Civic Park.  I will come back to a

            14    version of this slide.  Next slide, please.

Page 8



NOP Scoping Meeting.txt
            15              I'm going to focus on the park.  And very

            16    briefly -- and, again, I feel like I want to talk more,

            17    but I'll be very brief.  Many of you know this park

            18    today.  Many of you have no idea this park is even

            19    here.

            20              It's a 16-acre mall.  People who go and serve

            21    jury duty, if there's any time, you can wander out.

            22    And that space you wander into is the park.  It's not a

            23    bad space, but it has several deficiencies that we want

            24    to correct -- that we've been assigned to correct.  And

            25    additionally, we need to make this a great space for

                                                                            9

             1    the use of all Angelenos.

             2              And our plan just very briefly calls for

             3    improvements up on Grand Avenue.  Those big helical

             4    ramps that kind of block access into the park, we have

             5    a proposal to replace that with some more modest ramps

             6    each side and create a new plaza up at Grand Avenue and

             7    a series of cascading terraces which make a nicer

             8    transition from the street down into the park.

             9              And then a series of spaces which are used

            10    for different things, whether large lawns for cultural

            11    entertainments, concerts, symphonies, movies.  Smaller,

            12    more intimate gardens here.  And, finally, down by City

            13    Hall, where there's a parking lot today, make a great

            14    civic plaza for festivals, inaugurations, that type of

            15    thing.  Next slide.

            16              And very briefly, this is a section -- just
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            17    to remind you, it's a pretty steep slope.  And the idea

            18    is to create some changes in elevation through terraces

            19    or steps and then more level places upon which we can

            20    actually have these events occur.  Next slide.

            21              And, again, the goal is to create something

            22    that is for great city-wide events in which the whole

            23    park can be utilized.  This particular slide is One

            24    Millennium Park in Chicago, which is a very interesting

            25    model.  Next slide.

                                                                           10

             1              But, also, much more intimate day-to-day

             2    uses, whether it's cafes or reading or playgrounds or a

             3    civic garden -- that type of thing.

             4              So it's very important that this park be able

             5    to accommodate a lot of different types of activities.

             6    Without those activities, without the infrastructure

             7    for that, it will just be a pretty space that's empty.

             8    And we do not want that.  Next slide.

             9              So here, looking at another view of the

            10    model, you're looking at City Hall up the stretch of

            11    the park to the Music Center.  And you can see the

            12    types of spaces.  And, also, now I'm going to move to

            13    the development site itself.

            14              You see Disney Concert Hall right here.  And

            15    what you see are an array of buildings from this angle,

            16    approximately six high-rise buildings, most of them

            17    built to be slender, which constitute the development

            18    proposal.  Next slide, please.

Page 10



NOP Scoping Meeting.txt
            19              Again, Grand Avenue, First Street, Disney

            20    Concert Hall.  In this drawing these brownish shapes

            21    are tall -- taller buildings from 20 stories to about

            22    45 stories, primarily residential.  One, two, three,

            23    four, five residential buildings and one potential

            24    office building, which could be a government office

            25    building.  This master plan -- I'm sorry.  Let me go

                                                                           11

             1    back one second.

             2              In addition, these lower objects you see

             3    here, the green and the blue, are much lower-scale

             4    elements.  Two, three, four stories -- retail, civic,

             5    cultural uses.  And the orange represents a pedestrian

             6    plaza, which, by intent, does not simply go around the

             7    site but actually engages the site with connections

             8    down to First Street across Olive -- into the second

             9    development site with connections back down to the

            10    historic core and, importantly, to the transit stop

            11    which occurs on this part of the property.

            12              So it's a mix of these three elements:

            13    Plaza -- public plaza; tall slender buildings, slender

            14    in order to allow sunlight into the spaces; and

            15    pedestrian-scaled retail and cultural buildings at the

            16    plaza level which form the basis of the design.

            17              Oh, and -- I'm sorry.  The total bulk of

            18    development which will be studied in the environmental

            19    impact report is approximately 3.6 million square feet

            20    which consists of approximately 1900 residential units,
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            21    20 percent of them affordable; 600,000 square feet of

            22    potential office in this site here; 350 to 400,000

            23    square feet of retail; and up to 275 hotel rooms, in

            24    addition to the parking which is primarily below grade

            25    to serve as uses.  Next slide, please.

                                                                           12

             1              This is just a diagram of the first phase of

             2    the project.  I'm sorry.  Can you go back one second.

             3    I should have pointed out.  May be too much trouble.

             4    Thank you.

             5              This site here, this -- we're highlighting

             6    the first phase of this development, which is this

             7    piece right here, which is a 50-story tower of

             8    residential and hotel, second residential hotel --

             9    second residential tower, and approximately 250,000

            10    square feet of retail.

            11              This first phase must begin construction by

            12    the end of next year.  It should be built out by late

            13    2009.  And the improvements to the park, which I

            14    described, also have to be completed as part of the

            15    first phase.  That's part of the deal that was

            16    negotiated.  Next slide.

            17              Just a quick look at that first phase.  The

            18    white -- are pieces of the building as they hit the

            19    ground whether it's shops or the hotel.  The plaza

            20    area, green and the red, represent the public

            21    thoroughfare through the site, giving access to retail

            22    and the connections to the street.  Next slide.
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            23              And the intent is -- as you go up and these

            24    are higher floors, maybe up to the fifth floor or so --

            25    the taller buildings emerge, but we evolved a series of

                                                                           13

             1    terraces and gardens.  Again, the idea being to make

             2    this something that takes advantage of our wonderful

             3    climate -- less so today -- but, in general, wonderful

             4    climate.  And it'll be about Los Angeles.  Next slide.

             5              And, also, as you move down into the site

             6    because, again, there's a very steep slope, as you

             7    know, on First and Second, part of the building kind of

             8    disappears into the hillside which will be parking but

             9    the edges that front on the streets will also have

            10    uses, particularly, retail uses and lobbies, et cetera.

            11    Next slide.

            12              And, in fact, this is all the way down on

            13    Olive Street with the main vehicular entrance and our

            14    plans call for a 40 to 50,000 square foot market that

            15    actually has its front doors on Olive, but can be

            16    entered from above as well.  Next slide.

            17              So that is the overview, brief as it is, for

            18    a complicated project.

            19              Just to summarize:  Disney Concert Hall --

            20    we're now looking the other way towards City Hall.  You

            21    can see the array of these taller buildings which step

            22    back and provide smaller scale buildings adjacent to

            23    Disney Concert Hall; and the pedestrian path that wind

            24    through the site and down around the site; and, of
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            25    course, the stretch of the park all the way from the

                                                                           14

             1    Music Center down to City Hall.

             2              The final thing I'll say is that the vision

             3    for this property, as you could maybe glean a little

             4    from these images, is to do something that is flexible;

             5    that is spirited; that is about Los Angeles, not

             6    necessarily something rigidly carved into a city grid

             7    but something that is quite animated, exciting,

             8    flexible, and can adapt itself over time to the city.

             9              So with that I'm going to return -- I'll turn

            10    over to Bruce Lackow who will talk about the

            11    environmental review process.

            12         MR. LACKOW:  Next slide, please.

            13              Good evening.  My name is Bruce Lackow, and

            14    I'm a principal with the firm PCR Services Corporation.

            15              We've been retained by the J.P.A. to assist

            16    them in the preparation of the Environmental Impact

            17    Report for the proposed project.

            18              What we thought was appropriate to start the

            19    presentation this evening of the CEQA process, which is

            20    the main reason why we're here tonight, is to start

            21    with an overview of CEQA.

            22              So the first question is "What is CEQA?"

            23    Just to define the acronym, "CEQA" stands for the

            24    "California Environmental Quality Act."  It was a set

            25    of laws and guidelines that were adopted by the State
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                                                                           15

             1    in 1970 and sort of guide the review of new development

             2    projects with regard to their potential environmental

             3    impacts.

             4              The purpose of CEQA is to inform the

             5    decision-makers with regard to their approval of the

             6    project as well as the public as to the potential

             7    environmental impacts of the project.

             8              What CEQA is really about is to identify ways

             9    to reduce or eliminate those significant impacts and

            10    that that can occur by suggesting changes to the

            11    project, identifying mitigation measures to reduce

            12    impacts, or also identifying alternatives to the

            13    project that would reduce its impact.

            14              So what CEQA is about is, first, letting you

            15    know what the impacts are; then figuring out ways in

            16    which those impacts can be reduced so as to not cause a

            17    significant impact upon the environment.

            18              Now that we have a basic understanding of

            19    what CEQA is, let's talk about what EIR is.  And the

            20    "EIR" stands for "Environmental Impact Report."  We'll

            21    try to keep the acronyms to a minimum, but some of them

            22    are helpful relative to brevity in terms of the

            23    discussion of the document itself.

            24              What an EIR is, first and foremost, it's an

            25    informational document.  It's about providing

                                                                           16

Page 15



NOP Scoping Meeting.txt

             1    information; it's about disclosing what the impacts of

             2    the project are.

             3              In the Environmental Impact Report -- it is

             4    not an partisan document.  We're not here to advocate

             5    the project; we're not here to condemn the project.

             6    The purpose of the EIR is to evaluate and identify its

             7    environmental impacts.

             8              CEQA -- unlike it's national sister, which is

             9    the National Environmental Protection Act -- CEQA is

            10    only interested in the physical environment.  So things

            11    that affect the environment, such as social issues or

            12    economic issues, quality of life, those sorts of things

            13    are not within the purview of CEQA.

            14              So CEQA is about focusing in on what are the

            15    physical impacts of the project.  As I indicated a

            16    little earlier, the EIR -- the purpose and thrust of

            17    the EIR is to identify potential environmental impacts

            18    and to identify mitigation measures and to also

            19    identify alternatives that could reduce the potentially

            20    significant impacts of the project.

            21              While we just talked about what an EIR is,

            22    it's also important to talk about what an EIR is not.

            23              The document doesn't make at a decision about

            24    the project.  It doesn't even make a recommendation

            25    about the project.  Whether the project is approved or

                                                                           17

             1    denied, modified, changed, or whatever may happen is
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             2    solely at the discretion of the decision-makers.

             3              The EIR is just a tool to help them and

             4    inform them so that they can make a reasoned choice and

             5    decision about the proposed project.

             6              Also, the EIR is not about identifying and

             7    analyzing what are called "speculative impacts."  And a

             8    speculative impact is something that, "Gee, maybe this

             9    could happen or maybe that could happen."  It's really

            10    not about speculating about what the environmental

            11    impacts are, but much more grounded in what we know the

            12    impacts to be.

            13              And I'll just close out the overview with

            14    just a restatement of the purpose of the scoping

            15    meeting tonight.

            16              There really are two purposes for the scoping

            17    meeting:  One is to inform the community as to what the

            18    project is; what the process is; where we are in the

            19    process.

            20              And, secondly, to invite comments on the

            21    scope of EIR:  Issues to be analyzed, alternatives to

            22    be considered, or anything else that you think is

            23    relevant in order to allow us to prepare an

            24    Environmental Impact Report that is truly responsive to

            25    the community's interest and needs.  Next slide,

                                                                           18

             1    please.

             2              What we have done is we have undertaken a

             3    preliminary review and consideration of the potential
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             4    environmental impacts of the proposed project.

             5              And what we've done is we've identified a

             6    total of ten different categories of environmental

             7    issues that are going -- that we think are going to be

             8    analyzed in the EIR.

             9              If you folks think that there are other

            10    issues that need to be analyzed in addition to these

            11    ten that are on the screen, that's what we're here for

            12    tonight -- is for you to tell us what you think needs

            13    to be analyzed in the draft EIR.

            14              To just quickly walk through some of the

            15    issues:  One of the issues that will be addressed in

            16    the draft EIR is land use.  Land use will look at the

            17    relationship of the proposed project to the general

            18    plan, the community plan, the redevelopment plan, the

            19    city zoning ordinance.

            20              And we'll also look at the interface of a

            21    project with its adjoining neighbors from a land use

            22    perspective.

            23              Given that we live in Los Angeles, how can

            24    you have environmental review without traffic,

            25    circulation, and parking?  All three of which are

                                                                           19

             1    probably the three most important aspects of an EIR

             2    although that's not to diminish the value of the other

             3    subjects.

             4              So the project will look at not only impacts

             5    of the project's traffic that's generated by the
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             6    project on existing intersections and freeways in the

             7    area; we'll look at issues related to site access;

             8    we'll look at needs for improvements and mitigation

             9    measures.

            10              And we'll look at parking -- whether it

            11    provides enough parking.  Does it provide too much

            12    parking?  So we'll evaluate potential parking impacts

            13    as well.

            14              As Doug has indicated, the project has some

            15    very vertical components to it -- some tall towers.  As

            16    a result, issues regarding aesthetics and visual

            17    resources come into play.

            18              And aesthetics is "Well, how does this

            19    project and how do these buildings fit into the fabric

            20    of the area with regard to both the Civic Park and the

            21    development sites that Related is going to pursue its

            22    land uses on?"

            23              Obviously, we're in the neat part of downtown

            24    of Los Angeles.  And part of it is that we have some

            25    old buildings around.  And so one of the important

                                                                           20

             1    analyses that will be evaluated in the EIR is the

             2    project's relationship with the existing historical

             3    resources that may be present in the area.

             4              Going more towards physical impacts of the

             5    project on its neighbors and on the region are air

             6    quality and noise.  With regard to air quality, we'll

             7    look at impacts during project construction as well as
Page 19



NOP Scoping Meeting.txt

             8    operations for both air quality and noise.

             9              We'll look at whether project development

            10    would cause a health risk and cause health issues for

            11    those that live and work around the project site.

            12              Given that the project is large in its size

            13    and has a very nice mix of uses from an urban planning

            14    perspective, the EIR will also analyze population,

            15    housing, and employment issues; particularly, how the

            16    project relates to regional plans; what folks think

            17    should be happening in this part of town from those

            18    perspectives.

            19              Given the past uses on the project site,

            20    we'll also look at the potential for the presence of

            21    hazardous materials and how they may affect the public

            22    during construction and perhaps even future residents

            23    of the project site.

            24              Given that we're looking at a fair number of

            25    residential units and a fairly large amount of

                                                                           21

             1    commercial space as well, we're going to analyze public

             2    services.  So we'll look at the project's potential

             3    impacts with regard to police, fire, schools,

             4    libraries, and those sorts of items and issues.

             5              And closing out the EIR will be utilities.

             6    In addition to providing public services, we want to

             7    make sure that the utility infrastructure,

             8    particularly, with regard to water availability both

             9    from a supply standpoint, given that we do live in a
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            10    desert and water is a precious commodity.  So we'll

            11    look at water supply.

            12              We'll also look at whether the infrastructure

            13    that's in the street is sufficient to be able to serve

            14    the project and whether any improvements to that

            15    infrastructure is needed.  Next slide, please.

            16              Turning our attention away from the technical

            17    side of the document and focusing about process:

            18    Wanted to just sort of lay out for those that are not

            19    familiar with the CEQA process, what the various steps

            20    are with regard to this, placing particular attention

            21    upon those elements that are -- those times of the

            22    process where the public -- where you folks can

            23    participate in an active way with regard to the EIR and

            24    its approval.

            25              Basically, what we're doing now is we're at

                                                                           22

             1    the scoping meeting and -- as indicated by the icon up

             2    on the screen.  And then based upon the input we

             3    have -- we get from you folks at the scoping meeting as

             4    well as comments and responses to the Notice of

             5    Preparation, we'll start to the design the EIR.

             6              We haven't written anything yet.  That's why

             7    we're having this meeting at the outset of the process

             8    is -- I'm not sitting here with a full EIR -- three,

             9    four, 500 pages of written documentation.  We're at the

            10    beginning.  We want to hear what you think should be in

            11    the EIR.
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            12              And then once we understand what should be in

            13    the EIR, we'll start to prepare it.  Once we're

            14    completed with the preparation of the EIR, it will go

            15    back out to you folks for public review as noted at the

            16    top of the column on the right-hand side of the screen.

            17              The public review period will be 45 days

            18    during which there will be a public hearing for which

            19    you will be able to offer comments at the public

            20    hearing.  You will also be encouraged to provide

            21    comments in writing.

            22              Any comment you provide during the draft EIR

            23    public review period will be responded to in writing.

            24    Nothing is taken for granted; no comment is too small;

            25    no comment is too big.  We will address all comments
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             1    made on the draft EIR.

             2              Once the comments have been responded to,

             3    we'll prepare what's called the final EIR.  And once we

             4    prepare the final EIR, then the project will be ready

             5    for its public hearings before the decision-makers for

             6    the project.

             7              And once again, that will be a wonderful

             8    opportunity for you, the public, to come down and let

             9    your decision-makers what you think and feel about the

            10    project and how it may or may not affect your life.

            11              And then once we're done with that, then we

            12    file what's called the Notice of Determination and that

            13    really concludes the CEQA process.
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            14              With that, that concludes my presentation

            15    tonight.  And I'll just turn it back to Martha for just

            16    a few brief comments before we allow you folks to talk.

            17         MS. WELBORNE:  What we'd like to do now is open it

            18    up to public comment.  Those of you who know how to

            19    turn the lights on -- I guess, Rashid or Annette.

            20              And we will set up a microphone up in the

            21    front up here, and we'll call your names.  But anyone

            22    who has not turned in a speaker card, we'd love to have

            23    it from you.  And we'll call you up one at a time.  And

            24    that is quite a timer up there.

            25         MR. LACKOW:  Let's try that.  I have a big voice
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             1    so -- the first speaker -- the first speaker card that

             2    we have tonight is from Mr. Dave Bowen representing

             3    L.A.P.D.  Would you like to come up and provide a few

             4    comments.

             5         MR. BOWEN:  Hi.  I'm new to the neighborhood.  I

             6    moved into the downtown area from South Pas very

             7    recently.  I work at the Central Division, which covers

             8    downtown, basically bordered on the freeways.  And I'm

             9    excited about moving downtown because there's been a

            10    renaissance, and I want to get on the ground floor of

            11    it.

            12              I currently reside at 255 South Grand, which

            13    is just south of the Disney Hall, catty-corner to the

            14    Colburn School and across the street from MOCA.

            15              My chief concern as it relates to the project
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            16    itself is just the proposed residential development

            17    adjacent to that.  It's going to completely eclipse the

            18    views to the north for all the residents who reside on

            19    the north side of that building.

            20              Currently, I can see about 180 degrees --

            21    from City Hall all the way to the Hollywood sign and,

            22    of course, the San Gabriels beyond that.  Everyone that

            23    resides on the north side of the building -- those

            24    views are going to be completely eliminated.

            25              And the comments I had on the call is that
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             1    projects should take into consideration things that are

             2    currently there.  And I think the trend we want to

             3    create in downtown is to bring more residents down here

             4    who live here, who work here -- kind of do one-stop

             5    shopping.

             6              The only thing I have to go out of town for

             7    right now is groceries and clothing.  Everything else I

             8    can get pretty much get in-house -- entertainment.  The

             9    kids love it.  We can catch the train back to South

            10    Pas.  I mean, it's very convenient.  It's kind of like

            11    living in New York with good weather.

            12              So I'd like the developers, if they could, to

            13    take that into consideration and affirm the positive

            14    trend for people that have already taken up residence

            15    downtown, not to take away what they came here for.

            16              And right now, we have a great view.  And

            17    that project -- if you could see it, it's here.  This
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            18    is my place right here.  And this is the building right

            19    here.  So that completely blocks it.  And there's not a

            20    lot of other residential towers on Bunker Hill.

            21    There's some below us, but that's kind of like the only

            22    one there.

            23              So it's kind of hard to countenance having

            24    that view taken away.  So if you could take that into

            25    consideration; otherwise, I'd probably just have to
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             1    move.

             2              But -- so it's a very positive time; I'm very

             3    positive about it.  At Central, at the police

             4    department, we're doing a lot to address the issues of

             5    on-street homelessness and drug dealing and things like

             6    that.  There's a misconception of why we have so many

             7    people on the street.

             8              There are bed counts that we do every night.

             9    And on a typical night, bed counts exceed the number of

            10    people on the street by over a hundred.  People stay on

            11    the street because they can use the money -- the money

            12    they get -- I got ten seconds.

            13              Anyway, basically -- basically they convert

            14    the vouchers they get into cash so they can buy drugs.

            15    That's basically why they're on the street, so it's a

            16    big problem.  Okay.  Thank you.

            17         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you.

            18         MS. WELBORNE:  Thank you.

            19         MR. LACKOW:  Next speaker is Mr. Hayes.
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            20         MR. HAYES:  Pity the poor officer who has to

            21    precede me.  I am Tut Hayes, not Ted Hayes.  I know you

            22    know Ted Hayes as a homeless activist.  I'm a homeless

            23    advocate.  I'll get to the officer later on.  I'm not

            24    going to get caught by ten seconds.

            25              You see, this is sleight of hand.  What you
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             1    don't see is what's important.  We don't see the

             2    off-ramps, on-ramps of the freeways in this area, do

             3    we?  Huh?  Right next to the Music Center, there's an

             4    on-ramp, off-ramp.

             5              We want to talk about traffic so you know

             6    where the traffic's going to be going, where it's going

             7    to be coming from.  So we need a bigger picture.  The

             8    big picture.  So none of this sleight-of-hand stuff

             9    with this little project here and just say we got to

            10    talk about traffic later on.

            11              In regards to traffic, James Wood, who was

            12    the chair of CRA for 14 long years, had a concept

            13    called "The People Mover."  It was elevated, aerial,

            14    sort of like a tram.  And it was so unique in concept,

            15    it would not only go past buildings but go through

            16    buildings and have off platforms inside of buildings

            17    who would accommodate that like the 40-story

            18    high-rises.

            19              We're not going to get around downtown unless

            20    that concept is re-engineered and utilized.  This

            21    pedestrian stuff -- that's fine; that's fine.  But
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            22    somehow you've got to get through downtown.

            23              You know what the development's like -- your

            24    recent downtown news will shock you, if you haven't

            25    seen it all yourself.  So we've got to -- even if it's
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             1    pedestrians, we'll be like herding cattle.  I'm not

             2    talking about (unintelligible) Kansas cattle.

             3              So we need to know how are we going to move

             4    people around.  It's really not by buses.  We've got

             5    buses that are so close together they're running like

             6    trains.

             7              Well, let me get to the homeless thing a bit.

             8    There are 80,000 homeless people in Los Angeles County.

             9    I would suggest just modest, 30,000 homeless people in

            10    L.A. city.  You think they've got 30,000 beds?  Huh?

            11    You think they've got 3,000 beds?  Sure, the shelters

            12    have beds.  But they don't fill all those beds each

            13    night.

            14              Half the beds at the Union Rescue Mission are

            15    never filled.  They don't take in everybody because

            16    they've got the bedding and accommodation for them

            17    because they have to feed those people.

            18              So the officer's lying about there's a

            19    homeless count.  I mean, I know what the count is.  I'm

            20    on the Advisory Board for Los Angeles Homeless Service

            21    Authority, another Joint Powers Agency.

            22              We have to concern ourselves about the

            23    incompatibility of these two populations -- so homeless
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            24    population and this population you have here and the

            25    population throughout downtown.
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             1              Nobody's got a remedy for it.  Let me show

             2    you what the remedy is.  They built a restroom for

             3    homeless people on Fifth and San Julian.  It cost

             4    $315,000.  It's a self-cleaning restroom.  Okay?  And

             5    it cycles every 20 minutes.  So every hour, three

             6    people can use the restroom.  See how clever government

             7    is with our money?  $315,000 for a restroom.

             8              And they're planning on building one on Hill

             9    Street and whatever and so forth and so on.  This is in

            10    relation to the whole concept about -- what do you call

            11    it?  Cityscape with newsstands and benches and things

            12    like that.  Viacom.  You know who that is.  So we have

            13    a lot of things to look at.

            14              And I think those are the things they say we

            15    can't look at.  "We cannot look at social issues."

            16              Well, what is affordable housing except a

            17    social issue?  That's always been a social issue.

            18    Thank you.  I think my time has elapsed.

            19         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much, sir.  Okay.

            20              Well, we don't have any other cards -- oh,

            21    sure.

            22         MR. WESTWATER:  I'd like to comment on

            23    circulation.

            24         MS. WELBORNE:  Can you repeat your name.

            25         MR. WESTWATER:  Oh, I'm sorry.  Brady Westwater,
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             1    Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council, as usual

             2    speaking for myself.

             3              One of the problems we have in this area

             4    right now is almost all the buses are hitting Union

             5    Station, and they're going down these streets.  And

             6    every time they do sign, they shut them down and

             7    reroute the buses.  And the problem is some poor guy in

             8    Westwood is waiting an extra 20 minutes because they

             9    shut down one of these streets downtown.

            10              And then it goes to the entire system.

            11    Suddenly is the entire city is screwed up because of

            12    downtown streets being closed off.

            13              So I would like to propose that since -- so

            14    there'll be events where they're going to want to use

            15    double blocks particularly in front of City Hall.  At

            16    City Hall steps, you bridge over the road and dip the

            17    road a little underneath it so the Civic Plaza, the

            18    events could happen on the steps of City Hall and this

            19    big plaza that connects directly across to that whole

            20    park, raise that up maybe 10 feet above the road, maybe

            21    dip the road about 10 feet because you got to dig for

            22    the parking garages across the street anyway.  So you

            23    just extend where you're doing that.

            24              And that way, you have this big Civic Plaza

            25    without shutting down the street.  And the Music Center
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             1    up on its plinth could bridge over to the park across

             2    the street.  So the two of those blocks could be

             3    connected permanently for events without having to shut

             4    down those two streets of traffic.

             5              And that way you could have events there

             6    without inconveniencing every bus rider in L.A. County,

             7    which is what happens every time we do this.

             8              So I think that's the type of thinking that

             9    needs to be done as Ted was saying.  Look how this fits

            10    into the whole.  Or just like the police officer

            11    says -- the views in his building.

            12              But then as Mr. Gardner was saying, it's

            13    obvious.  The views of this building -- if he builds

            14    side by side with that building, that building doesn't

            15    have very good views either.  So maybe they want to

            16    move those around so their building has better views,

            17    the building next door has better views.

            18              So I think it's the contextual items like

            19    that.  And this is just a schematic model.  This is

            20    isn't what's being built.  So I think those are the

            21    types of contextual issues you really need to look at

            22    on this project -- how fits into and how it impacts the

            23    rest of downtown.

            24         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you.  Mrs. Thompson?

            25         MS. THOMPSON:  Yes.  I just wanted to know --
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             1         MR. LACKOW:  Would you be possible for you to come

             2    up so the court reporter has a better shot at being

             3    able to report what you say?  Thank you very much.

             4         MS. THOMPSON:  Thank you.  I really wanted the

             5    question answered so I could write down what an EIR is

             6    not.  And you gave two reasons what it is not.  And I

             7    need to know the second reason -- what an EIR is not.

             8         MR. LACKOW:  Okay.  The two points that I had

             9    mentioned were:  The EIR doesn't make a decision about

            10    the project; and the second is it doesn't analyze

            11    impacts that may -- that are speculative, that have a

            12    remote chance of ever happening.

            13         MS. THOMPSON:  Wait a minute.  It identifies what?

            14         MR. LACKOW:  So the two things are:  The EIR does

            15    not make any decisions about the project.  So EIR

            16    doesn't say whether the project should be approved or

            17    not -- approved or denied.

            18              And also it only analyzes impacts that are

            19    reasonably -- that are reasonably -- that you can

            20    expect to happen; that it doesn't deal with what are

            21    called speculative impacts, which are things that have

            22    a very little chance of ever happening.

            23         MS. THOMPSON:  Things that can reasonably happen?

            24         MR. LACKOW:  Uh-huh.

            25         SPEAKER:  Do you have an example?  Like, a meteor
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             1    striking.
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             2         MR. LACKOW:  There you go.  That would be a

             3    hazardous circumstance that wouldn't be analyzed in the

             4    document, but the presence of past contamination would

             5    be -- at the site.

             6         MS. THOMPSON:  Okay.

             7         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you.

             8         MS. THOMPSON:  All right.  Thank you.

             9         MR. LACKOW:  Okay.  We now have a few more cards.

            10    Why don't we do Mr. German -- Jay German.

            11         MR. GERMAN:  Thank you.  I'm fortunate in my

            12    lifetime to have had the opportunity to travel to many

            13    countries throughout the world.  And one of the things

            14    that always strikes me is that among tourists and

            15    travelers there is an absolute insatiable need to shop.

            16              And yet in the provisions for the Civic Park,

            17    there is absolutely nowhere for tourists to purchase a

            18    memento of his or her trip or for the City and County

            19    of Los Angeles to relieve the tourist of some of their

            20    money.

            21              I would hope, particularly since Los Angeles

            22    has such a rich cultural heritage -- we have an

            23    enormous Mexican and Central American community; the

            24    Pacific Rim countries; all the Asian countries -- Thai,

            25    Vietnamese, Korean, Japanese, Chinese -- all with rich
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             1    heritages, we can provide perhaps a craft chop for

             2    people to come and pick up a little treasure as a

             3    memento of their visit to Los Angeles.
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             4              And at the same time, perhaps we could also

             5    provide them with another place where they can actually

             6    buy a memento of Los Angeles itself.

             7              There is nothing wrong with a souvenir stand.

             8    It generates -- or I shouldn't say "stand."  That's

             9    demeaning -- a souvenir shop or craft shop generates

            10    very, very good income.

            11              And, obviously, I think that it would impact

            12    the circulation plan, obviously.  I think if you took

            13    the first two blocks between Grand and Hill and put a

            14    few shops in there, you would have a drop-off point for

            15    buses on Grand and then a pick up point somewhere on

            16    Hill or perhaps even farther down depending on how far

            17    you want them to walk.

            18              The buses drop the people.  They spend --

            19    they sprinkle their money all the way down the Hill.

            20    They get back to the bus, and they go back to -- Hong

            21    Kong.  It's the cycle of tourist life.  And I think we

            22    really should consider it.

            23         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much.

            24              Next speaker is Cassandra Elliot followed by

            25    Joe Clifford.
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             1         MS. ELLIOT:  I'm also a resident at the Grand

             2    Promenade and have been for the last 14 years.  And

             3    I've watched a lot of changes going on in downtown.

             4    And I find this project to be very exciting.

             5              But my one question or my one concern is in
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             6    regard to design.  I want to see some cosy neighborhood

             7    feel put into this project -- not some big sterile kind

             8    of buildings and atmospheres where people -- who only

             9    feel safe when everything looks new and clean and neat

            10    and, you know, just for those individuals to come in.

            11              I understand the concept of selling the

            12    condos and the nature of people who perhaps have that

            13    income level.

            14              But for myself who has been committed -- as I

            15    said, for 14 years to downtown and years before that

            16    working in the garment industry -- I want to see

            17    something cosy in my neighborhood.

            18              This is my neighborhood.  And I want a little

            19    cosy places where I can go and feel that, you know,

            20    it's a neighborhood feel to it because downtown is

            21    unique.  In downtown you can go up to somebody on the

            22    street and talk to them, start a conversation because

            23    you're waiting at the bus stop with them.

            24              I don't get that experience when I go to the

            25    Westside.  You say hello to somebody on the Westside,
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             1    and you get a look like, "Oh my god.  What do you want

             2    from me."  You know?

             3              I spent a lot of time in Melbourne,

             4    Australia.  And they're also going through the same

             5    changes we're going through in terms of revitalization

             6    of the downtown area.  And they have lots of little

             7    restaurants -- you've -- lot of people on the street --
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             8    casual, dressed up, people of different economic levels

             9    feeling comfortable with each other.

            10              And that's the one thing I'd like to see -- a

            11    warmth in this project because Bunker Hill has that

            12    depth of history that we do have in California.  I

            13    mean, as shallow as it may be, nevertheless, there is a

            14    depth and there's some warmth.  And I think we need to

            15    hold onto that and make sure the project has that cosy,

            16    warm feeling of neighborhood and openness.  Thank you.

            17         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you.

            18              Next speaker.  Speaker is Joe Clifford

            19    followed by Allen Leslein.

            20         MR. CLIFFORD:  Hi.  I would like to second that,

            21    too.  It's a great point to make it more on a human

            22    scale.  It's a big project, but, you know, keep in mind

            23    that we're all, you know, about four to six feet tall.

            24    So...

            25              Anyway, I'd also like to -- I know you said
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             1    there's a lot of pedestrian elements.  And the Grand

             2    Avenue, you didn't really describe exactly how that

             3    long stretch to Cesar Chavez is going to be.

             4              But I'd like you to keep in mind that

             5    downtown doesn't have many places to exercise, not a

             6    lot of open space.  So if you can consider bike paths.

             7    You know, the corn fields park is going to be developed

             8    and the river is going to be developed.

             9              So if you could keep in mind, you know, maybe
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            10    making bike paths or running paths where people can --

            11    not just walk, but also get some exercise and maybe

            12    connect in with those future projects, too.  I mean, it

            13    would really bring a lot of energy to downtown.  So...

            14         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much.  Okay.

            15              Next is Allen Leslein, followed by Shiraz.

            16         MR. LESLEIN:  I'd like to talk, first of all,

            17    about our concern about parking in the area.  Most of

            18    the lots are existing surface parking.  And some of

            19    them have small parking structures on them, but they

            20    support the needs of the surrounding area.

            21              And my question is what will happen to that

            22    parking because that needs to be considered as well as,

            23    of course, all the additional parking that will be

            24    required by the new construction.

            25              And then, the third part of the parking
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             1    component is there's a lot of adjacent development

             2    that's going on in the immediate area, the surrounding

             3    area, that should also be considered.

             4              For example, I work for the District Courts.

             5    And I'm overseeing the construction of the new

             6    courthouse immediately adjacent to your site.

             7              Unfortunately we aren't allowed to provide

             8    public parking within our facility.  And we have a lot

             9    of jurors coming in, you know, four or five hundred on

            10    Tuesdays alone.  And I don't know where these people

            11    are going to park either because all the surface lots
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            12    are being taken away.

            13              So I'd like some strong consideration to be

            14    given to that.  Second of all, I'd like to suggest that

            15    the tall slender buildings, I think, are a really good

            16    idea.  I like those a lot.  I'm not so crazy about the

            17    big massive one across Hill Street from us.  Perhaps

            18    some weight can come to break that up.

            19              But as part of the EIR, I'd like to see some

            20    consideration given to how the masses of these

            21    buildings -- we've already talked about views -- are

            22    impacting light and shadow on the neighboring

            23    structures as well as how they might be blocking

            24    movement of air or wind currents.

            25              And I don't know if materials are under
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             1    consideration.  But we know there was a problem with

             2    Disney Hall in glare on neighboring buildings.  And we

             3    would hope to avoid something of that type of a

             4    situation.

             5              Also, I don't know if it's within your scope

             6    or not, but I would like to see some high energy

             7    standards or some high energy goals established for the

             8    structures that we're talking about.

             9              And, third, it's just kind of a small

            10    observation.  But, you know, there is so much filming

            11    going on downtown, it always seems to be an

            12    afterthought.  And so I'd like some forethought given

            13    to it, especially for developing some iconic buildings
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            14    here that maybe we have some areas available for

            15    staging that maybe the park can service.

            16              But, you know, we need to think about our

            17    film crews because L.A. is about filming.  And so we

            18    need to think how we can accommodate them with having a

            19    minimal disruption to the residents and the tenants of

            20    downtown.

            21         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much.

            22              Next is Shiraz, followed by Jim Colligan.

            23         MR. TARERI:  Hi.  I think one of the interesting

            24    tricks for the people who are going through the EIR

            25    process here is sort of defining what the project is.
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             1              It's obviously -- and actually, you guys have

             2    talked about this in other outreach meetings -- you've

             3    got several different plots.  They're not all

             4    contiguous, obviously.  And so in the project is

             5    perhaps a little more amorphous than you typically get.

             6              In addition, obviously, as everyone

             7    recognizes, there are a ton of other projects nearby

             8    downtown, in other parts of downtown; for example, the

             9    First Street development that's being planned.

            10              That's really going to create additional

            11    impacts.  And I just hope, as you're looking at sort of

            12    what's the ultimate scope -- even as you're looking at

            13    multiple parcels, I hope you're looking beyond that

            14    border to realize the traffic impacts and things are

            15    going to be broader than simply your four or five or
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            16    six parcels and the park -- but, you know, the overall

            17    area.  And there's great synergy there and a great

            18    opportunity, but there's also a greater (inaudible).

            19         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much.  Next is

            20    Jim Colligan followed by Kathryn Hargreaves.

            21         MR. COLLIGAN:  My name is Jim Colligan, and I live

            22    in the same apartment house that a couple of the

            23    previous speakers did -- in the Third and Grand facing

            24    the Museum of Contemporary Art.

            25              I came here about seven years ago, in '97.
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             1    And I had lived for 40 years in Japan.  So I don't

             2    really have an investment as a long-time citizen of Los

             3    Angeles that I should be up here telling you what to

             4    do.  But given the opportunity, I will take this

             5    opportunity.

             6              Looking at the project my impressions are

             7    sterility, first; second, that it is geared to -- more

             8    to visitors and tourists.  And any of the people who

             9    come here to live are going to be almost necessarily

            10    high income.

            11              That is not to say that we're living in a

            12    high income place at the moment.  But it is prime as

            13    far as convenience goes.  This was mentioned.

            14              And what I'd be much more interested in

            15    seeing is something that is, as was mentioned earlier,

            16    something homey.  Something that is neighborhood.

            17              Now, I know that that's somewhat foreign to
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            18    the Los Angeles concept in general.  So I understand.

            19    But it seems to me that as far as a target that that

            20    would be a very fine target to have that would be

            21    geared to the residents who are already here, but also

            22    to those who are coming in.

            23              I wonder and I've long wondered what intent

            24    there is to try to bring some of the population of

            25    Broadway, which is filled with people almost always
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             1    until late at night -- to bring them into this area.

             2              How much of that intention is going to be

             3    realized, I really don't know.  But it seems to me that

             4    while there could be good and bad sides to it, that it

             5    necessarily would be something that, as far as the city

             6    goes, should be a name that is involved here.

             7              I confess I'm a little bit threatened because

             8    I am concerned -- the first gentleman spoke about that

             9    tall building that's going to be on the north side that

            10    is going to ruin his view.

            11              I'd be more concerned myself at the fact that

            12    we all may have to move out of there.  I don't know

            13    what's going to become of that building which does

            14    exist right now and does provide housing for some of

            15    us.

            16              But I do think that it is a great place, and

            17    I'm very happy to have found myself there.  What will

            18    happen when this project gets underway, I really don't

            19    know.
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            20              Another thing that I've noticed here -- the

            21    filming was mentioned.  I have occasion frequently to

            22    go to Little Tokyo.  And frequently in the morning when

            23    I'm heading down there, I can't get through because of

            24    races -- that is, foot races or bicycle races and

            25    movie-making.
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             1         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much.

             2              Kathryn Hargreaves.

             3         MS. HARGREAVES:  I just wanted to point out a

             4    population that many people probably don't even think

             5    about or know, which is the feral cat population.

             6              There are actually some people out there that

             7    maintain these feral cat colonies.

             8              I've just been reading -- just been educating

             9    myself about this where feral cats -- the new model is

            10    to not simply pull cats out of abandoned buildings and

            11    wherever they're living.  And there's many here and

            12    many that -- I'm not even going to point out where they

            13    are downtown because I don't want people to displace

            14    them on purpose -- but to simply pull cats out and

            15    euthanize them.

            16              It apparently doesn't work because 90 percent

            17    of all kittens born to female cats are to feral

            18    mothers.  So there's a huge problem in the sense that

            19    you can't just pull them out and kill them because they

            20    will just be filled in with new populations.

            21              So the new model is to trap these animals,
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            22    neuter them, and put them back out as place holders so

            23    that your population -- in other words, to maintain a

            24    feral cat population that's steady.  And it's a more

            25    humane way, less animals get killed.
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             1              We know that animals are important to people,

             2    like, look at all the people who stayed behind in New

             3    Orleans because they didn't want to leave their

             4    animals.

             5              So what I'm asking is -- many times when you

             6    have huge construction projects and even if --

             7    especially then -- certain populations will be

             8    displaced.  And if there are people out there taking

             9    care of these colonies that you will work with them to

            10    either relocate the colonies or to somehow maintain

            11    them in the areas that you are building.

            12         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you very much.

            13              Okay.  That's the last card I have.  Is there

            14    anyone else who would like to speak who has not filled

            15    in a card?

            16         MR. QUINN:  I'd like to say something.

            17         MS. WELBORNE:  Sure.  Come on.

            18         MR. LACKOW:  If you can -- since we don't have a

            19    card, can you state your name and address.  That would

            20    be great.

            21         MR. QUINN:  Actually, I'd like to speak to the

            22    audience more than you.

            23         MR. LACKOW:  Okay.  I'm not offended.
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            24         MR. QUINN:  Okay.  Well, you're part of the

            25    audience in a sense, too.
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             1              There's a project out there called Grand

             2    Intervention, which probably some of you know about,

             3    put on by the Norman Lear Center at U.S.C.  I have no

             4    association with them, but I'm very interested.  So I

             5    wanted to mention it because a few people here had such

             6    good ideas for the park.

             7              It's specifically about the park, and they're

             8    soliciting ideas from the public about what the park

             9    should be and what it could be.  And I'm not sure what

            10    the relation with Related is, but we -- that's to be

            11    seen in the future.

            12              But I wanted to recommend anybody who has

            13    ideas about the park to look at their website and

            14    submit your proposals because it can't do any harm.

            15    And, certainly, these ideas can be put away for the

            16    future if this doesn't happen this time.  The park is

            17    going to change in the future once the county buildings

            18    are resolved.

            19              One more thing:  I have personally started a

            20    blog about the park.  And you can find a link to it on

            21    the Grand Intervention site.  So if you're interested,

            22    curious, and want to participate, I'd ask that you look

            23    it up.

            24         UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  In the Opinion Section;

            25    right?
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             1         MR. QUINN:  The L.A. Times Sunday Opinion has

             2    links to the whole project each weekend.  Thank you.

             3         MR. LACKOW:  Thank you.  Okay.  Is there anybody

             4    else who would like to provide any comments of any

             5    sort?  Okay.

             6              Since I don't see any, what we'll do is we'll

             7    keep the boards up for another 15, 20 minutes or so.

             8    And we'll be here to receive any additional comments

             9    that you may have.

            10              In addition to this, you can also submit your

            11    comments via e-mail or regular mail.  And remember that

            12    the deadline for submitting your comments is

            13    October 10th.

            14              I'd just like to thank everybody for coming

            15    out tonight and hopefully this was informative for you

            16    folks.  Thank you.

            17

            18           (The proceedings concluded at 7:27 p.m.)

            19    /////

            20    /////

            21    /////

            22

            23

            24

            25

                                                                           47
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             1    STATE OF CALIFORNIA     )
                                          )  SS.
             2    COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES   )

             3

             4             I, Judith Hollifield, CSR No. 12564, a

             5    Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the State

             6    of California, do hereby certify:

             7             That the foregoing transcript is a true

             8    record of the proceedings.

             9             IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto

            10    subscribed my name this 26th day of September,

            11    2005.

            12

            13           ______________________________

            14             J. Hollifield
                           Certified Shorthand Reporter
            15             License No. 12564

            16

            17

            18

            19

            20

            21

            22

            23

            24

            25
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

 

A. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 

The purpose of this technical report is to identify and evaluate any historic resources that 
may be affected by the proposed Grand Avenue Project (the “Project”), to assess any potential 
impacts of the Project on those historic resources identified, and to recommend mitigation 
measures, if appropriate.  This report is prepared to facilitate environmental compliance of the 
Project under the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  This 
technical report includes a discussion of the relevant regulatory framework, a description of the 
environmental setting, a brief contextual history of the study area, an assessment and evaluation 
of properties located within the study area, and an analysis of potential impacts the proposed 
Project may have on the identified historic resources.  

The Project site is located in downtown Los Angeles, in an area generally bounded by the 
Harbor Freeway (I-110) on the west, Spring and Main Streets on the east, Fifth Street on the 
south, and the Hollywood/Santa Ana Freeway (I-101) on the north.  The downtown Los Angeles 
area is highly urbanized with many notable buildings associated with hotels, commerce, 
professional services, and residential uses; federal, state, and municipal offices and courts; and 
cultural and entertainment uses.  The City’s financial district is located generally along Grand 
Avenue, Flower Street, and Figueroa Street south of the Project site.  The proposed Project site 
(Figure 1 on page 2) includes the Civic Center Mall between Los Angeles’ City Hall and Grand 
Avenue, (Figure 2 on page 3) the streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and 
Cesar Chavez Avenue; and five development Parcels located along, and in proximity to, Grand 
Avenue and Second Street.  Most of the Project site is within the CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill 
Redevelopment Project Area.  The area north of First Street and just north of the intersection of 
Fifth Street and Grand Avenue is within the Amended Central Business District (CBD) 
Redevelopment Project Area.   

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Grand Avenue Project consists of the following three components: (1) the creation of 
a Civic Park by expanding to a total of 16 acres the existing Civic Center Mall so that the new 
Civic Park connects Los Angeles’ City Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements 
along Grand Avenue between 5th Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue to attract and accommodate 
more pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels located within the 
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Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area that are referred to as Parcels Q, W-1, W-2, L, and M-
2. 

Projected land uses on the five Parcels consist of a combination of residential, retail, 
office, and hotel uses.  The proposed Project consists of two land use programs.  This Project 
definition reflects the situation wherein the County of Los Angeles retains an option to develop a 
County Office Building within the Project site.  As final decision-making for this building is 
beyond the time frame of this EIR, this development scenario is analyzed throughout the Draft 
EIR as well as a development scenario wherein residential development replaces the County 
Office Building in the event that the County decides not to build a new facility within the Project 
site. 

Under the Project with County Office Building Option, development on the five proposed 
parcels consists of up to 2,060 residential units, 20 percent of which (412 units) would be 
provided as affordable housing; up to 275 hotel rooms; up to 449,000 square feet of commercial 
space; and up to 681,000 square feet of office space to be used as a potential County Office 
building (Figure 3 on page 5). 

Under the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, the 681,000-square 
foot potential County Office Building would be replaced by an additional 600 residential units.  
Thus, development on the five proposed parcels consists of up to 2,660 residential units, 
20 percent of which (532 units) would be provided as affordable housing; up to 275 hotel rooms 
and up to 449,000 square feet of commercial space. 

The existing Civic Center Mall, which would be expanded to be the Civic Park under the 
proposed Project, is an integral open space component within the existing downtown Los 
Angeles Civic Center area.  The Civic Center Mall and the Court of Flags is an east-west 
oriented public open space area located between Broadway and Grand Avenue on the west, with 
an expansion parcel between Broadway and Los Angeles' City Hall on the east.  This area is 
divided by Hill Street and Broadway into three defined sections, is located mid-block, and is 
bordered by public buildings to the north and south, which, themselves, front on Temple Street to 
the north and First Street to the south.  Major governmental offices, businesses, cultural and 
entertainment venues currently frame the Civic Center Mall and include the Music Center 
Complex on the west; the Los Angeles County Courthouse and Law Library on the south; Los 
Angeles’ City Hall on the east; and the County Criminal Courts Building, Hall of Records, and 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration on the north.   

Grand Avenue is located in Downtown Los Angeles between, and running parallel to, 
Hope and Olive Streets.  It is a north-south street that traverses the heart of Los Angeles’ 
Financial District and, in the Project area, borders the east sides of the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
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and the Los Angeles Music Center.  In the Project area, Grand Avenue also passes the west end 
of the existing Civic Center Mall and, as such, provides connectivity to the Los Angeles Civic 
Center.  Other notable structures and features along Grand Avenue include the Los Angeles 
Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA), the Colburn School of Performing Arts, the Gas 
Company Tower, California Plaza, the Wells Fargo Center, as well as other banks and major 
hotels. 

The five parcels proposed for development are located on the east and west sides of 
Grand Avenue in the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project in downtown Los Angeles.  Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2 comprise an approximate two-block area, bounded by First Street to the north, Hill 
Street to the east, Second Street to the south, and Grand Avenue to the west.  Olive Street, which 
borders Parcel Q on the east and Parcel W-1/W-2 on the west, divides the two parcels.  In this 
area, Second Street tunnels under Bunker Hill to Figueroa Street.  Parcel Q is located directly 
across Grand Avenue from the Walt Disney Concert Hall and across First Street from the Civic 
Center Mall, the Los Angeles County Courthouse, and the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion.  Parcels 
W-1/W-2 are also located directly across First Street from the Civic Center Mall.  The northeast 
corner of Parcels W-1/W-2 adjoins the Civic Center subway station along the Metro Red Line.   

Parcels M-2 and L are located on the west side of Grand Avenue and are bounded by 
Hope Street to the west, Second Street on the north, and Grand Avenue to the east.  The Grand 
Tower high-rise residential building adjoins the Project site on the south.  The Walt Disney 
Concert Hall is located directly to the north and across Second Street from Parcel L, while 
MOCA and the Colburn School of Performing Arts are located to the east directly across Grand 
Avenue from Parcel M-2.  Other surrounding uses include California Plaza and the Wells Fargo 
Center, to the south and east.   

C. METHODOLOGY 

In order to identify and evaluate historic resources, a multi-step methodology was 
utilized.  A record search to identify previously documented historic resources was conducted.  
This search included a review of the National Register of Historic Places, determinations of 
eligibility for National Register listings, and the California Historical Resources Inventory 
database maintained by the State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP).  The results of the 
record search by the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) are attached to this 
technical report as Appendix A.  Site inspections were made to document existing conditions, 
identify character-defining features of those properties evaluated as potentially significant, and 
define the historic resources study area.  A reconnaissance-level survey of the study area, 
including photography and background research, was then made.  Additional background and 
site-specific research was conducted in order to evaluate historic resources within their historic 
context.  Criteria of the National Register of Historic Places (National Register), California 



I.  Introduction 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation June 2, 2006 
 

Page 7 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Register of Historical Resources (California Register), and the City of Los Angeles were 
employed to assess the significance of the properties.  More specifically, in conducting the 
identification and evaluation of historic resources located within the study area, the following 
tasks were performed: 

• Searched records of the National Register of Historic Places, California Historical 
Resources Inventory and the City of Los Angeles;  

• Conducted field inspections of the study area; 

• Photographed potential historic resources located within the study area; 

• Collected and reviewed historic images, maps, and archives of the study area 
including, but not limited to, those at the Los Angeles Public Library; 

• Conducted site-specific research on historic resources including City of Los Angeles 
building permits, Los Angeles County tax assessor records, Sanborn Fire Insurance 
Maps, and other relevant archival documents; 

• Reviewed and analyzed previous documentation, ordinances, statutes, regulations, 
bulletins, and technical materials relating to federal, state, and local historic 
preservation, designation assessment processes, and related programs; and 

• Evaluated potential historic resources based upon criteria used by the National 
Register, the California Register, and the City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monuments (LAHCMs).  Assessed properties utilizing the survey methodology of the 
State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP).   
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II.  REGULATORY FRAMEWORK 

 

Historic resources fall within the jurisdiction of several levels of government.  Federal 
laws provide the framework for the identification, and in certain instances, protection of historic 
resources.  Additionally, states and local jurisdictions play active roles in the identification, 
documentation, and protection of such resources within their communities. 

Numerous laws and regulations require federal, state, and local agencies to consider the 
effects of a proposed project on historic resources.  These laws and regulations stipulate a 
process for compliance, define the responsibilities of the various agencies proposing the action, 
and prescribe the relationship among other involved agencies (e.g., State Historic Preservation 
Office and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation).  The National Historic Preservation 
Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended; the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); the 
California Register of Historical Resources, Public Resources Code (PRC) 5024; the City of Los 
Angeles Cultural Heritage Ordinance (Los Angeles Administrative Code, Section 22.130) are the 
primary federal, state, and local laws governing and affecting the preservation of historic 
resources of national, state, regional, and local significance.  Additional local regulations and 
policies pertinent to historic resources and the proposed Project include the City of Los Angeles, 
Board of Cultural Affairs Commissioners Control over Works of Art (Los Angeles 
Administrative Code, Section 22.109) and the City’s Historic Preservation Element.  A 
description of the most relevant laws and regulations is provided below. 

A. FEDERAL LEVEL 

1.  National Register of Historic Places 

First authorized by the Historic Sites Act of 1935, the National Register of Historic 
Places (National Register) was established by the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 
1966, as “an authoritative guide to be used by Federal, State, and local governments, private 
groups and citizens to identify the Nation’s cultural resources and to indicate what properties 
should be considered for protection from destruction or impairment.”1  The National Register 
recognizes properties that are significant at the national, state, and local levels.   

                                                 
1  Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 36 Section 60.2. 
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To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a resource must be significant in 
American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, or culture.  Districts, sites, buildings, 
structures, and objects of potential significance must also possess integrity of location, design, 
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  Four criteria have been established to 
determine the significance of a resource:2 

A. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of our history; or 

B. It is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

C. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high 
artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity 
whose components may lack individual distinction; or 

D. It yields, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history. 

A property eligible for the National Register must meet one or more of the above criteria.  
In addition, unless the property possesses exceptional significance, it must be at least fifty years 
old to be eligible for National Register listing.  Certain types of properties normally excluded 
from consideration, such as being less than fifty years of age, may be eligible for the National 
Register if they meet special requirements called Criteria Considerations.   

Ordinarily, cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of historical figures, properties owned by 
religious institutions or used for religious purposes, structures that have been moved from their 
original locations, reconstructed historic buildings, properties primarily commemorative in 
nature, and properties that have achieved significance within the past fifty years shall not be 
considered eligible for the National Register.  However, such properties will qualify if they are 
integral parts of districts that do not meet criteria or if they fall within one of the above 
referenced categories (Criteria Considerations A through G). 

For the purposes of this historic resources assessment, the special circumstance 
associated with properties less than fifty years of age is applicable.  National Register Criteria 
Consideration G; Properties That Have Achieved Significance Within The Last Fifty Years 
stipulates the requirements a property must meet to qualify under this particular criteria 

                                                 
2  How to Complete the National Register Registration Form, National Register Bulletin, U.S. Department of 

Interior, National Park Service, 1997.  This bulletin contains technical information on comprehensive planning, 
survey of cultural resources and registration in the National Register of Historic Places. 
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consideration category.  The phrase “exceptional importance” does not require that the property 
be of national significance.  It is a measure of a property’s importance within the appropriate 
historic context, whether the scale of that context is local, regional, State, or national.3  In 
applying this criteria consideration it is important for a property to be evaluated only when 
sufficient historical perspective exists to determine that it is exceptionally important.  The 
necessary perspective can be provided by scholarly research and evaluation, and must consider 
both the historic context and the specific property’s role in that context. 

As noted above, the National Register includes significant properties, classified as 
buildings, sites, districts, structures, or objects.  The following definitions of these particular 
categories have been excerpted from the National Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National 
Register Criteria for Evaluation. 

• Building.  A building, such as a house, barn, or similar construction, is created 
principally to shelter any form of human activity.  “Building” may also be used to 
refer to a historically and functionally related unit, such as a courthouse and jail or a 
house and barn; e.g., houses, stables, garages, city halls, commercial buildings, 
factories, hotels, mills, and train depots. 

• Structure.  The term “structure” is used to distinguish buildings from functional 
constructions made usually for purposes other than creating human shelter; e.g., 
bridges, tunnels, gold dredges, fire lookout towers, canals, dams, power plants, silos, 
systems of roadways and paths, kilns, earthworks, and bandstands. 

• Object.  The term “object” is used to distinguish buildings and structures from 
constructions that are primary artistic in nature or are relatively small in scale and 
simply constructed.  Although it may be, by nature or design, movable, an object is 
associated with a specific setting or environment; e.g., sculpture, statuary, 
monuments, boundary markers, and fountains. 

• Site.  A site is the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation 
or activity, or a building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the 
location itself possesses historic, cultural, or archaeological value regardless of the 
value of any existing structure; e.g., habitation sites, rock shelters, cemeteries, 
gardens, battlefields, ruins of historic buildings and structures, mining sites, 
shipwrecks, locations of treaty signings, trails, designed landscapes, and land areas 
having traditional cultural significance. 

                                                 
3  National Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, U.S. Department of the 

Interior, National Park Service, Preservation Assistance Division, 1995.  page 42. 
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• District.  A district possesses a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of 
sites, buildings, structures, or objects united historically or aesthetically by plan or 
physical development; e.g., college campuses, business districts, large forts, industrial 
complexes, rural villages, canal systems, large farms, ranches, estates or plantations, 
transportation networks, large landscaped parks, residential areas, and collections of 
habitation and limited activity sites.  Upon its identification, a district  

• can be further divided into contributing and noncontributing properties.  A district can 
be considered eligible even if all of the properties within the district are not eligible 
for individual listing distinction, as long as the grouping of properties achieves 
significance as a whole within its historic context.  While a district can also contain 
buildings, structures, sites, objects, or open spaces that do not contribute to the 
significance of the district, the majority of contributing properties must still convey 
the district’s sense of time and place and historic development.  Additionally, the 
majority of the components that add to the district’s historic character, even if they 
are individually undistinguished, must possess integrity (see below), as must the 
district as a whole. 

In addition to meeting the criteria of significance, a property must also have integrity.  
“Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance.”4  According to the National 
Register Bulletin, the National Register recognizes seven aspects or qualities that, in various 
combinations, define integrity.  To retain historic integrity, a property will always possess 
several, and usually most, of these seven aspects.  Thus, the retention of the specific aspects of 
integrity is paramount for a property to convey its significance.5  The seven factors that define 
integrity are location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  The 
following is excerpted from the National Register Bulletin, How to Apply the National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation, which provides guidance on the interpretation and application of these 
factors: 

• Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where 
the historic event occurred.6 

                                                 
4  How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, National Register Bulletin, U.S. Department of 

Interior, National Park Service, 1997.  p. 44. 
5  Ibid. 
6  “The relationship between the property and its location is often important to understanding why the property 

was created or why something happened.  The actual location of a historic property, complemented by its setting 
is particularly important in recapturing the sense of historic events and persons.  Except in rare cases, the 
relationship between a property and its historic associations is destroyed if the property is moved.”  Ibid. 
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• Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and 
style of a property.7 

• Setting is the physical environment of a historic property.8 

• Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a 
particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic 
property.9 

• Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people 
during any given period in history or prehistory.10 

• Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular 
period of time.11 

• Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a 
historic property.12 

In assessing a property’s integrity, the National Register criteria recognize that properties 
change over time, therefore, it is not necessary for a property to retain all its historic physical 
features or characteristics.  The property must retain, however, the essential physical features that 
enable it to convey its historic identity.13 

For properties which are considered significant under National Register Criteria A and B, 
the National Register Bulletin No. 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for 
                                                 
7  “A property’s design reflects historic functions and technologies as well as aesthetics.  It includes such 

considerations as the structural system; massing; arrangement of spaces; pattern of fenestration; textures and 
colors of surface materials; type, amount, and style of ornamental detailing; and arrangement and type of 
plantings in a designed landscape.” Ibid. 

8  Ibid, p.45. 
9  “The choice and combination of materials reveals the preferences of those who created the property and 

indicated the availability of particular types of materials and technologies.  Indigenous materials are often the 
focus of regional building traditions and thereby help define an area’s sense of time and place.” Ibid. 

10  “Workmanship can apply to the property as a whole or to its individual components.  It can be expressed in 
vernacular methods of construction and plain finishes or in highly sophisticated configurations and ornamental 
detailing.  It can be based on common traditions or innovative period techniques.”  Ibid. 

11  “It results from the presence of physical features that, taken together, convey the property’s historic character.” 
Ibid. 

12  “A property retains association if it is the place where the event or activity occurred and is sufficiently intact to 
convey that relationship to an observer.  Like feeling, association requires the presence of physical features that 
convey a property’s historic character. . . Because feeling and association depend on individual perceptions, 
their retention alone is never sufficient to support eligibility of a property for the National Register.” Ibid. 

13  Ibid, p. 46. 
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Evaluation, states that a property that is significant for its historic association is eligible if it 
retains the essential physical features that made up its character or appearance during the period 
of its association with the important event, historical pattern, or person(s).14 

In assessing the integrity of properties which are considered significant under National 
Register Criterion C, the National Register Bulletin No. 15 provides that a property important for 
illustrating a particular architectural style or construction technique must retain most of the 
physical features that constitute that style or technique.15 

B. STATE LEVEL 

The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), as an office of the California 
Department of Parks and Recreation, implements the policies of the NHPA on a statewide level.  
The OHP also carries out the duties as set forth in the Public Resources Code (PRC) and 
maintains the California Historical Resource Inventory.  The State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO) is an appointed official who implements historic preservation programs within the 
state’s jurisdictions.  Also implemented at the state level, CEQA requires projects to identify any 
substantial adverse impacts which may affect the significance of identified historical resources. 

1.  California Environmental Quality Act 

Under CEQA, a “project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.”16  This 
statutory standard involves a two-part inquiry.  The first involves a determination of whether the 
project involves a historical resource.  If so, then the second part involves determining whether 
the project may involve a “substantial adverse change in the significance” of the historical 
resource.  To address these issues, guidelines that implement the 1992 statutory amendments 
relating to historical resources were adopted in final form on October 26, 1998 with the addition 
of State CEQA Guideline Section 15064.5.  The CEQA Guidelines provide that for the purposes 
of CEQA compliance, the term “historical resources” shall include the following:17 

                                                 
14  Ibid. 
15  “A property that has lost some historic materials or details can be eligible if it retains the majority of the 

features that illustrate its style in terms of the massing, spatial relationships, proportion, pattern of windows and 
doors, texture of materials, and ornamentation.  The property is not eligible, however, if it retains some basic 
features conveying massing but has lost the majority of the features that once characterized its style.”  Ibid. 

16  California Public Resources Code § 21084.1. 
17  State CEQA Guidelines, 14 CCR § 15064.5(a). 
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• “A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources 
Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources. 

• A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section 
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or identified as significant in a historical 
resource survey meeting the requirements in section 5024.1(g) of the Public 
Resources Code, shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant.  Public 
agencies must treat any such resource as significant unless the preponderance of 
evidence demonstrates that it is not historically or culturally significant. 

• Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead 
agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, 
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, 
or cultural annals of California may be considered to be a historical resource, 
provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light 
of the whole record.  Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to 
be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the 
California Register of Historical Resources, which are as follows:  

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California's history and cultural heritage; 

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or 
possesses high artistic values; or 

4. Has yielded, or may yield, information important in prehistory or history.   

The Guidelines further provide that: "the fact that a resource is not listed in, or 
determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, not 
included in a local register of historical resources (pursuant to section 5020.1(k) of the Public 
Resources Code), or identified in a historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in section 
5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code) does not preclude a lead agency from determining that 
the resource may be a historical resource as defined in Public Resources Code sections 5020.1(j) 
or 5024.1.” 

2.  California Register of Historical Resources 

Created by Assembly Bill 2881, which was signed into law on September 27, 1992, the 
California Register of Historical Resources (California Register) is “an authoritative listing and 
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guide to be used by state and local agencies, private groups, and citizens in identifying the 
existing historical resources of the state and to indicate which resources deserve to be protected, 
to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change.”18  The criteria for eligibility 
for the California Register are based upon National Register criteria.19  However, they have been 
modified for state use in order to include a range of historical resources that better reflect the 
history of California.  Certain resources are determined by the statute to be automatically 
included in the California Register, including California properties formally determined eligible 
for, or listed in, the National Register of Historic Places.20 

The California Register consists of resources that are listed automatically and those that 
must be nominated through an application and public hearing process.  The California Register 
automatically includes the following: 

• California properties listed on the National Register of Historic Places and those 
formally Determined Eligible for the National Register of Historic Places;21 

• California Registered Historical Landmarks from No. 770 onward; and 

• Those California Points of Historical Interest that have been evaluated by the OHP 
and have been recommended to the State Historical Commission for inclusion on the 
California Register.22 

Other resources which may be nominated to the California Register include: 

• Individual historical resources; 

• Historical resources contributing to historic districts; 

• Historic resources identified as significant in historical resources surveys with 
significance ratings of Category 1 through 5;23 and 

• Historical resources designated or listed as local landmarks, or designated under any 
local ordinance, such as an historic preservation overlay zone.24 

                                                 
18  California Public Resources Code § 5024.1(a). 
19  Ibid, § 5024.1(b). 
20  Ibid, § 5024.1(d). 
21  Ibid, § 5024.1(d)(1). 
22  Op. Cit. 
23 See Appendix B for an explanation of significance rating categories. 
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To be eligible for the California Register, a historic resource must be significant at the 
local, state, or national level, under one or more of the following four criteria: 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the 
United States; or 

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national 
history; or 

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or 
possesses high artistic values; or 

4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory 
or history of the local area, California, or the nation. 

Like the National Register, the California Register criteria have exceptions to what can be 
considered eligible for inclusion.  These exceptions mostly address resource type rather than 
significance and are called Special Considerations.   

The California Code of Regulations Title 14, Chapter 11.5, Section 4852(d) defines those 
properties that may be “Special Considerations.”  Such properties include moved buildings, 
structures, or objects; properties achieving significance within the past fifty years; and 
reconstructed buildings. 

With respect to moved resources, the regulations provide that the State Historical 
Resources Commission encourages the retention of historical resources on site and discourages 
the non-historic grouping of historic buildings into parks or districts.25  However, it is recognized 
that moving an historic building, structure, or object is sometimes necessary to prevent its 
destruction.26  Therefore, a moved building, structure, or object that is otherwise eligible may be 
listed in the California Register if it was moved to prevent its demolition at its former location 
and if the new location is compatible with the original character and use of the historical 

                                                                                                                                                             
24  California Public Resources Code § 5024.1(e). 
25  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 11.5, Section 4852(d)(1). 
26  Ibid. 
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resource.27  An historical resource should retain its historic features and compatibility in 
orientation, setting, and general environment.28 

For resources achieving significance within the past fifty years, the regulations provide 
that in order to understand the historic importance of a property less than fifty years of age, 
sufficient time must have passed to obtain a scholarly perspective on the events or individuals 
associated with the resource.29  A resource less than fifty years old may be considered for listing 
in the California Register if it can demonstrate that sufficient time has passed to understand its 
historical importance.30 

Additionally, reconstructed properties can be considered for listing in the California 
Register.  Reconstructed buildings are those buildings not listed in the California Register under 
the criteria listed above (Section 4852(b)(1), (2), or (3).31  A reconstructed building less than fifty 
years old may be eligible if it embodies traditional building methods and techniques that play an 
important role in a community’s historically rooted beliefs, customs, and practices; e.g. Native 
American roundhouse.32 

The California Register criteria for evaluation purpose uses similar categories to those 
used for the National Register for identifying types of historic resources eligible for designation: 
building, structure, object, site, and district.  The following definitions have been excerpted from 
the California Code of Regulations Title 14, Chapter 11.5 Section 4852(a), the California 
Register of Historical Resources. 

• Building.  A resource, such as a house, barn, church, factory, hotel, or similar 
structure created principally to shelter or assist in carrying out any form of human 
activity.  “Building” may also be used to refer to an historically and functionally 
related unit, such as a courthouse and jail or a house and barn. 

• Site.  A site is the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation 
or activity, or a building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the 
location itself possesses historical, cultural, or archaeological value regardless of the 
value of any existing building, structure, or object.  A site need not be marked by 

                                                 
27  Ibid. 
28  Ibid. 
29  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 11.5, Section 4852(d)(2). 
30  Ibid. 
31  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 11.5, Section 4852(d)(3). 
32  Ibid. 
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physical remains if it is the location of a prehistoric or historic event, and if no 
buildings, structures, or objects marked it at that time.  Examples of such sites are 
trails, designed landscapes, battlefields, habitation sites, Native American ceremonial 
areas, petroglyphs, and pictographs. 

• Structure.  The term “structure” is used to describe those constructions made for a 
functional purpose rather than creating human shelter.  Examples of structures include 
mines, bridges, and tunnels. 

• Object.  The term “object” is used to describe those constructions that are primarily 
artistic in nature or are relatively small in scale and simply constructed, as opposed to 
a building or a structure.  Although it may be movable by nature or design, an object 
is associated with a specific setting or environment.  Objects should be in a setting 
appropriate to their significant historic use, role, or character.  Objects that are 
relocated to a museum are not eligible for listing in the California Register.  
Examples of objects include fountains, monuments, maritime resources, sculptures, 
and boundary markers. 

• Historic District.  Historic districts are unified geographic entities which contain a 
concentration of historic buildings, structures, objects, or sites united historically, 
culturally, or architecturally.  Historic districts are defined by precise geographic 
boundaries.  Therefore, districts with unusual boundaries require a description of 
what lies immediately outside of the area, in order to define the edge of the district 
and to explain the exclusion of adjoining areas. 

–   

Additionally, a historic resource eligible for listing in the California Register must meet 
one or more of the criteria of significance described above and retain enough of its historic 
character or appearance to be recognizable as a historic resource and to convey the reasons for its 
significance.  Historical resources that have been rehabilitated or restored may be evaluated for 
listing.33 

The state regulations define "integrity" of an historic resource as the authenticity of the 
resource's physical identity evidenced by the survival of characteristics that existed during the 
resource's period of significance.  Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of location, 
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  The resource must also be 
judged with reference to the particular criteria under which it is proposed for eligibility.  It is 

                                                 
33  California Code of Regulations, California Register of Historical Resources (Title 14, Chapter 11.5), Section 

4852(c). 
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possible that a historic resource may not retain sufficient integrity to meet the criteria for listing 
in the National Register, but it may still be eligible for listing in the California Register.34 

3.  California Office of Historic Preservation Survey Methodology 

The evaluation instructions and classification system prescribed by the OHP in its 
Instructions for Recording Historical Resources provide a three-digit evaluation code for use in 
classifying potential historic resources.  The first digit indicates one of the following general 
evaluation categories for use in conducting cultural resource surveys: 

1. Listed on the National Register or the California Register; 

2. Determined eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register; 

3. Appears eligible for the National Register or the California Register through survey 
evaluation; 

4. Appears eligible for the National Register or the California Register through other 
evaluation; 

5. Recognized as Historically Significant by Local Government; 

6. Not eligible for any Listing or Designation; and 

7. Not evaluated for the National Register or California Register or needs re-evaluation. 

The second digit is a letter code indicating whether the resource is separately eligible (S), 
eligible as part of a district (D), or both (B).  The third digit is a number which is used to further 
specify significance and refine the relationship of the property to the National Register and 
California Register.  Under this system, categories 1 through 4 pertain to various levels of 
National Register or California Register eligibility.  Category 5 pertains to properties that are 
ineligible for National Register or California Register listing, but are recognized as historically 
significant by local government.  In addition, properties not eligible for listing or designation in 
the National Register, California Register, or a local register are given an evaluation code of 6. 

                                                 
34  Ibid. 
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C. LOCAL LEVEL   

1.  County of Los Angeles 

a.  Los Angeles County Historical Landmarks and Records Commission 

The County Historical Landmarks and Records Commission (Commission) considers and 
recommends to the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors local historical landmarks 
defined to be worthy of registration by the state of California Department of Parks and 
Recreation either as “California Historical Landmarks” or as “Points of Historical Interest.” 

A resource must meet one or more of the following criteria for designation as a State 
Historical Landmark: 

• Is the first, last, only, or most significant of its type in the State or within a large 
geographic region (Northern, Central, or Southern California); 

• Is associated with an individual or group having a profound influence on the history 
of California; and/or 

• Is a prototype of, or is an outstanding example of, a period, style, architectural 
movement or construction, or is one of the more notable works or the best surviving 
work in a region of a pioneer architect, designer, or master builder. 

The same criteria apply for designation as a State Point of Historical Interest, but pertain 
to local and county regions. 

The Commission may consider and comment for the Board of Supervisors on 
applications related to the National Register.  The Commission makes its considerations and 
recommendations in light of criteria for designation, including significance and access, and 
provision for maintenance, as specified in state law, including the California Public Resources 
Code, or in regulations and interpretations of the State Historical Resources Commission.   

b.  County of Los Angeles General Plan 

The County of Los Angeles General Plan establishes specific goals related to the 
conservation of cultural resources: 

• Encourage cultural and social diversity and the preservation of the cultural heritage of 
the County of Los Angeles; and 
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• Protect cultural heritage resources. 

c.  Los Angeles County Arts Commission 

For any county-owned artwork, statues, fountains, or memorial plaques, the Los Angeles 
County Arts Commission oversees a program that established a set of policies and procedures for 
the long-term care, repair, or replacement of such civic art (referred to as the County of Los 
Angeles Civic Art Policy and Procedures). 35  The Policy and Procedures include guidelines on 
the routine maintenance, conservation and replacement, acceptance of gifts and loans, and 
deaccessioning of civic art on County-owned property.  The Los Angeles County Arts 
Commission is an advisory group to the County Board of Supervisors. 

2.  City of Los Angeles 

a.  Historic - Cultural Monuments 

The City of Los Angeles adopted a Cultural Heritage Ordinance, in 1962, that was 
amended in 1985 (Los Angeles Administrative Code, Sections 22.120 et seq.).  The Ordinance 
created a Cultural Heritage Commission and criteria for designating Historic-Cultural 
Monuments (LAHCMs).  Once a property has been designated an LAHCM, the City’s Cultural 
Heritage Commission and its staff review permits to alter, relocate, or demolish these landmarks.  
The Cultural Heritage Commission and its staff are under the purview of the City Planning 
Department. 

The Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Ordinance (Los Angeles Administrative Code, 
Section 22.130) establishes criteria for designating local historic resources and/or historic 
districts (historic preservation overlay zones) as LAHCMs.  These properties must reflect one of 
the following elements: 

• The proposed site, building, or structure reflects or exemplifies the broad cultural, 
political, economic, or social history of the nation, state, or City (community);   

• The proposed site, building, or structure is identified with historic personages or with 
important events in the main currents of national, state, or local history;   

• The proposed site, building, or structure embodies certain distinguishing architectural 
characteristics of an architectural-type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a 
period style or method of construction; or 

                                                 
35  Approved December 7, 2004. 
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• The proposed site, building, or structure is a notable work of a master builder, 
designer, or architect whose individual genius influenced his age. 

The Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) Ordinance was adopted in 1979 and 
revised in 1997.  An HPOZ is a planning tool that recognizes the special qualities of areas that 
are historically, culturally, or architecturally significant.  Evaluation criteria for Historic 
Preservation Overlay Zones state that structures, natural features, or sites within the involved 
area, or the area as a whole, shall meet one or more of the following: 

• Adds to the historic architectural qualities or historic associations for which a 
property is significant because it was present during the period of significance, and 
possesses historic integrity reflecting its character at that time; 

• Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristics, represents an 
established feature of the neighborhood, community, or City; 

• Retaining the structure would help preserve and protect an historic place or area of 
historic interest in the City. 

The City of Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission Policy Guide excludes from 
consideration as Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments properties over which it has no 
jurisdiction.  Included in this category are federal, state, county, or school district properties 
located within the City of Los Angeles.  Those properties discussed in the following paragraphs 
that are either owned by the federal, state, or county government are not eligible for City 
designation as Historic-Cultural Monuments nor are they eligible as contributors to a potential 
city-level historic district.   
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III.  ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

 

A. HISTORIC CONTEXT 

1.  Los Angeles 

Prior to the arrival of the Spanish in California, the Los Angeles area was inhabited by 
the Gabrielino Indians who lived in a village located between Fort Moore Hill and the Los 
Angeles River.  The earliest explorers to the region arrived in 1769 with the Gaspar de Portola 
Expedition.  In 1781, Mexican settlers under the direction of Spanish Governor Felipe de Neve 
founded El Pueblo de La Reina de Los Angeles.  The pueblo grant also included the four square 
leagues (approximately 36 square miles) which stretched from Hoover Street to Indian and from 
Fountain Avenue to the line of Exposition Boulevard.  The vast acreage surrounding the pueblo 
in all directions was divided into numerous ranchos of various sizes during the Mexican period 
(1822 - 1848).  The San Francisquito, Potrero Grande, and San Antonio ranchos were established 
east of the pueblo.  Portions of the land to the north of the pueblo became part of Rancho San 
Rafael.   

In 1850, California was admitted as the 31st state in the Union and, in the same year, the 
City of Los Angeles was formally incorporated, centered around a plaza which was located just 
northeast of the current plaza.  Many Americans and recent immigrants flocked to California in 
hopes of finding gold.  During the 1860s and 1870s, land to the west and north of the present-day 
Harbor Freeway (State Highway 110) was settled as Los Angeles began to expand.  In the 1870s 
and 1880s, immigrants established Chinatown just to the north of the city center.  By the 1880s, 
southern California began attracting Midwesterners and Easterners who could now travel by 
railroad directly to the west coast.  Streetcars also made possible the development of residential 
neighborhoods beyond downtown Los Angeles during the late 1880s and early 1890s.  The 
former ranchos were eventually further subdivided into smaller communities, such as Highland 
Park, Brooklyn Heights, Boyle Heights, East Los Angeles, and Angelino Heights. 

During the first quarter of the 20th century, the success of the motion picture business, 
discovery of oil within the region, a successful citrus industry, and a booming real estate market 
continued to entice new settlers, particularly Midwesterners, to the Los Angeles region.  To 
support the growing commercial and agricultural ventures, immigrants from Mexico, Japan, and 
China also moved to the area.  The Owens Valley Aqueduct was completed in 1913, providing 
water to outlying areas of Los Angeles and promoting further development in the area.   
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2.  Bunker Hill  

Although the Bunker Hill area today is defined as within 1st Street (north), Hill Street 
(east), 5th Street (south), and the Harbor Freeway (west), the crest of the actual hill, named in 
1875 to commemorate the Revolutionary War Battle of Bunker Hill, was at the intersection of 1st 
Street and Grand Avenue.  It sloped to the north down towards where the Hollywood Freeway 
now runs, to the south towards 5th Street, to the east down to Spring Street, and to the west down 
to where the Harbor Freeway now runs.  

Bunker Hill was developed by businessman Prudent Beaudry, who in 1867 paid $517 to 
build a subdivision with lots offering views of the Los Angeles basin and neighboring hills.  
Wealthy families started building large houses on the hill in the late 1860s after a series of floods 
encouraged residential development on higher ground.  High style homes of the Victorian period 
were built here by some of Los Angeles’ most wealthy residents.   

With the booming expansion of the City, housing was at a premium, and apartment 
buildings and hotels soon started making their way into the Bunker Hill area in the 1880s.  City 
Hall at that time was located on Broadway between 2nd and 3rd Streets right at the base of the hill.  
In the early part of the twentieth century, the Angels Flight funicular railroad that climbed the 
steep grade from Hill Street up 3rd Street further contributed to the transformation of Bunker Hill, 
making it easier to gain access to the higher neighborhoods.   

Until the end of World War I, the Bunker Hill area was a respectable residential area with 
most of the occupants employed in businesses and industries located at the bottom of the hill 
along Broadway and farther to the east towards the industrial section of the City and the rail 
yards.  During the Depression years, the Bunker Hill area became a slum with the houses and 
apartment buildings falling into disrepair due to poverty and neglect.  Those residents who could 
afford to escaped into the new communities being established away from the City center. 

At the same time that the residential area of Bunker Hill was becoming an ever larger 
eyesore, the City fathers started developing plans to establish a civic center for the quickly 
sprawling city.  

3.  Civic Center  

The geographic area that is referred to as the “Civic Center” can be defined in a number 
of ways depending on the purpose of the definition as well as who is defining the area.  For the 
purposes of this report, unless explicitly stated otherwise, the geographic area that is referred to 
as the Civic Center is the description set forth below. 
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When the pueblo of Los Angeles was founded in 1781, one side of the central plaza was 
set aside to erect church and government buildings.  The seat of city government later moved to a 
one story wood-frame building across from the present city hall.  In 1885, city offices moved to 
Second and Spring Streets, and in 1889, a four-story masonry city hall was erected on Broadway 
between Second and Third Streets.  Plans for a unified civic and cultural center were developed 
starting at the turn of the century by Charles Mulford Robinson.  The Central Library was 
eventually constructed on the site that Robinson had envisioned as a cultural center, and a Hall of 
Records building was completed on the proposed civic center site in 1910.  

Between 1890 and 1910, the City’s population greatly expanded with the influx of 
easterners who benefited from a price war between the two railroad lines serving the Pacific 
coast.  The efficient streetcar system built lines into the neighboring communities to carry 
workers away from the city to the suburbs at night so they could enjoy living in the country.  
Distances between home, work, and recreation increased while the commercial center moved 
south to Third Street and then west to Spring Street where the City’s first skyscraper, the still-
standing 12-story Braly Block, was constructed in 1904.  

As early as 1900, there were discussions of creating a “City Beautiful” Civic Center for 
the City and County of Los Angeles.  In 1905, a Municipal Arts Commission was appointed, and 
this group, in turn, engaged the pioneer city planner, Charles Mulford Robinson, to prepare a 
plan, which it published in 1909.  The tasks of carrying forward the then highly popular idea of a 
City Beautiful Civic Center fell into the hands of a newly formed City Planning Association, 
formed in 1913.  The Southern Californian Chapter of the A.I.A. advocated that a national 
competition should be held to select an architect/planner to design a civic center for the City.  

During the teens and twenties, additional proposals for a Civic Center were developed.  
One of the most ambitious was prepared by a consortium of architects called Allied Architects.  
The Allied Architects Association was founded by Jess E. Stanton.  Their plan extended the 
Civic Center north to the Plaza and west to Bunker Hill.  An echo of its north-south axis can still 
be seen in the orientation of City Hall, constructed in 1927, and the Federal Courthouse building, 
constructed in 1937.  (See Figure 4 on page 26). 

In 1939, both Union Station and the Federal Courthouse were dedicated.  Six years later, 
the Civic Center Authority was created to revise plans submitted by the Allied Architect’s 
Association and others for the proposed master planning of the Civic Center.  In 1940, the 
Pasadena Freeway was opened connecting downtown Los Angeles with the northern suburbs.  
The impact that the automobile was making on this huge sprawling city, and the need for 
building more freeways, postponed the plans for the civic center until the early 1950s.  At the 
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same time, the federal government embarked on an urban renewal campaign aimed at clearing 
slums for private development. 

In 1948, to make room for the Hollywood Freeway and the four level interchange 
between the Hollywood Freeway and the Pasadena Freeway, buildings were razed and the 
engineers literally cut away sections of Bunker Hill and Fort Moore Hill to make room for the 
roadways.  The Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles, armed with the 
power of eminent domain, started removing slum dwellings in the area and by 1960, all of the 
community of Bunker Hill had been scraped down to dirt and all remnants of curving streets and 
hilly terraces had been shaved into a new profile.   

The Civic Center’s east-west orientation was fixed by the completion of the Hollywood 
Freeway in 1952, which blocked development to the north, and by the availability of land on 
Bunker Hill, which encouraged development to the west.  The Civic Center began expanding 
east when two blocks of Little Tokyo were acquired in 1948 for a new police headquarters.  The 
eastern boundary of the Civic Center was further extended to Alameda Street.  This plan also 
designated the blocks east of Spring Street and north of Temple Street for buildings of the federal 
government and the blocks south of Temple Street for the City of Los Angeles. 

As a sign of the times in the early 1950s, the Civic Center Mall was to be the site of a 
proposed garage/air raid shelter combination.  The Los Angeles City Planning Commission 
proposed to have the Civic Center underground garages double as air raid shelters when 
completed, capable of holding 90,000 people.   

The plan for the Civic Center that did develop was a modified Beaux-Arts plan.  An east-
west axis runs from the Water and Power Building (1964) at the west end to the City Hall (1927) 
on the east.  Lining the axis are the buildings of the Music Center (1964-69); then to the north, 
the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration (1960), the Hall of Records (1962), and the Criminal 
Court Building (1962); to the south, the Courthouse (1958), Law Library (1953), and State 
Office Building (the building was demolished in the early 1980s due to damage incurred from an 
earthquake.  The concrete foundation is still in place).  The City Hall was to have been the 
termination of this major axis and to have been the center of a north-south axis.  The latter idea 
never was achieved.  Somewhat off-center, the Department of Water and Power Building forms a 
sort-of termination of the major east-west axis.  By the end of the 1960s, the first portion of the 
terraced mall, with its underground parking garages, was completed.  

In 1951, the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors approved the current location 
of the County of Los Angeles Mall, on First Street between Hill Street and Grand Avenue, for 
construction of the County Courthouse.  The Associated Architects, Stanton, Stockwell, Paul R. 
Williams; Adrian Wilson; and Austin, Field & Fry were commissioned to draft plans for the 
County Courthouse and Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration.  To accommodate the proposed 
buildings, First Street and Grand Avenue were lowered, and Olive Street was eliminated between 
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First Street and Temple Street.  The County Courthouse was completed in 1958.  The Kenneth 
Hahn Hall of Administration was completed in 1961.  At that time, functions housed in the Old 
Hall of Records (1934-1958) were relocated to the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
including the Board of Supervisors, Chief Administrative Officer, County Counsel, the Assessor, 
the Auditor, and Tax Collector.  (See Figure 5 on page 29). 

The public open space between the County Courthouse and the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration, known as the El Paseo de los Pobladores, was developed in 1966 by the firm of 
Cornell, Bridges, and Troller.  As senior partner, Cornell was involved in the design of the Paseo 
de los Pobladores but is better known for his work on the Franklin D. Murphy Sculpture Garden 
and the Sunset Canyon Recreation Center on the University of California Los Angeles campus, 
both of which won national design awards.”36  

The only structures remaining in the area from the urban renewal era include City Hall, 
the Hall of Justice, and the Federal Building (now the Federal Courthouse).  Architectural 
characteristics of these civic institutions vary greatly, yet they all have associations with 
government service and share a common physical interrelationship with each other as a unified 
grouping in the downtown area.   

B. SURVEY STUDY AREA DEFINED 

The historic resources study area was identified based on the potential direct and/or 
indirect changes in the character or use of identified historic resources by the proposed Project.  
Because historic resources can be affected by land use changes, visual, noise, or atmospheric 
intrusions, the study area was defined as the Project site, which includes the Civic Center Mall 
and Court of Flags between City Hall and Grand Avenue; the streetscape along Grand Avenue 
between Fifth Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue; the five Parcels located within the CRA/LA’s 
Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area; and those properties fronting the streets that define the 
Project site.  For example, the City’s DWP building, located on the west side of Hope Street and 
north of First Street, was not included in this analysis as no part of the Project site adjoins the 
DWP Building.  The historical significance of the entire potential historic district was evaluated, 
but the survey study area did not extend to encompass the entire potential historic district.  
Figure 6 on page 30 illustrates the survey study area and identifies those properties located 
within it.   

                                                 
36  Grand Avenue and Environs Project Final Environmental Impact Report, County of Los Angeles, 2002. 
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C. EVALUATION OF HISTORIC RESOURCES WITHIN STUDY AREA 

The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) indicates that there are 
five (5) properties in the study area that are listed in the California Historical Resources 
Inventory maintained by OHP.  These five previously recorded properties include the Kenneth 
Hahn Hall of Administration, the Los Angeles County Courthouse, the Civic Center Mall (Paseo 
de los Pobladores park), Los Angeles City Hall, and the Southern California Edison building.  
The first three referenced properties were surveyed and evaluated in 2002 as part of a Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) Section 106 project.  Because a federal agency was involved 
the properties were only surveyed for National Register eligibility.  State and local eligibility 
potential was not considered at the time.  Under the Section 106 process, they were found to be 
ineligible for the National Register because of their age (less than fifty years old) and were, 
therefore, each given a National Register status code of 6Y2.37  The survey assessment entitled 
Historical Resources Assessment, Grand Avenue and Environs Project, Los Angeles, California  
Greenwood and Associates (2002), documented the findings of this survey.  The Los Angeles 
City Hall building is noted in the OHP database as being formally evaluated a number of times 
as eligible for National Register listing under Criteria A (historical associations) and C 
(architecture).  Currently, this property is a designated City of Los Angeles Historical-Cultural 
Monument.  The Southern California Edison building located at 601 West 5th Street has also 
been formally evaluated for National Register significance.  The Art Deco building is eligible for 
the National Register under Criterion C based on its distinguishing architectural style and 
association with a prominent architect.  The building, currently referred to as One Bunker Hill 
(the Southern California Edison building), is also a designated Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monument.   

In December 2005, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the County Courthouse, 
Hall of Records, and the Clara Foltz Criminal Justice Center were evaluated for federal and state 
significance as individual resources in a historical analysis by Brenda Levin and Associates and 
Theresa Grimes (sometimes referred to in this current report as the "Grimes report").  This 
survey assessment was included in a larger report entitled the “Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration: Strategic Real Estate and Facilities Options” prepared for the Los Angeles 
County Chief Administrative Office.  The Grimes historical assessment also looked at the Los 
Angeles Civic Center as a possible historic district.  Eleven buildings within this area were 
identified and c evaluated for historical significance using federal and state criteria.  The eleven 
properties considered in this analysis were the Los Angeles City Hall, the Law Library, the State 
Courthouse, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the Paseo de los Pobladores, the Hall of 
Records, the Department of Water and Power, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Ahmanson 
                                                 
37  National Register Status Code 6Y2: determined ineligible for listing in the National Register through a 

concensus determination of a federal agency and the State Historic Preservation Officer. 
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Theater, the Mark Taper Forum and the Clara Foltz Criminal Justice Center.  This survey 
assessment concluded that a potential historic district comprised of these eleven buildings was 
not eligible for the National Register or California Register because it did not possess 
exceptional importance within a historic context, such as city planning or late Modern 
architecture.  The Grimes report did state that this potential district may become eligible for 
listing in the National Register, and by extension the California Register, when more time has 
passed and when there is a context for evaluating its historic significance.38 

The Grimes report also acknowledged that there have been claims that the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration, the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, and the Paseo de los Pobladores might be 
considered to be an historic district, and that there could be a potential larger potential historic 
district including the Music Center and the Department of Water and Power, and that these 
possibilities must be considered in any plans to adversely impact these resources.  The current 
survey process for this EIR was conducted in accordance with OHP's Instructions for Recording 
Historical Resources (1995), which give a 45-year threshold for surveying properties for 
inclusion in the OHP filing system.  According to OHP’s introduction to its recordation 
methodology, any physical evidence of human activities over 45 years old may be recorded for 
the purposes of inclusion in its inventory database.  

As a general rule, a 50 year age threshold for historical significance is applied in 
evaluations for the state register.  Although the California Register does not specifically call out 
a fifty year threshold for significance, it does refer to being “consistent” with the National 
Register criteria, and indirectly addresses a 50 year rule in its regulations dealing with special 
considerations.39  The 45 year age threshold recommended by OHP for recordation purposes 
recognizes that there is commonly a five year lag between resource identification and the date 
that planning decisions are made.  OHP explicitly encourages the collection of data about 
resources that may become eligible for the National Register or California Register within that 
planning period.  Its methodology, however, also acknowledges that …"More restrictive criteria 
(such as the National Register criteria, the California Register criteria, and/or local government 
criteria) must be met before a resource included in OHP's filing system is listed, found eligible 
for listing, or otherwise determined to be important in connection with federal, state, and local 
legal statutes and registration programs." 

The planning decisions for this project are scheduled to be considered by the lead and 
responsible agencies beginning in 2006.  Therefore, this survey assessment utilizes the 45 year 
threshold (properties completed before 1961) for identifying potential historic resources.  
However, the 50 year age threshold (those properties completed before 1957) is used when 

                                                 
38  Grimes, Theresa and Brenda Levin and Associates.  “Historic Analysis - Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration: 

Strategic Estate and Facilities Options.” Los Angeles County Chief Administrative Office, December 2005.  
39  California Code of Regulations Section 4852. 
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evaluating potential resources for historical significance under the National Register and 
California Register criteria.   

 For evaluation purposes, four properties built either in or before 1956, including the Los 
Angeles City Hall discussed above, were identified within the study area.  Summarized findings 
of the properties are noted in Table 1 on page 34 and are discussed later in this section.   

Those properties that were identified as post-1956 construction, including those along 
Grand Avenue south of 2nd Street and north of 5th Street, were not documented or evaluated in 
the current survey process unless they appeared to have a potential for satisfying the threshold of 
significance for “exceptional” importance under the National Register Criteria Considerations 
and/or the category of “special considerations” of the California Register criteria.40,41    Besides 
satisfying the regular federal and/or state criteria a property under 50 years of age must also meet 
the special requirements of either the National Register’s Criteria Consideration G: Properties 
That Have Achieved Significance within the Past Fifty Years42 or the California Register’s 
Special (Criteria) Consideration for properties less than fifty years old or both.  Under these 
circumstances, six of the post-1956 properties located within the survey study area exhibited 
possible exceptional significance sufficient enough for National Register and/or California 
Register eligibility consideration 

A summary of the results of the historic resources survey and evaluation of the properties 
within or adjacent to the Project site (as listed in Table 1) is presented on the following pages, 
including descriptions and evaluations of significance. 

1.  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 

Representing the “public sector” are the institutional buildings, structures, sites, and 
objects of the Civic Center.  For this survey analysis the core of this grouping extends from Hope 
Street to Main Street (west-east boundary) and Temple Street to First Street (north-south 
boundary).  This boundary may be extended upon further research and analysis of the area, the 
public facilities within it, and the historic context developed.  Furthermore, the potential exists 
that more than one potential historic district may be present. 

Although not under any formal determination of eligibility or designation as part of this 
study, a potential California Register historic district comprised of a sufficient number of public 
buildings, structures, sites, and objects located within proximity of one another united physically 

                                                 
40 As defined in National Register Bulletin 15, p. 42. 
41 CCR Section 4852(d)(2) 
42  Ibid. 
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and historically was identified for CEQA purposes.  As the Project may adversely impact 
portions of this potential historic district, its identification and inclusion within this report is 
appropriate. 

For historical significance, a property eligible for the National Register that is less than 
fifty years of age must be of exceptional importance.  The exact definition of exceptional 

Table 1 
 

Properties Surveyed Within the Study Area 
 

Site No. Description 
Year 

Completed Rating 
1 Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District (Potential)a 1953-2003 3CS 
2 Walt Disney Concert Hall 2003 3S 
3 The Music Center  3S/3CD 
 A.  Dorothy Chandler Pavilion 1964 -- 
 B.  Mark Taper Forum 1967 -- 
 C.  Ahmanson Theatre 1967 -- 

4 Music Center Annex Circa 1960 6Z 
5 Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 2002 3S 
6 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 1960  3CD 
7 Civic Center Mall – El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles 1966 3CD 
8 Hall of Records 1962 3CD 
9 Civic Center Mall – Court of Historic Flags 1968 3CD 

10 Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 1972 3CD 
11 Los Angeles City Hall 1928 2S2/3CD 
12 Parking lot Unknown 6Z 
13 Vacant lot – concrete foundation of former State Office Building Unknown 6Z 
14 Los Angeles County Law Library, Mildred E. Lillie Building 1953 3CD 
15 Los Angeles County Courthouse/Stanley Mosk Courthouse 1958 3CD 
16 Parking lot (Parcels Q and W-1/W-2) Unknown 6Z 
17 Colburn School of Performing Arts 1998 6Z 
18 Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) 1987 6Z 
19 Parking lot (Parcels M-2 and C) Unknown 6Z 
20 Southern California Edison (One Bunker Hill) 1930 2S2 

  

Explanation of Codes: 
2S2 Individually determined eligible for National Register by consensus through Section 106 process.   
3CS Appears eligible for California Register as an individual property through survey evaluation. 
3S  Appears eligible for National Register as an individual property through survey evaluation. 
3CD Appears eligible for California Register as a contributor to a California Register eligible district through 

survey evaluation.  
6Z  Found ineligible for National Register, California Register, or local designation through survey evaluation. 
Note: 
a Although not formally designated, for the purposes of this analysis a historic district that is potentially eligible 

for listing on the California Register has been identified. 
 
Source:   
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significance and its application are defined in the National Register Bulletin entitled “How to 
Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation.”  The phrase “exceptional importance” is 
usually applied to the extraordinary importance of an event or to an entire category of resources.  
Further, the phrase does not require that the property be of national significance.  It is a measure 
of a property’s importance within the appropriate historic context developed. 

For California Register eligibility, however, the criteria consideration for an historic 
resource that is less than fifty years of age is different than it is in the National Register.  For a 
state register evaluation, a historic resource does not need to possess "exceptional importance" to 
be considered to be eligible for listing; but rather it needs to meet the California Register 
category of Special Considerations for properties less than fifty years old.  This regulation 
stipulates that a resource that is less than fifty years old may be considered for listing the 
California Register if it can be demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to understand its 
historical importance.  In order to understand the historic importance of a resource, sufficient 
time must have passed to obtain a scholarly perspective on the events or individuals associated 
with the resource.  The “California Office of Historic Preservation Technical Assistance Series 
#6 Bulletin: California Register and National Register – A Comparison,” (2001) further 
elaborates the differences between the federal and state criteria.   

Four levels of government are represented by the buildings, structures, sites, and objects 
within the Civic Center – federal, state, county, and city.  Two large examples of public sector 
facilities within the potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are the Los Angeles 
County buildings along the east side of Grand Avenue across from the Music Center – the 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration and the County Courthouse.  They form two sides of a 
rectangle that encloses a portion of the Civic Center Mall (Paseo de los Pobladores de Los 
Angeles).  The terraced park continues downhill eastward to its neighbor, the Court of Flags, 
which is flanked by the Hall of Records building to the north and the County Law Library.  
Further east is the Criminal Justice Center, City Hall, City Hall East and South, and the Los 
Angeles Police Headquarters (Parker Center).  North of the survey area, along the north side of 
Temple Street are the Hall of Justice, Federal Courthouse, Federal Office Building, the Edward 
Roybal Center, and the Metropolitan Detention Center.  The City of Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power building forms the potential district’s western terminus along Hope Street. 

Outside of Washington, D.C., the Los Angeles Civic Center boasts the largest collection 
of government buildings in the country.43,44  Most of these buildings are products of the spare, 
cost effective, and functional mid-century Moderne architecture of the 1950s and 1960s.  To the 

                                                 
43  Herman, Robert.  “Downtown Los Angeles: A Walking Guide.”  City Vista Press, Claremont, California, 1997, 

p.115.  
44 Los Angeles Times.  “New Plans Offered for Civic Center.”  August 14, 1951, pg. A1. 
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far west, along Hope Street, is the City’s Department of Water and Power building, a multi-story 
structure floating within a grouping of shallow pools and fountains.  To the east, the area 
includes City Hall, the Federal Office Building, and Parker Center (which is currently 
undergoing redevelopment, i.e., remodeling, demolition and new construction), among other 
public facilities.  The development of a centralized civic center for the Los Angeles downtown 
area was first considered as early as 1906.  Since that time, such plans evolved into grander more 
formalized ideas that ultimately came together as a master plan that civic leaders could agree 
upon and approve.  Impetus for the forward movement of the master plan was the 1933 Long 
Beach earthquake.  A 1938 proposal called for a vast, block-wide garden extending north from 
1st Street a few blocks and west to Grand Avenue.  City, county, State, and federal buildings 
were to surround this park area.  An expanded master plan was developed by a group of 
prominent local architects, including J.E. Stanton; W.E. Stockwell; Paul R. Williams; Adrian 
Wilson; and the firm of Austin, Field & Fry in 1947.  This plan was modified in 1951 to include 
more civic buildings in a slightly expanded area with additional facilities north of the freeway 
(which had not been built yet).  The freeway now serves as a physical dividing line between the 
El Pueblo Historic Park to the north and the Civic Center to the south.   

County manager Arthur J. Will managed this later proposal and was noted as stating “that 
the new Civic Center will be the most beautiful public project of its kind in the nation, 
unmatched by any city in the country.”45  The Los Angeles Times ran countless articles and 
illustrations in its paper showing the layout of the proposed master plan.  An example is 
presented in Figure 7 on page 37.  Much of what was presented in the plan became a reality 
during the 1950s and 1960s.  The current Civic Center, with its varied civic uses and diverse 
architecture, is a physical manifestation of those early ideas brought to fruition.  The Civic 
Center is a key component in downtown Los Angeles’ urban framework and open space 
network.  It was designed to serve as an important focal point for the City as the geographic 
center of government facilities, and it continues to do so today. 

At the National Register level of significance, this grouping of buildings does not appear 
eligible for designation as a potential historic district because it does not appear to possess 
sufficient “exceptional” importance as defined by National Register Criteria Consideration G: 
Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Past Fifty Years.46  These findings are 
consistent with those of the Grimes report discussed earlier in this report. 

The December, 2005 report to the County of Los Angeles Chief Administrative Officer 
described earlier in this report acknowledged that there may be one or more potential historic 
districts involving public buildings in the area, including, the Music Center, the Hall of 

                                                 
45 Los Angeles Times. “Civic Center to be Marvel of Beauty.” June 25, 1956, pg. A2. 
46 National Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, pgs. 41-43. 
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Administration and Courthouse building on the block between Grand Avenue and Hill Street, 
and the grouping of buildings between Broadway and Hope Street that were built between 1953 
and 1967.  

Though the Brenda Levin/Theresa Grimes historic analysis of the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration building, the County Courthouse, the Hall of Records, the Clara Foltz Criminal 
Justice Center, and the Civic Center identified the buildings as ineligible for National Register 
and California Register designation apparently based on applying criteria that is one and the 
same, this report prepared for the proposed Project reaches a different conclusion with respect to 
the State Register criteria and interpretation of the State’s special criteria consideration for 
resources less than fifty years old . 

However, at the State level of significance the various public properties that comprise the 
Civic Center form a unified entity planned and developed by a formalized master plan and by 
function.  The Civic Center appears to satisfy the California Register Special Consideration for 
properties less than fifty years of age because of its direct historical associations and functions 
with the various levels of government and its physical manifestation as an important civic and 
cultural center of the community.  It is also particularly noteworthy for its direct association with 
locally prominent architects and for its eclectic array of architecture integrated into governmental 
facilities by plan, including mid-century Modern, New Formalism, Mediterranean Moderne, 
Beaux Arts influenced Italianate, and International style.  Sufficient time has passed to gather a 
collective understanding and appreciation of the Civic Center’s historical importance and 
architectural significance in its relationship to the government philosophies and architectural 
programs of the time.  Therefore, for the purposes of CEQA compliance, this potential historic 
district is considered a historical resource pursuant to Section 154064.5(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

2.  Walt Disney Concert Hall 

a.  Architectural Description 

The curvaceous, stainless steel clad exterior surfaces of the Walt Disney Concert Hall 
seem to rise, swoop, and dive from their street level base at the corner of Grand Avenue and 2nd 
Street.  (See Figure 8 on page 39).  The signature style that its architect Frank Gehry established 
with the Wiseman Art Museum in Minneapolis and the Guggenheim Museum in Bilbao, Spain 
has reached another level of artistry with the huge expanses of smooth curved metal covered 
walls that look like huge, full, billowing sails.  This effect is emphasized by the first floor being 
very shallow, and the metal forms rise from the street between glass and metal walls.  The metal 
forms are not constrained by the building foundation and move forward or back, up or down as 
they please, creating an organic, living creation.  Color and texture is added to break the concrete 
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and metal mixture along the Grand Avenue elevation by vegetation and tinted, solid glass panel 
railings. 

The building’s formal opening is located within the folds of wings, placed at an angle at 
the intersection of Grand Avenue and 2nd Street.  A tall, three-story clear glass paneled atrium is 
situated within the folds to create a large entrance hall.  Shallow steps and smooth steel railings 
lead up to the main entrance.   

Outside of the auditorium, the Walt Disney Concert Hall also houses an underground 
parking garage, pre-concert foyer, green room and support spaces, two outdoor amphitheaters, 
and California’s smallest state park on the 3.6-acre site.  A public garden wraps around the 
western and southern sides of the site, providing panoramic views of the City while maintaining 
a sense of enclosure. 

b.  Building Significance 

The realization of the Walt Disney Concert Hall started in 1987 with a $50 million gift to 
the Music Center by Lillian Disney, Walt Disney’s widow.  Architect Frank O. Gehry and 
Associates worked with the County of Los Angeles to bring his design for the concert hall to 
house the Los Angeles Philharmonic to fruition.  In addition to the Philharmonic, the hall is also 
the new home for the Los Angeles Master Chorale and the Roy and Edna Disney Cal Arts 
Theater.  It was Frank Gehry’s first major public commission in Los Angeles and was a 
follow-up project to his design of the Guggenheim Museum in Bilbao, Spain.  The $274 million 
project took over sixteen years to complete and required over 30,000 architectural drawings.  
Because of the building’s many curved surfaces and exacting design specifications, structural 
steel beams had to be placed using a sophisticated aerospace software called CATIA (Computer-
Aided Three-dimensional Interactive Application), similar to the more common Global 
Positioning System or GPS.47  Structural beams were welded into place only when they 
intersected at the exact x-y-z coordinates in space mandated in the building plans.48  

Initially intended to be covered with stone, the cladding of the building was changed by 
Gehry to be dressed in stainless steel.  Among his many reasons, he felt that the shiny surface 
would work well changing and reflecting the bright Southern California sun.  The building was 
designed from the inside out with the hall’s interior defining the façade.  With 2,265 seats, 
arranged in steep tiers on three sides of the stage, the hall provides for an intimate concert 
experience.  The lobby columns branch out like giant trees, which they are intended to resemble.  
                                                 
47  Music Center.  “Architectural and Garden Highlights: Walt Disney Concert Hall (brochure).”  Music Center 

Performing Arts Center of Los Angeles County, 2005. 
48  Ibid. 
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The acoustics of the concert hall were carefully designed by Nagata Acoustics of Tokyo to 
produce the finest possible musical performances by focusing on the needs of the performers. 

Though less than fifty years of age, the building is an exceptional piece of architecture 
that was designed by a master architect.  The hall’s flamboyant undulating exterior, whose 
stainless steel forms unfold along downtown’s Grand Avenue, is a sublime expression of 
contemporary cultural values.  It is historically and architecturally significant on a number of 
levels: (1) in that it is directly associated with Frank Gehry, a Pritzker Architecture Prize 
Laureate architect; (2) possesses high artistic values for its ability to so fully articulate a 
particular concept of design that it expresses an aesthetic ideal; 3) embodies distinctive 
characteristics of a type of architectural style and method of construction; and 4) is a cultural and 
social landmark as well as a visual icon within the downtown area of Los Angeles.  Because of 
its historical and architectural importance, it appears to satisfy National Register Criteria A and 
C, as well as Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the 
Last Fifty Years.  The building also appears eligible for listing in the California Register.  For the 
purposes of CEQA compliance, this property is considered a historical resource pursuant to 
Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

3.  The Music Center  

Designed by Welton Beckett and Associates in 1967, the original Music Center complex 
is composed of the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, the Mark Taper Forum, the Ahmanson Theatre, 
and an underground parking structure.  It is home to the Los Angeles Opera, Center Theatre 
Group, and the Music Center Dance group.   

a.  Architectural Description 

i.  Dorothy Chandler Pavilion 

Designed by Welton Becket and Associates, with landscape design by Cornell Bridges 
and Troller, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, a 3,250-seat symphony hall, built in the New 
Formalism style on a monumental scale, is a five-level structure that reaches a height of 92 feet 
from the first promenade level to its sculptured roof.  A 252-foot wide expanse of glass and 
granite faces the central plaza and extends back 330 feet.  The Pavilion presents a peripteral form 
with dramatic colossal-scale tapered fluted columns, faced in textured white quartz aggregate 
precast-concrete panels, rising the full height of the building and continuing around its entire 
perimeter.  The columns support a stylized entablature and exceptionally broad overhanging 
eaves.  The building features gracefully curved sides and walls that are finished and faced with 
dark gray granite at the lower level.  Above, glazed walls of matching dark gray tinted glass 
panels in patterned aluminum muntins extend to the eaves.  A wide outdoor promenade 
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surrounds the structure at the plaza level, and there is a balcony at the second level with a 
balustrade of white terrazzo.  (See Figure 9, Photograph 1, on page 43).49  

ii.  Mark Taper Forum  

Designed for the production of intimate drama, recitals, chamber music concerts, intimate 
opera, lectures, forums, and major civic-cultural events, the circular Mark Taper Forum 
originally rose from a 175-foot square reflecting pool.  The amphitheater-style seating 
accommodates audiences of up to 750 people in a steeply raked semi-oval configuration.  The 
upper level of the structure is cantilevered to a diameter of 140 feet.  Wrapping the upper portion 
is a 378-foot long precast concrete “sculptural mural” composed of 63 panels, each 27 feet high 
and 6 feet wide;  a stylized expression of the movement of dance.  Contrasting with the off-white 
mural and upper level is the base of the structure, sheathed with dark, precast concrete exposed 
aggregate panels with vertical, light-colored bands.  The principal entry is on the south-central 
plaza side, approached via a bridge-like walkway covered by a flat canopy.  Above the entrance 
is a large grey-tinted window wall overlooking the plaza fountain.  Along the theater’s west side, 
an open terrazzo stairway rises to the upper level.  The structure is covered by a low-profile 
domed roof, not visible from the plaza.  (See Figure 9, Photograph 2).   

The first modifications to the Mark Taper Forum were undertaken in 1980 to 
accommodate Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) improvements (ramp integrated into 
reflecting pool bridge, front door recessed, and ticket window lowered).  In 1994, two quadrants 
of the reflecting pool, located on the northeastern side of the Mark Taper Forum were filled with 
concrete to the level of the surrounding plaza.  In 2001, the northeastern half of the rear façade of 
the Mark Taper Forum, beneath the cantilevered upper level, was modified to accommodate a 
disabled access ramp, dressing rooms, and storage.  The modified portion of the façade was 
finished in a green composite material, creating a distinct contrast to the historic fabric.  

iii.  Ahmanson Theatre  

The 2,100-seat Ahmanson Theatre is located immediately north of the Mark Taper 
Forum.  A nearly square, three-level structure with a flat roof, the theater features a fully glazed 
front (south) elevation that wraps around the east wall for one bay-width.  The glazed front of the 
building contrasts with three walls of off-white precast concrete panels textured with large, 
strongly exposed off-white onyx stone aggregate.  Deep-cut vertical reveals at the panel joints 
emphasize the structure’s height, and these are widened to form a frieze along the roofline.  The 
side and rear elevations are largely devoid of fenestration, emphasizing the pure geometric form 
of the building.  A one-story ticket office clad in gray composite panels that projects outward is 
                                                 
49  Ibid. 
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located on the western end of the primary elevation.  The adjacent theater entrances are sheltered 
by a flat metal canopy supported by paired metal struts that span the elevation.  The building is 
bordered on three sides by a monumental covered colonnade of precast concrete columns.  On 
the north elevation, the colonnade is engaged with the building and the inner columns are 
expressed as pilasters.  The colonnade also extends around the Mark Taper Forum.  The building 
has been modified over the years, although its physical character-defining features that define it 
as historically significant have been retained.  (See Figure 10, Photograph 1, on page 45).  

b.  Building Significance  

Designed in the New Formalism style as architecture and urban design, The Music Center 
is a three building performing arts complex consisting of the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, a 
symphony hall, opera house, and theater dedicated in December 1964; the Mark Taper Forum, a 
theater in the round conceived for chamber music and experimental theater, dedicated in April 
1967; and the Ahmanson Theatre, an auditorium used for legitimate theater and musical 
performances, also dedicated in April 1967.  The three buildings rest on a rectangular raised base 
or podium, which is elevated one story above grade from Grand Avenue and placed over a four-
level, 2,000-car parking structure.50 

The Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, named after the woman who spearheaded the private 
funding efforts to develop a music center in the City, dominates the southern end of the complex.  
Occupying the north end are the geometric forms of the circular Mark Taper Forum and the 
nearly square Ahmanson Theatre, which together are circumscribed by a 48-foot tall, 25-foot 
wide freestanding colonnade.  Their united forms provide a visual counterbalance to the 
freestanding Pavilion.  A large depressed plaza at the center of the complex represents a formal 
courtyard at the western end of the Civic Center Mall and serves to focus and unite the Music 
Center composition.  Landscape elements are used to reinforce the formal geometry of the plaza 
through the use of parallel rows of trees, while concrete edge planters frame the composition, 
softening the hard edges of the complex and creating a buffer along the street.51 

The Music Center Plaza and the theatres around it are excellent examples of New 
Formalism architecture as applied to a publicly owned venue.  The complex is reflective of the 
New Formalism style in that it combined civic authority and classical monumentality in its 
design.  The country’s other two major performing arts centers Lincoln Center in New York and 
Kennedy Center in Washington, D.C., were also built in this idiom.  The past host of the 
Academy Awards ceremonies for many years, the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion is a modern 

                                                 
50  Grand Avenue and Environs Final EIR, County of Los Angeles, 2002. 
51  Ibid. 
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interpretation of an ancient classical pavilion.52  In an effort not to show its back to any part of 
the City, it is completely encircled by 92-foot high fluted concrete columns.  For balance, the 
two smaller theatres are enclosed inside their own 47-foot high colonnade.53  The Music Center is 
significant for its direct link with and contribution to the cultural and entertainment history of the 
City; its long association with Dorothy Chandler without whom the Music Center may not have 
been fully realized or established at its current location; and for its architectural merit which 
represents an important aspect of Welton Beckett’s overall body of work and physically 
manifests those distinctive architectural characteristics that distinguish its style as New 
Formalism.  Therefore, the Music Center appears eligible for listing in the National Register 
under Criteria A, B, and C, and also satisfies Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have 
Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty Years.  Because of its notable historical and 
architectural importance, the property also appears eligible for listing in the California Register.  
In accordance with Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, this property is considered a 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA compliance. 

4.  Music Center Annex 

a.  Architectural Description 

The Music Center Annex building is a two-story rectangular shaped structure with a flat 
roof.  The poorly executed Mid-century Modern inspired building has concrete walls punctuated 
by large rectangular windows comprised of nine or twelve fixed lights.  On the second floor of 
the east elevation, vertically fixed wood louvers hide an open area between sections of the 
second floor.  The vernacular building is otherwise devoid of notable ornamentation.  There have 
been some modifications made to it over the years, including inappropriate door and window 
replacements/alterations.  According to tax assessor records, Sanborn Maps, and architectural 
style and materials, the building was built sometime around 1965.  (See Figure 10, Photograph 
2). 

b.  Significance 

The Annex building is currently used as office and rehearsal space for one of The Music 
Center’s associated theatrical programs.  Over the years, it has undergone some exterior 
alterations thereby compromising its integrity.  In reviewing background research material for 
this survey assessment, the building is not associated with any events that have made a 
significant contribution to the broad patterns of the City’s, County’s, or State’s history or cultural 
heritage.  Architecturally, it does not embody distinctive characteristics, nor does it represent the 
                                                 
52  “Explore the Architecture of Grand Avenue: A Downtown Los Angeles Walking Tour (brochure).”  2005. 
53  Ibid. 
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work of an important individual or manifest high artistic values.  Further, it does not appear to 
possess exceptional significance necessary for National Register Criteria Consideration G 
consideration or the State’s Special Criteria Consideration for properties less than fifty years of 
age.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance, this property is not considered a historical resource 
pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

5.  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 

a.  Architectural Description 

Designed by the Spanish architect Jose Rafael Moneo with Los Angeles-based architect 
Leo A. Daly as the executive architect, this is the third largest cathedral in the world and the first 
cathedral to be built in over twenty-five years.  The grand scale adobe colored concrete building 
with its eleven-story tall bell tower, is located on almost six acres.  The complex includes a 
rectory and conference center.  The pedestrian entrance is through a large portal on Temple 
Street that opens to an interior courtyard space.  Large monumental doors open to a 200-foot 
long ambulatory that connects to the 58,000 square foot nave with seating for 3,000 people.  The 
interior walls are polished concrete, the floors are Spanish limestone, and the windows are of 
thin sheets of Spanish alabaster.  (See Figure 11, Photograph 1, on page 48). 

b.  Significance 

The Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels was the first Roman Catholic Cathedral to be 
erected in the western United States in 30 years when construction began in May 1999.54  The 
church was completed in the spring of 2002.  Designed by Pritzker winning architect José Rafael 
Moneo, he created a contemporary cathedral with virtually no right angles.  This geometry 
contributes to the Cathedral’s feeling of mystery and its aura of majesty.  The Cathedral is built 
with architectural concrete in a color reminiscent of the sun-baked adobe walls of the California 
Missions.  The 151 million pound Cathedral rests on 198 base isolators so that it will float up to 
27 inches during a magnitude 8 point earthquake.  The design is so geometrically complex that 
none of the concrete forms could vary by more than 1/16th of an inch.  The church is a new and 
vibrant expression of the 21st-century Catholic peoples of Los Angeles.55  It is one of the most 
notable pieces of Modern architecture within the downtown area of Los Angeles.  The church 
shows hallmarks of Modernism, but its monumental blocky forms, especially on the east end, 
have much in common with eleventh-century Romanesque style churches.  The architect, 
Moneo, maintained important architectural and Catholic liturgical traditions in his design that are 
evident in the building’s configuration and aesthetic qualities.  His aim was to create an inner 
                                                 
54  n.a. “Explore the Architecture of Grand Avenue (brochure).”  2005. 
55  Ibid. 
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voyage, one that would draw the visitor away from the urbanism and visual noise of the 
surrounding area into a more contemplative world.  Although there is a pedestrian entrance on 
Temple Street, the main approach to the Cathedral is via the escalator from the parking lot below 
to the dazzling cloistered plaza above.  The adjacent streets and the freeway are irrelevant.  On 
an urban scale, the cathedral, along with the Walt Disney Concert Hall, inserts something 
startling and visually different into the built environment of downtown.   

Though less than fifty years of age, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels appears to 
satisfy National Register Criteria A and C as well as the special requirements of Criteria 
Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty Years and 
Criteria Consideration A: Religious Properties.  The Cathedral is an exceptional piece of 
architecture and also expresses a particular idea of design by Jose Rafael Moneo, an 
internationally acclaimed master architect.  The building’s urban design is representative of its 
era with a strong sense of place and time in its physical manifestation.  It also illustrates the 
broad and important impact of the Archbishop of Los Angeles Catholic Diocese on the diverse 
historical development of the local area.  Because of its exceptional architectural merit and 
historical associations, the property also appears to satisfy criteria necessary for California 
Register listing.  It is eligible for designation as a Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument as 
well.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Cathedral is considered a historical resource according to 
Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

6.  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 

a.  Architectural Description 

Completed in the 1960, the steel frame Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building 
was designed in the Corporate Modern idiom.  Elements of the International style are also 
evident in its use of materials, fenestration, and feeling.  The overall massing is rectangular with 
sharp clean lines and virtually no decorative features other than its use of negative and positive 
space to create tension on its surfaces.  The nine-story building is monolithic, measuring 625 feet 
long, extending from Grand Avenue to Hill Street, and at its widest point is 125 feet wide.  The 
building plan is a slightly irregular “U” plan with the short ends facing Temple Street.  The 
building’s overall footprint is 127,000 square feet.  (See Figure 11, Photograph 2). 

Both the east and west elevation share the same design.  Doors to the building are placed 
centrally on the plain façade with only a simple geometric design created from three adjoining 
rows of deeply inset square openings rising vertically from over the doors.  The doors themselves 
are deeply inset, and the exterior surrounding the doorway is slightly curved and faced with pink 
granite.  Massive half walls of pink granite-faced concrete project from the building on either 
side of the door, giving the entrance a heavy massive feeling.  The building skin is flat concrete, 
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slightly scribed in large squares.  (This wall finish is also used on the County Courthouse).  (See 
Figure 12, Photograph 2, on page 51). 

The north and south elevations of the building are precisely regular in the spacing of 6-
light ribbon windows and the built-in balconies located on the upper floors.  The walls are 
interrupted on the south façade by the use of the deep, square louvered openings that rise 
vertically up six floors.  (See Figure 12, Photograph 1). 

The two wings located on the Temple Street (north) elevation are lower in height and are 
placed at the ends of a very wide and two-story tall arcade that serves as the entrance on this side 
of the building.  The arcade is faced entirely in pink granite and is rectangular in design with 
narrow rectangular posts supporting the arcade roof.  The main massing of the building is set 
well back from the street and provides ample room for raised planters and lawn seating areas.  
The raised planters are faced with the pink granite.  The south elevation, which serves more as an 
access for workers to and from the County Courthouse and the park, also has an arcade that 
spans a wide portion of the façade yet is simpler in its overall design.   

b.  Significance 

The Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building is a low-lying stack of horizontal 
lines and rectangles that form a footprint covering half a city block.  As part of the evolving 
master plan that was first made in 1906 and later adopted by the Los Angeles Civic Authority in 
1941, and revised in 1949 and 1951, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building was 
designed by a consortium of architects that included Paul R. Williams and Associates; Adrian 
Wilson; Jess E. Stanton, and W.F. Stockwell of the firm Stanton and Stockwell; and the 
architectural firm of Austin, Field & Fry.  This group of architects designed most of the mid-
century Modern style public facilities that comprise the western end of the Civic Center.   

This structure was erected a few years after completion of the County Courthouse 
building situated on the other side of the Civic Center Mall to the south.  Built by the Gust K. 
Newberg Company of Illinois, excavation and grading for the new Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration building began in January 1957, with construction following a few months later.  
Built at a cost of $24 million, the eight-story, 1 million square foot building, designed to be 
occupied by some 5,000 county workers, was completed in 1960.  Initially, the structure housed 
the offices of the tax collector, assessor, treasurer, auditor and controller, Civil Service division, 
communications division, county counsel, chief administrative office, supervisors, Department 
of Building Service, and the Department of Real Estate Management plus a cafeteria for 
employees.   
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Topography of the site provided for a public entrance from the Civic Center Mall, upper 
and lower entrances off Temple Street, a public entrance to the supervisor’s hearing room off 
Temple Street, and a public entrance off Grand Avenue.  The supervisor’s hearing room, a large 
750-seat auditorium space, was acoustically designed by Dr. Vern O. Knudsen, a notable 
southern California acoustic engineer and university professor.  The building was financed by the 
Los Angeles County Employees Retirement Association for long-term lease to the County of Los 
Angeles.   

In assessing its historical significance, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building 
does not appear individually eligible for National Register listing under any criteria due to lack 
of sufficient historical and architectural importance necessary for that level of designation.  
Further, it does not appear to satisfy the special requirements of National Register Criteria 
Consideration G for properties less than fifty years of age.  The building, though designed in the 
Corporate Modern style popular for the time, is not an exceptional example of the style and does 
not fully articulate those distinctive architectural characteristics that truly define and physically 
manifest the idiom.  Its association with a group of prominent Los Angeles-based architects is 
notable; however, undistinguishable to merit such recognition.  Further, the function (purpose) of 
the building over the years has been to house the regular (normal) daily activities of County 
government that are not directly reflective of any broad themes of cultural, political, economic, 
or social history and, as such, does not satisfy the National Register significance criteria.  Its 
association with a group of prominent and well respected architects is noted; however, it is not a 
well-representative example of their work collectively or individually.  As such, the property 
also appears ineligible for the individual listing on the California Register.  It does, however, 
appear eligible for the California Register as a contributor to a potential historic district 
comprised of public facilities within the Civic Center area.  Because a district can be comprised 
of features that lack individual distinction and individually distinctive features that serve as focal 
point, the Hall of Administration appears to satisfy the definition of a contributing property to a 
potential historic district.  Therefore, for the purposes of CEQA, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration is considered a historical resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15064.5(a).   

7.  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles)  

a.  Architectural Description   

Designed in the mid-century Modern style, the Civic Center Mall, also known as El 
Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles, is set out in a formal pattern over a series of terraces 
with the center of the plan located at a point between the south entrance of the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration and the north entrance of the County Courthouse.  (See Figure 13 on page 
53.)  The layout of mid-century Modern inspired concrete planters, walking paths, concrete 
benches, light fixtures, and “hi-fi” sound features, as well as well-manicured lawns and 



��������	
�����������	�
���

���������	
�
��	���������������
��������������������������������

��������
�

�������



III.  Environmental Setting 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation June 2, 2006 
 

Page 54 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

ornamental trees, extend out on an east-west axis in a formal fan pattern from between the civic 
buildings on either side.  The west end of the park is lower than Grand Avenue and is reached by 
foot from a series of wide granite faced stairs located on either side of the spiral-shaped parking 
lot ramps that lead to a large, multi-level parking lot below the entire park.  A large, slightly 
bowed retaining wall faced primarily with polished pink granite with accents of dark grey granite 
forms the west end of the park.  There are pedestrian pathways that run from east to west near the 
buildings.  The pathway that runs to the north of the County Courthouse is also used as a 
driveway for cars and trucks that need to make deliveries or have access to that area.   

Located just to the east of the wall is the most visible and distinguishing decorative 
feature of the park, the large, graceful mid-century Modern style Arthur J.  Will Fountain.  
Named in honor of the County’s Chief Administrative Officer from 1951 to 1957, the fountain 
was dedicated to the citizens of Los Angeles County by the Board of Supervisors in 1966.  
Statues of George Washington and Christopher Columbus are located towards the east end of the 
park.  A flagpole and marker in honor of American Prisoners of War and Missing in Action is 
located along a walkway in the east end of the park.  Other cultural monuments include a plaque 
to commemorate Ukrainian Victims of Communism and one noting President Jimmy Carter’s 
attendance at a Cinco De Mayo Celebration.   

Individual features of the park include: 

i.  El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles Plaque  

There are two large, inscribed, grey-granite plaques, one located to the north, and one to 
the south, along the east wall of the park below the grade at Grand Avenue.  These plaques 
illustrate the route taken by the first settlers of Los Angeles, hence, the park’s El Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles Plaque, (the Route of the settlers of the City of Los Angeles).  They 
were installed in 1966 when the Civic Center Mall was completed to commemorate its 
dedication and honor the 44 persons who, as directed by Felipe de Neve, came from Mexico to 
found Los Angeles on September 4, 1781.  (See Figure 14 on page 55). 

ii.  Arthur J. Will Memorial Fountain 

The Arthur J. Will Memorial Fountain was constructed in memory of Arthur J. Will, who 
served as the County’s Chief Administrative Officer for over seven years.  Will had worked for 
the County for 30 years in various positions.  He was known as the “Father” of the Civic Center 
development project.  (L.A. Times, 1958) and had been the coordinator of the Mall’s 
development from 1956 until his death in 1960. 
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The highly modernistic style fountain and its three terraced pools are located in the west 
end of the park.  The shallow pools are tiered and drop from the west to the east.  The large 
fountain is centrally placed within the interior pool walls that form around it in semi-circles.  The 
fountain consists of a monumental shallow bowl with numerous notches placed along its 
perimeter cusp.  Through these notches water pours to form individual rivulets as it runs from the 
bowl.  The bowl is supported by a concrete open arch stand with four prongs on which the bowl 
sits.  The large bowl has two large jets that push a solid water stream vertically and these jets are 
surrounded by a circle of smaller sprayers that form a circle of water around the large spray.  In 
the upper pool there are two semi circles of small sprayers pointing in the direction of the bowl.  
The lower pool has two circles of small sprayers at each outside corner.  The low walls of the 
ponds are faced with pink granite and the interior of the pools are painted a light color.  The 
outside walls of the pond are used as a seating area.  Together the fountain and the pools occupy 
19,180 square feet and hold 110,000 gallons of water which is continually recycled for 
conservation purposes.  The park itself sits on a reinforced concrete structure of 450,000 square 
feet, which provides two levels of underground parking for approximately 1,300 vehicles.  (See 
Figure 15, Photograph 1, on page 57). 

iii.  Memorial to Ukrainian Victims of Communism 

A plaque in memory of Ukrainian victims of Russian communism is located near the 
center of the park.  The plaque was created in memory of 7,000,000 Ukrainians, who lost their 
freedom, property and life by order of the Soviet government during the 1932-1933 genocide by 
starvation in Ukraine.  Dedicated by the Genocide in Ukraine Commemorative Committee, Los 
Angeles.  The dedication date is unknown.  (See Figure 15, Photograph 2). 

iv.  Statue of George Washington 

The statue of George Washington, President 1789–1796, by Jean Antoine Houdon (1741-
1828), is a bronze copy of the granite original.  It was originally dedicated and presented by the 
citizens of Los Angeles Women’s Auxiliary of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 
February 22, 1933.  It was moved to its present location after occupying different sites in the 
immediate vicinity.  The pedestal upon which the statue stands is made from stone salvaged from 
the old County Courthouse when it was demolished in 1936.  (See Figure 16 on page 58).   

v.  Statue of Christopher Columbus 

A statue of Christopher Columbus, by Francesco Pedrotti, was given to Los Angeles 
County in 1973 to honor and perpetuate the memory of the discovery of America.  It was 
presented by the United Lodges of Southern California Order Sons of Italy in America.  (See 
Figure 17, Photograph 1, on page 59). 
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vi.  P.O.W./M.I.A. Flagpole and Plaque 

A flagpole and marker, with plaque, commemorates the Prisoners of War and Missing in 
Action.  It was erected December 14, 1987.  (See Figure 17, Photograph 2). 

vii.  Elevator Shafts 

There are three small buildings enclosing elevator shafts and/or escalators located in and 
adjacent to the park.  One elevator building is located just off of Grand Avenue, near the steps 
that descend to the park area.  The approximately 12 foot by 12 foot, glass wall structure is clad 
in large, metal louvers with brushed steel doors.  This elevator is not original to the Mall and was 
added in recent years for ADA access to and from Grand Avenue.  (See Figure 18, Photograph 1, 
on page 61). 

The other two structures are centrally located within the park and are flanked by the 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building to the north and the County Courthouse to the 
south.  Designed in the mid-century Modern idiom, they both shelter elevators and escalators that 
led to the parking lot below.  The square shape buildings are clad with pink granite and feature 
decorative, copper trim and drip edges.  Period style lettering identifies the buildings’ function.  
Both these buildings are original to the park’s master plan of the 1960s.  A dedication plaque is 
attached to the eastern wall of the building immediately adjacent to the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration building.  The plaque physically notes the dedication ceremony that took place in 
1965 and deemed the park “El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles.”  Referenced as the 
architects were Adrian Wilson & Associates, associate architects J.E. Stanton and W. Stockwell, 
and A.C. Martin and Associates.  The contractor is also listed as Tom E. Norcross, Incorporated.  
(See Figure 18, Photograph 2). 

viii.  Landscape Features 

The mid-century Modern style landscape design of the park was developed by the 
landscape firm of Cornell, Bridgers, and Troller.  Installed in 1966, the landscaping features a 
variety of formal and exotic planting materials, including palm trees, junipers, bamboo, acanthus, 
magnolias, hibiscus, jacarandas, Hawaiian fern trees, American sweet gums, bottlebrush, ivy, 
Hong Kong orchid trees, floss-silk trees, and birch trees.56  Many of these ornamental trees and 
shrubs are original to the initial landscape plan by Cornell, Bridgers, and Troller.57  The raised 

                                                 
56  Los Angeles County.  “Civic Center Mall: A Guide to Ornamental Trees and Shrubs (brochure).”  n.d. 
57  Conclusion deduced from a review of historical photographs, Los Angeles Times newspaper articles, and 

Sanborn Maps. 
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planters are clad in pink tinted concrete with a grey aggregate or pink granite and are part of the 
original design.  (See Figure 19, Photograph 1, on page 63). 

b.  Significance 

The Civic Center Mall is a large public park-like area located in the center of the Civic 
Center surrounded by public buildings to the north and south, Broadway to the east and Grand 
Avenue (and the Music Center) to the west.  The City of Los Angeles’ City Hall is located one 
block to the east.  The mall was named in honor of the forty-four settlers from Mexico who 
founded Los Angeles on September 4, 1781.  The post World War II Modern style mall was built 
at a cost of approximately $6,975,000.  Both hardscape and softscape elements were integrated 
together to reinforce the formal modernistic geometry of the design, The raised flower beds and 
planters are either faced in the pink granite which ties the park and the County Courthouse and 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building together, or are contained in planters constructed 
of a pink tinted concrete with dark grey aggregate made to resemble the pink granite.  All the 
public art located in this area was installed since the initial development of the Civic Center and 
were not planned or installed as part of the overall mid-century Modern style layout of the park.  
These public works of art, which are commemorative in nature, are publicly owned and except 
for two, were publicly funded. 

The County Mall is an oasis of green space in the midst of the Civic Center.  Its 
hardscape features and lush ornamental trees and vegetation that are planted in a well executed 
design has not drastically changed in location, design, materials, workmanship, setting, feeling, 
or association since its completion in 1966.  The large fountain with its terraced pools is an 
excellent example of mid-century Modern style monumental art incorporated into an object of 
notability.  The mid-century Modern style concrete benches, walkways, light fixtures, “hi-fi” 
speaker system, parking ramps, and elevator shaft structures are also complementary features to 
the overall Civic Center Mall design.  Their physical forms, design, and incorporation into the 
park itself are visual expressions of the avant-garde modernism so popular at the time.  The use 
of clean lines, flat surfaces, and simple geometric shapes help to identify these features as 
modernist architecture.   

Historically, a sketch of the proposed Civic Center, made in August 1938, showed a vast, 
block-wide garden extending north from 1st Street a few blocks and west to Grand Avenue, the 
plan for the Civic Center Mall began in earnest as part of the 1947 adopted master plan.  A wide 
mall gently terraced and landscaped with trees, shrubs, and water features was always part of the 
larger plan for the Los Angeles Civic Center.  Early-on there were plans for an atomic bomb 
shelter and parking garage under the mall.  Over the years, such plans were modified due to a 
lack of funding, political pressures, or unforeseen parking requirements.  A working blueprint of 
the Civic Center’s master plan in 1956 called for the Civic Center Mall to be more than 2,200 
feet long and between 400 and 600 feet wide.  Stretching from the steps of City Hall at Spring 
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Street to the entrance of the Department of Water and Power building on Hope Street, the park 
under the 1956 master plan was seen as the focal point of the Civic Center.  It was designed with 
the help of an advisory committee who worked with Arthur J. Will, the County Administrator 
who oversaw much of the Civic Center development.  The committee, known as the “Committee 
of Three” included Millard Sheets, then director of the County Art Institute and internationally 
noted artist; Lovell Swisher, horticulturist and one of the founders of the Men’s Garden Club; 
and Charles Bennett, former City Planning Director.  The overall plan for the Civic Center was 
designed by a group of architects, including J.E. Stanton; W.E. Stockwell; Paul R. Williams; 
Adrian Wilson; and the firm of Austin, Field & Fry.  The Civic Center Mall landscape was 
designed by the noted landscape architectural firm of Cornell, Bridgers, and Troller who also 
completed design projects for other Civic Center facilities, including the County Courthouse, 
Law Library, Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the Music Center, and the City of Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power building.  The mall was built by the Tom E. Norcross 
Company of Long Beach.   

According to Will, “Our idea of the Mall was to create a garden, reasonably formal, with 
fountains and statuary – yet a place that people use.  A place of light and air to stroll through, to 
rest in for a moment.  Something people of Los Angeles will identify themselves with and be 
proud of.”58  The proposed plans for the Mall were adopted in September 1956 by the County 
Board of Supervisors.  Architect Paul Williams, one of the group of architects who designed the 
center stated that “this is more than a Civic Center, it is rather the center of Los Angeles.”59   

After years of debate over the need for parking, the first phase of the $12 million Civic 
Center Mall, which included the construction of an underground parking garage, begun in 
August 1963.  The basic premise of the park remained the same as in the earlier plans with the 
width and the length unchanged; however, the design and layout of the hardscape now reflected 
the architectural trends of the day, mid-century Modern.  The site located off Grand Avenue 
between the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building and the County Courthouse provided 
sufficient space for 1,272 automobiles.  Upon request from County officials, the parking 
structure was also designed as a fallout shelter for 10,000 people (reduced from the initially 
requested 90,000).  Spiral entrance ramps leading to the underground parking structure were 
placed at the east end of the park.  Fountains, pools, and gardens formally landscaping the area 
above the two-level parking structure were called for.  A large, concrete fountain (the Arthur J. 
Will Memorial Fountain, named in honor of the former county administrative officer) was 
prominently situated within the mall to serve as its focal point.  The design of the parking garage 
allowed patrons of the Courthouse or Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration to access the two 
buildings or the mall surface via elevators, escalators, or stairs.  Underground access ways also 

                                                 
58 Los Angeles Times. “Civic Center to be Marvel of Beauty.” June 25, 1956, pg.2. 
59 Los Angeles Times. “Supervisors Approve Civic Center Esplanade Project.” September 12, 1956, pg. B1. 
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linked the Civic Center Mall under Grand Avenue with the Music Center.  The second phase of 
the Civic Center Mall was completed years later for the easterly half of the mall program.  
Constructed at a cost of approximately $6,808,3324, this phase included an underground parking 
structure and above ground park area, referred to as the Court of Flags. 

A month after the project began the park was named “El Paseo Grande” (The Grand 
Mall).  Selected by a seven-man committee comprised of county officials they deemed the name 
appropriate in recognition of the county’s Spanish-Mexican heritage and to connote the great 
scale of the mall.60  Eight months later, however, the four-block Civic Center Mall was officially 
renamed “El Paseo de Los Pobladores de Los Angeles” (The Walk of the First Settlers of Los 
Angeles) after a group of 44 individuals from Mexico who founded Los Angeles on September 
4, 1781.   

The underground parking structure was completed and opened, as newspapers of the day 
recorded, to pomp and circumstance in September 1965.  The upper level of the garage and the 
landscaped mall were completed and dedicated in May 1966.  Over the years, the Civic Center 
Mall has undergone very little change since it was built.  Many public ceremonies have been 
held within its large plaza space, including a memorial to the late Robert Kennedy in 1968 and a 
number of Los Angeles County Sheriff graduations.  The park now features a Starbucks and 
ATM kiosk, and is used primarily during the weekdays by patrons of the surrounding public 
offices and courthouse. 

In evaluating historical significance, the Civic Center Mall appears ineligible for National 
Register listing due to its collective lack of exceptional historical and architectural significance 
necessary for a property less than fifty years of age.61  Because the threshold for significance at 
the state level is interpreted differently than the federal level, the park; however, does appear 
eligible for individual designation to the California Register due to its ability to physically 
manifest and exemplify its architectural importance in its physical form, design, materials, and 
workmanship as a mid-century Modern inspired public park situated in downtown Los Angeles.  
It also appears eligible for the California Register as a contributor to a potential historic district 
comprised of public buildings, structures, sites, and objects in the downtown Los Angeles area 
that collectively define the city’s Civic Center by function and plan.  Sufficient time has passed 
to identify and understand the design concepts and vocabulary of this Modern-era style as 
evident in the Civic Center Mall and the adjacent public buildings surrounding it.  In reviewing 
this property and the other contributing features to the district in proper context a scholarly 
perspective of their historical associations with the development of the City’s civic center and 

                                                 
60  Los Angeles Times. “Mall to Bear Spanish Name.”  September 5, 1963, pg. A2. 
61  National Register Criteria Consideration G: Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty 

Years. 



III.  Environmental Setting 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation June 2, 2006 
 

Page 66 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

architectural integration is obtained.  Because of its state eligibility to the California Register, the 
Civic Center Mall is also considered a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the 
CEQA Guidelines.   

Despite its constant maintenance over the years, the park derives its individual 
importance from its overall mid-century Modern design and formal physical characteristics as 
applied to a public park in a high-density urban setting.  Architecturally specific character-
defining features of the park that support its individual eligibility for State designation are as 
follows:  (1) the mid-century Modern style water feature (both the fountain and pools); (2) many 
of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches; (3) the 
circulation system (concrete walkways and open space); (4) the existing elevator shaft structures 
located within the center of the park; (5) many of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and 
the pole type “hi-fi” speakers with saucer-like canopies; (6) the circular shaped vehicular ramps 
leading to the underground parking garage from Hill Street; and (7) the granite faced stairs and 
spiral shaped parking lot ramps off of Grand Avenue.  

As noted above, the Civic Center Mall is also eligible for the California Register as a 
contributing property to a potential historic district comprised of civic buildings, structures, 
objects, and sites.  It is historically important to the district because of it being the Civic Center’s 
primary public gathering space and governmental center.  Those features that convey its 
historical significance as a contributor to a potential historic district, which are different than the 
character-defining features of the park that support its individual eligibility for State designation, 
include its overall monumental size, shape, location, function, association, and physical 
characteristics (hardscapes and landscaping, materials, and east-west axis set between public 
buildings), ownership and purpose.  

While many of the smaller plants and shrubs have been replaced, the changes appear 
consistent with the objectives, intent, and form of the original design of the park.  National 
Register Bulletin 18 entitled “How to Evaluate and Nominate Designated Historic Landscapes” 
acknowledges the “unique attributes” that complicate landscape evaluation and states that 
“although a landscape need not retain all the characteristic features that it had during its period of 
significance, it must retain enough or have restored enough of the essential features to make its 
historic character clearly recognizable.”  Because the hardscape features are intact and the 
original design intent has been retained in the current planting scheme, the landscaping continues 
to contribute to the park’s overall historical and architectural significance as a mid-century 
Modern public space..   
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8.  Hall of Records 

a.  Architectural Description 

Reflective of the International style, the building is designed by combining seemingly 
discordant rectangular blocks of different materials and sizes, and using applied features to give 
tension and movement to the building which seems firmly anchored on the corner of Temple 
Street and Broadway.  The main block of the structure is eight stories with the more interesting 
elevation on the south facing the Court of Historic Flags.  (See Figure 20, Photograph 1, on page 
68). 

Seen from the south, the center of the building appears to be made up of a close group of 
various sized rectangular blocks, and these blocks seem to push outward to the east and west to 
where large flat panels pull the building towards them.  Large vertical curved louvers shade 
windows from the afternoon sun and give movement to the wall surface by hiding the flat glass 
wall structure underneath them.  The 125-foot high movable aluminum louvers were operated by 
a glass-enclosed mechanism located on the roof.  An electronic eye would scan the sky and tell 
the louvers what to do.  On the north elevation, facing Temple Street, the wall surfaces have 
smaller, individual window sized vertical louvers.  These smaller louvers give the wall a static 
appearance.  The front façade is also irregular, with the west half of the building closer to the 
street than the east end.  There is the tall narrow projection in the middle between the two ends 
and a low two-story, rectangular block by the entrance.  The wall surfaces range from small 
colored glass tiles, to rectangular scored concrete panels, to large ceramic tile panels.  On the flat 
middle part of the front façade the concrete panels are placed in a vertical running bond pattern 
to give movement “up” the building. 

The primary entrance is on Temple Street.  Also on the Temple Street elevation is an 
eighty-foot long mosaic, made with small glass tile, called “Topographical Map of Water 
Sources in Los Angeles County” by Joseph Young (1962).   

b.  Significance 

Ground was broken for the construction of the Hall of Records building in April 1959.  
Completed in 1962, it was designed by a group of architects that included internationally 
acclaimed architect Richard J. Neutra and partner Robert Alexander; as well as architects 
Honnold and Rex; Herman Charles Light and James Friend.  The overall design primacy was 
ultimately delegated to Neutra and Alexander.  In furtherance of the master plan of the Civic 
Center, the multi-story Hall of Records was built at a cost of approximately $11,464,000 by a 
joint-venture construction team that comprised of the Twaits-Wittenberg Company and 
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Morrison-Knudsen Company.  The Hall of Records initially housed the County Recorder’s 
Office, Probation and Welfare Departments, and the County Regional Planning Commission.62    

The Los Angeles County Hall of Records building was the central repository for all 
county records for a period of approximately 40 years.  It was planned for the anachronistic 
storage of records in bulk, though within a few years of opening, the County turned to an almost 
total reliance on microfilm, rendering the new building’s windowless stack areas functionally 
obsolete.  In recent years, the County Office of the Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk has moved 
out from the building to an office in Norwalk.  Because of its relatively short period as the 
County’s central “hall of records” and lack of sufficient time to properly obtain a scholarly 
perspective on the events the property may be associated with it, the Hall of Records building is 
not associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
local, regional, or State history or cultural heritage.  Further, it is not associated with the lives of 
persons important in our past.  It does, however, embody distinctive characteristics of an 
architectural style and period, though it is not of exceptional notability necessary for National 
Register designation.  The building is associated with a master architect, Richard Neutra, though 
Robert Alexander claimed that much of the final design was his idea.63  The fully executed result 
is one lacking the stark modernity that is usually evident in Neutra designed buildings.  Because 
of this, the property does not appear to satisfy National Register Criteria Consideration G: 
Properties That Have Achieved Significance within the Last Fifty Years, nor does it appear 
eligible for National Register listing under Criterion C for architecture.   

In applying the California Register criteria, the property appears eligible for State listing 
for merits based on architectural design vocabulary and architect.  Because of its 
interrelationship with governmental affairs and its physical presence within the Civic Center it 
also appears eligible as a contributor to a potential California Register historic district comprised 
of public buildings in the Civic Center area.  The application of the California Register Special 
Considerations criteria is appropriate for this property because of its age.  Upon placing this 
property in its proper context sufficient time has passed to adequately reflect back and obtain a 
scholarly perspective on the property and its association with the development of the City’s civic 
center and distinctive architectural styling and connection with a master architect.  For the 
purposes of CEQA compliance, therefore, the building is considered a historical resource 
pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

                                                 
62  Los Angeles Times. “Big County Structure Is On Its Way.”  April 5, 1959, pg. H1. 
63  Hines, Thomas.  “Richard Neutra and the Search for Modern Architecture.” Oxford University Press, pg. 245. 
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9.  Civic Center Mall – Court of Historic Flags 

a.  Architectural Description 

The Court of Historic Flags is a concrete paved courtyard situated between the Hall of 
Records building to the north, the Los Angeles Law Library to the south, Hill Street to the west, 
and Broadway to the east.  The courtyard is lower than the sidewalk on Hill Street, so you step 
down into the courtyard from that direction.  On each side of the wide concrete courtyard is a 
raised concrete panel, slightly tilted, faced with dark brown brick.  Set into the brick surface are 
brass plaques describing the history of each flag.  A raised flag is on each flagpole.  The current 
American flag is located at the east end of the court.  At the west end, is a low concrete barrier 
with a plaque describing the courtyard.  Coach lantern-type pole lights have been placed within 
the courtyard.  The plaza is located over a large four level underground parking structure (See 
Figure 20, Photograph 2). 

The Vietnam Memorial is located at the end of the court.  The Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial Marker was placed in the courtyard by Los Angeles Board of Supervisors in 1973.  
The artist is Frank Ackermann (1933-?).  The memorial is a freestanding granite marker with 
polished sides and a quarry-faced top, placed in recognition of the men and women of Los 
Angeles County who served in Vietnam from 1961 to 1973.  The marker was designed with a 
bronze battle helmet placed on the top surface of the marker.  The helmet is missing.  (See Figure 
21 on page 71). 

The second phase of the Civic Center Mall construction began in October of 1968.  
Designed by architects J.E. Stanton; W.E. Stockwell; Paul R. Williams; Adrian Wilson; and the 
firm of Austin, Field & Fry to provide an additional 591 parking spaces for the surrounding civic 
center facilities, it also included 96,000 square feet of storage area for county records and 
documents.  Financed by the County Retirement Board at a cost of $6,196,000, it was built by 
the C.V. Holder Incorporation, who was the lowest bidder for the job.64  The surface of the 
parking structure provided space for a series of promenades and a central plaza area with flags of 
Western Hemisphere nations on display.  It took approximately 26 months to complete this 
project.  The underground parking structure and plaza court area are undistinguishable in their 
design and execution.  Except for the commemorative features on display, the property is not 
associated with any events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
local, state, or the nation’s history or cultural heritage or is it associated with the lives of persons 
important in our past.  It is neither an outstanding example of this property type nor a good 
representative of a particular architectural style, since it does not possess or embody any 
distinctive characteristics.  Though designed by a group of highly prominent architects, this 

                                                 
64  Los Angeles Times. “Low Bid Reported on 2nd Phase of Mall.”  October 24, 1968, pg. E15. 
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property is not a good representative of their work.  Their work is better represented as a 
collective sum in the design and development of the overall Civic Center.  Therefore, the Court 
of Flags does not appear eligible for individual listing in the National Register or the California 
Register due to its lack of exceptional historical and architectural significance.  Because of its 
location, spatial relationship with the nearby civic buildings and adjacent open spaces, as well as 
its association with the overall Civic Center master plan, however, it does appear eligible for 
California Register designation as a contributor to a potential historic district comprised of civic 
facilities.  On this basis and for the purposes of CEQA compliance, this property is considered a 
historical resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).   

10.  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 

a.  Architectural Description 

A very straightforward building of 19 stories, built in concrete frame construction with a 
square massing.  The light colored articulated frame seems to hide the dark colored glass paneled 
building beneath its covering.  The exposed framework also aids in shading the windows from 
morning or afternoon sun.  The weight of the building is carried down the framework to the 
sidewalk.  The first floor is recessed from the framework structure thereby creating a covered 
arcade walkway.  (See Figure 22 on page 73). 

b.  Significance 

Located along the south side of Temple Street between Broadway and Spring Street, the 
building stands on the same plot of ground that held its predecessor, the red sandstone 
Courthouse, the early home of the Los Angeles Superior Court.  The old courthouse opened its 
doors in 1891, when the county’s population reached 100,000, and it served as the county’s 
courthouse until 1933 when it was severely damaged by the Long Beach earthquake and later 
demolished.  It took almost 40 years to open the Criminal Courts Building in October 1972. 

Like many of the other buildings and structures in the Civic Center, the Criminal Courts 
Building was designed by a consortium of architects that included J.E. Stanton; W.E. Stockwell; 
Paul R. Williams; Adrian Wilson; and the firm of Austin, Field & Fry.  Adrian Wilson was 
reportedly the principal designer.  Initially planned as an annex to the old Hall of Justice, located 
across the street, it evolved into being the largest and most complex county facility of its time.65  
The building was the first county facility to provide separate prisoner circulation – and the first 
to design bullet resistant security screens in select courtrooms.  It was rededicated as the Clara 

                                                 
65  “Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center.” An article from the Los Angeles Public Library California 

Index, n.d. 
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Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center on February 2002 in honor of the first female 
prosecutor in the Los Angeles District Attorney’s Office.  Foltz, who worked as a public 
defender in the old courthouse building prior to the 1933 Long Beach earthquake, battled to 
reform the parole system in California. 

Construction of the Modern style building was awarded to Gust K. Newberg 
Construction Company of Illinois in October 1968.  Built at a cost of approximately $32,787,000 
(8.7 percent above the estimated cost by the architects), it took just over three years to complete.  
Designed with air-conditioning it included 60 courts and facilities for the sheriff, marshal, 
coroner, and county clerk.  A cafeteria and a tunnel through which prisoners could be taken from 
the Hall of Justice were also features of the building’s plan.  

The Criminal Courts Building does not possess the exceptional qualities of architecture or 
historical associations necessary for individual designation at the federal, State, or local levels of 
significance due to its recent date of construction (1972).  Sufficient time has not passed to place 
this property into proper perspective for evaluation of importance on its own merit.  Therefore, it 
appears ineligible for individual listing in the National Register or the California Register (6Z).  
It does, however, appear eligible for California Register designation as a contributing property to 
a potential historic district comprised of civic buildings, structures, objects, and sites.  Hence, the 
building is considered a historical resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).   

11.  Los Angeles City Hall 

a.  Architectural Description 

Los Angeles City Hall is located between Spring Street and Main Street, to the west and 
east, respectively, and Temple Street and 1st Street, to the north and south, respectively.  The 
building is an eclectic blend of Classical, Mediterranean, and Moderne styles that features low 
pitched tile roofs, large scale and simple detailed cornices below attic stories.  The tower of the 
building, built upon a ten-story, rectangular massed base, is seen as a free interpretation of the 
Temple of Halicarassus (one of the Seven Wonders of the Ancient World), with the battered 
walls suggesting Egyptian influences.  It is constructed of steel reinforced concrete, with the 
exterior walls clad for the first three floors by granite, and the rest of the wall surface by terra 
cotta tiles.  The interior of the building reflects a predominately Romanesque influence.   

b.  Significance 

Designed by the notable Los Angeles based architects John Parkinson, John C. Austin, 
and Albert C. Martin Sr., the building stood for many years as the tallest structure in the 
southland.  When it was erected in 1928, there was a 150-foot limit (12-stories) on the height of 
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buildings in Los Angeles.  A referendum allowed an exemption for City Hall, which was built to 
three times that height.  Upon its completion, the Los Angeles City Hall building was hailed by 
critics as a uniquely American masterpiece of architecture and design.66  It has served as the 
central hub of the City’s civic affairs for over seventy years; its location and visual prominence 
anchors the eastern end of the Civic Center.  The building underwent a meticulous $300 million 
restoration and seismic renovation in the 1990s that was completed in 2001.  The Los Angeles 
City Hall is one of the most recognizable buildings in America, and at one time served as the 
location for the Daily Planet in the “Superman” television series.  Today, approximately 1,300 
city employees call it home.67 

The building has been previously evaluated and was formally determined as eligible for 
the National Register under Criteria A (historical associations) and C (architectural distinction 
and representation of prominent/master architects).  Since it was formally determined eligible for 
the National Register, the building is also listed in the California Register.  City Hall is a listed a 
City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument as well.  For the purposes of CEQA, it is 
considered a historical resource according to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

12.  Parking Lot located between Broadway and Spring Streets 

a.  Architectural Description 

This is an unimproved, asphalt paved lot used for street level parking. 

b.  Significance 

This site was once developed with the stately Hall of Records building and the Plaza de la 
Justicia.  A number of temporary structures, which were used as courtrooms before the new 
courthouse was built, were also located on this block just north of the old Hall of Records 
building.  The Plaza de la Justicia was leveled for construction of a parking lot in June 1961.  
The Hall of Records building, built in 1909 and completed in 1911, remained in place while the 
Civic Center grew and expanded around it.  Damaged from the 1933 Long Beach earthquake, 
and considered obsolete and in the way of the new Civic Center Mall, the multi-story Hall of 
Records was eventually demolished in 1973.  Upon its removal, the site never truly materialized 
into the easterly extension of the grand Civic Center Mall city officials and planners had once 
envisioned.  It did remain a wide open space, but was utilized as a surface parking lot.   

                                                 
66  www.lacity.org/restore/rstpr1.htm (City of Los Angeles on-line website promoting the Project Restore program 

for the City Hall building). 
67  Ibid. 
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In assessing its historical and architectural value, this property is not associated with 
events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local, State, or national 
history or cultural heritage.  Additionally, it does not embody any distinctive characteristics to 
associate it with a particular architectural style and does not represent the work of any important 
individual, architect, builder, or contractor.  Therefore, this parking lot does not appear 
individually eligible for listing in the National Register, the California Register, or as a City of 
Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument.  It is also considered a non-contributor to the potential 
State and locally significant historic district that is associated with the history and development 
of the Civic Center.  Because the property cannot be properly placed within the historic context 
developed for the survey study area and because it is not a physical manifestation of the 
community’s history, the significance of it cannot be demonstrated.  Hence, it is not eligible for 
federal or state designation.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance this site is not a historic 
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

13.  Vacant lot with the foundation pad of old State Office Building 

a.  Architectural Description 

The concrete foundation of the first floor and basement, of the State Office Building that 
was built circa 1928, is located on this parcel.  The openings to the basement area have the 
ornamental, flat ironwork bars still attached to the exterior walls.  (See Figure 23 on page 77). 

b.  Significance 

The original multi-story State Office Building was located at this site; however, it was 
removed as part of the development of the Civic Center master plan.  All that is left of the 
building is its foundation.  Individually or collectively they do not adequately manifest, embody, 
or reflect any historical or architectural associations with the history or cultural heritage of the 
community, region, State, or nation.  As a result, this site appears ineligible for individual listing 
in the National Register or the California Register applicable criteria.  Further, it does not appear 
to be a contributor to the potential State and locally significant historic district identified with the 
overall Civic Center development.  In accordance with Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines, it is not a historical resource for CEQA purposes. 

14.  Los Angeles County Law Library, Mildred E. Lillie Building 

a.  Architectural Description 

The large, low, building is a rectangular massing with no windows so as to protect the 
books and documents held within.  On the north and west elevations, there are exterior 
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decorative elements consisting of large concrete relief forms applied in rows across the facade 
with a wide band of iridescent gold glass mosaic tiles placed above that seem to date from the 
1960s.  While on the east elevation, the decorative elements are more in the Art Moderne style 
with tall, narrow, recessed wall sections fit with inset louvered ventilation openings that are 
surrounded by blue terra cotta tile.  The sole decorative element on the south elevation is a set of 
eight, cast concrete, government emblematic seals over the front entranceway.  Black granite is 
used to clad the front steps and the area around the entrance.  The rest of the building is covered 
in white concrete with rectangular panels incised for a decorative effect.  Other interesting 
touches include the large, metal and glass, stand-alone light fixtures by the front entrance that 
have an Art Deco/International style to them.  (See Figure 24, Photographs 1 and 2, on page 79). 

b.  Significance 

Designed by the architectural firm of Austin, Field & Fry, construction of the Los 
Angeles County Law Library was completed in 1953.  With the plans finalized in July 1951, the 
structure was erected at a cost of approximately $1,129,900 by the James I. Barnes Construction 
Company of San Francisco.  Built as a four-story building, with 33,000 square feet of space the 
building is setback toward 1st Street in order to maintain the wide open space of the proposed 
Civic Center Mall to the north.  As designed at the time, the building included 20 miles of 
bookshelves with a shelf capacity for 517,425 volumes.68  It also included a number of librarian 
offices, a foreign and rare book reading room, a public stenographer’s room, lockers for patrons, 
an employee lunchroom, elevators and book lifts.  The building has been slightly altered over the 
years.  The most significant modification was an addition that occurred in 1970.  The building 
was dedicated to Mildred E. Lillie in 2003.  Ms. Lillie had been on the municipal, superior and 
appellate benches for over 55 years in California.   

In assessing the building’s overall significance, historic associations with important 
events or persons were not evident to merit consideration as an individual landmark at the 
federal, state and local levels of significance.  Further, the execution of the design and 
architectural styling of the structure, while reflective of the Corporate Modern idiom, does not 
rise to a level of National Register or California Register designation as an individual landmark.  
Its association with a prominent architectural firm is also noted; however, it does not appear to 
be a well representative example of their body of work for which they are known.  Their work is 
better represented as a collective sum in the design and development of the overall Civic Center.  
For architectural merit the building does not appear eligible for individual designation at the 
federal or state levels of significance.  Its consideration as part of a larger grouping of civic 
buildings in the downtown area of Los Angeles, however, is warranted.  Therefore, it does 
appear eligible for California Register designation as a contributor to a potential historic district 

                                                 
68  Los Angeles Times. “Large Law Library Scheduled for State.”  July 6, 1952, pg. E1. 
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associated with the development of the Civic Center master plan.  For the purposes of CEQA, it 
is considered a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

15.  Los Angeles Superior Court/Stanley Mosk Courthouse/Los Angeles County 
Courthouse 

a.  Architectural Description 

The Los Angeles Superior Court/Stanley Mosk Courthouse/Los Angeles County 
Courthouse was completed in 1958.  The courthouse’s International style designed by architects 
Jess E. Stanton, Paul R. Williams, Adrian Wilson and Austin, Field & Frey, represents a 
dramatic break from the past by lacking the classical elements that connect traditional courthouse 
design to the history, traditions, and authority of the law.  The only overt decorations are the 
three heroic figures over the Grand Avenue entrance and the bas-relief figure of Justice over the 
Hill Street entrance.  (See Figure 25, Photograph 2, on page 81). 

The overall massing is rectangular with sharp clean lines and virtually no decorative 
features other than its use of negative and positive space to create tension on its surfaces.  The 
nine-story building is monolithic, extending from Grand Avenue to Hill Street.  Because it is so 
large, it is difficult to see that the building is symmetrical with the overall shape a long 
rectangular mass with a widening of its mass towards the west end, where as it widens it also 
steps down in height moving out to the street on 1st street.  This building uses the pink granite 
cladding for almost two stories on the lower levels, making the main mass appear that it is sitting 
on a granite base.  As seen on the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, the wall skin is concrete 
that has been incised in equal sized squares.  Ribbon windows of six to eight lights, in metal 
frames, are set deeply on the upper floor above the pink granite wall cladding.  Long, built-in 
balconies and canopies are located along the north and south elevations.  (See Figure 25, 
Photograph 1). 

The entrances on Grand Avenue and Hill Street are very similar except for the imposing 
sculptures and bas relief located over the doorways.  There are no windows on these elevations 
and the actual entrance area is slightly recessed from the façade.  The walls and doors of the 
entrance are glass set within brass framework.  The entrance on the south elevation (1st Street) is 
similar to the arcade design on the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration with tall rectangular 
pillars supporting the ceiling.  The walls and pillars of the arcade are faced with pink granite and 
the height gives a feeling of the important decisions being arbitrated within.  The building is 
surrounded by raised planters clad in pink granite.  In some areas of the building, these planters 
are set low enough to be used for outdoor seating. 
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Located within the planting area on the Grand Avenue elevation are three different art 
pieces.  Two Egyptian lanterns, each about 8 foot tall, stand near the building to the north and 
south of the entrance doors.  To the south of the entranceway is a bust of Abraham Lincoln.  To 
the north of the entranceway is a life size statue of Joseph Scott mounted on a dark grey block of 
polished granite.  On the east elevation, in the south corner is a large round fountain of dark grey 
polished granite, and two more Egyptian lanterns are placed on either side of the entranceway.  
(See Figure 26 on page 83). 

The relief sculpture on the building was done by two separate artists.  Justice was created 
in 1956, by Donal Hord (1902-1966) and commissioned by Jess Stanton, Architect.  Justice is 
represented by the central female figure, dressed in judicial robes.  A globe, the emblem of her 
universal reign, is held in her left hand and a sword, signifying her power is supported by her 
right hand.  The scale, decorated at the top with an American eagle, is balanced on her head 
symbolizing impartiality.  The kneeling males, “Truth” and “Law,” resemble the subservient 
figures portrayed in tomb paintings from ancient Egypt.  The sculpture measures approximately 
24 feet x 24 feet.   

The art piece entitled “Foundations of the Law” was created in 1956, by Albert Stewart 
(1900-1965).  The work represents Mosaic Law (Moses standing on a calf), the Magna Carta (a 
knight standing above a castle) and the Declaration of Independence (Thomas Jefferson standing 
over a ship).  Gold colored copies of Mosaic Law and the Declaration of Independence are 
flanking the southern entrance to the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration. 

Features associated with the building are: 

i.  Bust of Abraham Lincoln sculpture, by Robert Merrill Gage, 1961 

A private commission by the Los Angeles County Bar Association.  The bronze bust had 
been located in the courthouse until 1989, when it was moved out of the building to its present 
location at the corner of 1st and Grand Avenue.  A statue of Stephen White had stood in this 
location and it was removed to Cabrillo Park in San Pedro.  (See Figure 27, Photograph 1, on 
page 84). 

ii.  Statue of Joseph Scott, by Carl Romanelli/Cataldo Papaleo, 1967 

Private/public sponsorship.  Joseph Scott (1867-1958) was a Los Angeles attorney, 
writer, orator and prominent Catholic layman.  He served many years on the Los Angeles Board 
of Education, and he was president of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce from 1910-1921.  
He was a stalwart champion of Americanism and militant foe of communism.  (See Figure 27, 
Photograph 2). 
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b.  Significance 

Built at a cost of approximately $20,000,000, the County Courthouse was declared the 
largest building in the downtown area at the time of its construction.69  The structure was 
designed by the combined efforts of architects J.E. Stanton, Paul R. Williams, Adrian Wilson 
and the firm Austin, Field & Fry.  The courthouse was built in response to the Long Beach 
earthquake that occurred in 1933.  Because of extensive damage that was sustained to many of 
the public facilities, including the former courthouse, the County Board of Supervisors adopted a 
resolution calling for immediate construction of a new courthouse.  It was, however, 20 years 
later when the Board of Supervisors approved the architectural plans for the building.   

The first shovel of dirt occurred on March 26, 1954, when ground was officially broken 
for the project.  It required nearly two years to cut into the side of Bunker Hill between Hill 
Street and Grand Avenue for preparation of the courthouse site.  With an anticipated completion 
date set for 1957, work on the building was slightly delayed by a three month long sand and 
gravel strike that then cascaded into other delays.  It was ultimately completed in 1958, with its 
operation as a courthouse starting the following year. 

The new courthouse, with 110 courtrooms, was designed to centralize the courtroom 
facilities, which at the time were widely scattered throughout the downtown area.  At the time of 
its construction, the building was described as monumental rather than modernistic.  With some 
650,000 square feet of floor space, it was designed with function, not style in mind.  With 
symmetrically placed windows punctuating its exterior, it also included a “modern” air 
conditioning, escalator system, and a cafeteria with sundeck within.  In its construction 
approximately 2,000,000 man-hours of work, 50,000 cubic yards of concrete, and 50 miles of 
pipe to carry electric wires were used to erect the structure.  Besides entrances from Hill Street 
and Grand Avenue, the building also features an arcade promenade entrance that fronts on to the 
Civic Center Mall.  

The Courthouse was renamed for the late Los Angeles Superior Court and California 
Supreme Court Justice Stanley Mosk in 2002.  Mosk had joined the Los Angeles Superior Court 
in 1943 and served until he was appointed California State Attorney General in 1958.  He held 
that position until 1964 when he was named to the California Supreme Court.  He died in 2001. 

The County Courthouse was previously evaluated for National Register eligibility in 
2002 by Greenwood and Associates for Section 106 compliance.  At that time, it was found to be 
ineligible to be listed in the National Register due to it being less than 50 years old.  Under the 
current survey assessment for CEQA compliance, this individual property does not appear to 
                                                 
69  Los Angeles Times, “New Courthouse Fast Taking Form.”  April 15, 1957, pg. A2. 



III.  Environmental Setting 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation June 2, 2006 
 

Page 86 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

satisfy the special requirements of National Register Criteria Consideration G, which is applied 
to properties less than 50 years of age.  At this point, it cannot be adequately demonstrated that 
sufficient time has passed to fully understand its historical or architectural importance or obtain a 
scholarly perspective on its significance.  Therefore, the property does not appear individually 
eligible for federal or State designation.  Currently, its historical and architectural importance is 
better reflective as a contributing feature to a potential California Register eligible historic 
district comprised of public buildings, structures, sites, and objects that united together define the 
Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance, the building, therefore, is considered a 
historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

16.  Parcels Q and W-1/W-2.  Automobile parking facilities 

a.  Architectural Description 

Parcels W-1/W-2 is a large open area paved with asphalt.  Parcel Q contains a large metal 
parking structure with open framework.  Cyclone fencing encloses each parcel. 

b.  Significance 

There is nothing distinguishing to the design of the parking lot or the parking structure on 
Parcel Q.  Further, no evidence was uncovered that associated the site with any events or persons 
that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local, regional, or state-wide 
history.  Therefore, Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 do not appear eligible for listing in the National 
Register, the California Register or for local landmark status due to lack of significance.  
Because of their lack of historical significance, Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 are not considered 
historical resources for the purposes of CEQA compliance. 

17.  Colburn School of Performing Arts 

The Colburn School of Performing Arts moved into its current facility at 200 South 
Grand Avenue in downtown Los Angeles in 1998.  The 65,000 square foot space was designed 
to support the various program areas of the School.  The School broke ground on a second 
building on the east side of the current building in 2004.  All programs will be integrated within 
the two buildings, which will connect on the Grand Avenue level with a plaza and on the lower 
level by an interior hallway. 

a.  Architectural Description 

The first floor exterior consists of tan brick walls that are banded with bricks laid on 
edge, vertically and at an angle to create a texture and color variation to the flat wall surface.  
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The vertical walls are a stark contrast to the angular wall surfaces made of varying proportions of 
metal and glass with imbricate metal shingles forming the surface of both the roof and gable end.  
The large metal roof, with clerestory windows, of Zipper Hall is the most prominent feature on 
the Grand Avenue elevation and in the evening changes its appearance by application of 
specialty outdoor lighting.  The flattened gable roof style is repeated in smaller scale on the 
building as it extends to the east.  (See Figure 28 on page 88). 

The 55,000 square-foot complex sits atop Grand Avenue.  A landscaped plaza is built 
over an adjacent side street to connect the Colburn School and MOCA.  The plaza provides an 
outdoor venue for performances and receptions and also continues an existing link to California 
Plaza’s promenade.  The main building contains Jascha Heifetz’ studio that was rescued from his 
house, designed by Frank Lloyd Wright in 1946.   

The addition that is under construction, an addition to the east elevation, is in the same 
design and materials as the existing building. 

b.  Significance 

The school complex was designed by the architectural firm of Hugh Hardy/ Malcolm 
Holzman/ Norman Pfeiffer/ Associates.  Completed in 1998, the school is located next to the 
Museum of Contemporary Art and near the Music Center along the “cultural corridor” of Grand 
Avenue.  The school provides music, dance, and drama training to students from preschool to 
adult.  The 65,000 square foot facility was designed to support the various program areas of the 
school.  The Colburn School of Performing Arts building does not possess the exceptional 
qualities of architecture or historical associations necessary for individual designation at the 
federal, State, or local levels of significance due to its recent date of construction (1998).  
Sufficient time has not passed to place this property into proper perspective for evaluation of 
importance on its own merit.  Therefore, it currently appears ineligible for individual listing in 
the National Register, the California Register or for local landmark status.  Additionally, the 
property does not appear to be associated with any potential historic district as a contributing 
building.  For the purposes of CEQA compliance it is not considered a historical resource 
pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(a). 

18.  Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) 

a.  Architectural Description 

The Grand Avenue main building (250 S. Grand Ave., Los Angeles) is a contemporary 
red sandstone structure set very close to the street.  A break in the façade, under a large barrel 
roofed arcade forms the opening from the street to the interior of the museum campus.  The 
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public galleries are approached down a flight of stairs that lead into the south pavilion.  From the 
street, these stairs are hardly apparent.  The north structure contains offices and the museum 
shop.  (See Figure 29 on page 90). 

b.  Significance 

Construction of the Museum of Contemporary Art began in the early 1980s and was 
completed in 1986.  It was designed by Arata Isozaki, an internationally acclaimed architect.  
Arata Isozaki, born in Japan, studied under Kenso Tange (a leading figure of Japanese modern 
architecture) at the University of Tokyo before becoming a member of Tange’s design team.  
Besides the MOCA facility his portfolio of work includes The Museum of Modern Art in Japan 
(1971/1974), the Brooklyn Museum in New York (1986/1992), and the Kyoto Concert Hall in 
Japan (1991/1995). 

It is one of three locations that comprise the Museum of Contemporary Art in Los 
Angeles.  The other locations are the Geffen Contemporary at 152 North Central Avenue, and 
the Pacific Design Center at 8687 Melrose Avenue in West Hollywood.   

As with the Colburn School of Performing Arts, sufficient time has not passed to place 
the Museum of Contemporary Art property into proper perspective for evaluation of importance 
on its own merit.  The property does not possess the exceptional qualities of architecture or 
historical associations necessary for individual designation at the federal or State levels of 
significance due to its recent date of construction (1986) and lack of time to fully understand its 
historical significance and place it in proper context.  Therefore, it currently appears ineligible 
for individual listing in the National Register and the California Register.  Additionally, the 
property does not appear associated with any potential historic district as a contributing building.  
For CEQA purposes, the art museum is not considered a historical resource according to Section 
15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

19.  Parcels M-2 and L.  Surface Parking Lots 

a.  Architectural Description 

Both Parcel M-2 and L are large lots paved with asphalt and used as parking lots.  
Cyclone fencing surrounds each parcel.  

b.  Significance 

Parcel M-2 and L do not possess any distinguishing characteristics to associate them with 
any notable architect or architectural idiom.  Further, no evidence was found to connect them 
with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local, regional, 
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State, or nation-wide history.  Therefore, these sites do not appear eligible for listing in the 
National Register, the California Register or for local individual landmark status or as 
contributors to a potential historic district.  Under CEQA, Parcels M-2 and L are not considered 
historical resources pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

20.  Southern California Edison Building (One Bunker Hill) 

a.  Architectural Description 

Designed by architects James and David Allison of the firm Allison and Allison, the 
fourteen story Art Deco building possesses the hallmark signature features of the idiom.  The 
lower three stories are of solid limestone with the setback upper stories and central tower faced 
with buff colored glazed terra cotta.  On the façade, the spandrels contain a cubic Art Deco 
pattern, repeated in the central tower, lobby floor, and elevator ceilings.  On the entry façade 
allegorical figures by sculptor Merrell Gage represent light, power, and hydroelectric energy.  
The two-story interior lobby space includes classical elements that are treated with an Art Deco 
flair, highly ornate coffered ceilings, and floors and walls composed of 17 different types of 
marble.  At the end of the lobby is a mural by Hugo Ballin entitled “The Apotheosis of Power.”  
Ballin is probably best known for his mural work at the Griffith Observatory.   

b.  Significance 

The Southern California Edison Building, also known as One Bunker Hill, was built in 
1930.  It served as the southern California headquarters of the Edison Company for a number of 
years.  The property has been previously evaluated on a number of occasions, including Section 
106 assessments.  It has been formally determined be eligible for National Register listing under 
criteria associated with architecture (Criterion C).  Additionally, the property is a designated City 
of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument.  For the purposes of CEQA, it is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. 
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IV.  ANALYSIS OF PROJECT IMPACTS 

 

A. THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE AND CRITERIA FOR ADVERSE 
IMPACTS 

1.  CEQA Guidelines 

Historic resources can be affected by land use changes, and by visual, noise or 
atmospheric intrusions beyond the project site.  The CEQA Guidelines state that a project 
involves a “substantial adverse change” when one or more of the following occurs: 

• Substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource means physical 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate 
surroundings such that the significance of a historical resource would be materially 
impaired.70 

• The significance of a historical resource is materially impaired when a project:71 

a. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 
characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance and 
that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the California Register of 
Historical Resources; or 

b. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 
characteristics that account for its inclusion in a local register of historical 
resources pursuant to section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or its 
identification in a historical resources survey meeting the requirements of section 
5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, unless the public agency reviewing the 
effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource 
is not historically or culturally significant; or 

c. Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical 
characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance and 
that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California Register of Historical 
Resources as determined by a lead agency for purposes of CEQA. 

                                                 
70  State CEQA Guidelines, 14 CCR Section 15064.5(b)(1). 
71  Ibid, Section 15064.5(b)(2). 
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The CEQA Guidelines further require a finding of significant impact when the alteration 
of the immediate surroundings of a resource would occur such that the significance of a 
historical resource would be materially impaired.  The Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide 
requires a finding of significant impact on historical resources if the project involves 
construction that reduces the integrity or significance of important resources on the site or in the 
vicinity.  Historic resources adjacent to a proposed project could be indirectly affected when it is 
isolated from its setting or the setting that contributes to the property’s historical character or 
significance is altered. 

A historic property may also be indirectly affected by a proposed project by the 
introduction of visual elements that are out of character with the property or alter its setting.  The 
guidance that defines these impacts is provided in the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect 
established by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (CFR 1992: 800.9 (b-2, and b-3), 
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.  Though CEQA does not provide 
specific guidance for the evaluation of indirect impacts to historic resources, the Criteria of 
Effect and Adverse Effect were utilized to determine the significance of indirect impacts to 
historic resources. 

2.  Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation 

The Secretary of the Interior has promulgated Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (Standards).72  These Standards may be used by the United States Department of the 
Interior, National Park Service (NPS) and other federal, state, and local agencies in reviewing 
and approving work to be performed on historic buildings.  The Standards were written to “assist 
the long-term preservation of a property’s significance through the preservation of historic 
materials and features.  The Standards pertain to historic properties of all materials, construction 
types, sizes, and occupancy and encompass the exterior and interior of the buildings.  They also 
encompass related landscape features and the building’s site and environment, as well as 
attached, adjacent, or related new construction.”73 

The Standards are designed to ensure that rehabilitation does not impair the significance 
of a historic property.  In most circumstances, the Standards are relevant in assessing whether 
there is a substantial adverse change under CEQA.  Section 15064.5b(3) of the CEQA 
Guidelines states in part that “... a project that follows the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, 

                                                 
72  The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic 

Buildings, U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Preservation Assistance Division, 1990.  Also 
see 36 CFR § 67.7. 

73  Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, page 5. 
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Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and 
Grimmer, shall be considered as mitigated to a level of less than a significant impact on the 
historic resource.” 

The definition of “rehabilitation” assumes that at least some repair or alteration of a 
historic resource will be needed in order to provide for an efficient, contemporary use.  However, 
these repairs and alterations must not damage or destroy materials, features, or finishes that are 
important in defining the property’s historic character.  The ten standards for rehabilitation are as 
follows: 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires 
minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial 
relationships. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved.  The removal 
of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships 
that characterize a property will be avoided. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use.  
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding 
conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be 
undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired significance in their own right will be 
retained and preserved. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples 
of skilled craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced.  Where the 
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new 
feature will match the old in design, color, texture, and where possible, materials.  
Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and 
physical evidence.   

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the 
gentlest means possible.  Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will 
not be used. 

8. Archaeological resources will be protected and preserved in place.  If such 
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken. 
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9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy 
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property.  
The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the 
historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the 
integrity of the property and its environment. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in 
such a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 
the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

The Guidelines for Rehabilitation were developed by the Department of the Interior’s 
National Park Service (NPS) to assist property owners in applying the general Standards listed 
above.  The Guidelines contain a specific hierarchy for decision-making in assessing the 
rehabilitation of any historic property.  First, the significant materials and features of a property 
must be identified.  Then a method for their retention and preservation must be found.  If the 
physical condition of character-defining material warrants additional work, repair is 
recommended.  If deterioration or damage precludes repair, then replacement can be considered. 

The introduction to the Guidelines states that: 

Some exterior and interior alterations to a historic property are generally needed 
to assure its continued use, but it is most important that such alterations do not 
radically change, obscure, or destroy character-defining spaces, materials, 
features, or finishes.74 

A technical brief which describes how to identify the character-defining features of a 
building notes: 

A complete understanding of any property may require documentary research 
about its style, construction, function, its furnishings or contents; and knowledge 
about the evolutionary history of the building.  Even though buildings may be of 
historic, rather than architectural significance, it is their tangible elements that 
embody its significance for association with specific events or persons and it is 
those tangible elements both on the exterior and interior that should be 
preserved.75 

                                                 
74  Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. 
75  Lee Nelson. “Architectural Character: Identifying the Visual Aspects of Historic Buildings as an Aid to 

Preserving their Character,” Preservation Brief 17, U.S. Department of the Interior, Preservation Assistance 
Division, 1982, page 1. 
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In addition to the rehabilitation of character-defining features, the Standards and 
Guidelines also address alterations and additions to historic properties, as well as retrofitting for 
health and safety requirements.  Some interior and exterior alterations to a historic property may 
be needed to assure its continued use.  These modifications should not, however, obscure the 
character-defining features of a property. 

3.  City of Los Angeles Thresholds of Significance 

The following factors are set forth in the City of Los Angeles “L.A. CEQA Thresholds 
Guide,” which states that a project would normally have a significant impact on historic 
resources if it would result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic 
resource.  A substantial adverse change in significance occurs if the project involves: 

• Demolition of a significant resource; 

• Relocation that does not maintain the integrity and (historical/architectural) 
significance of a significant resource; 

• Conversion, rehabilitation, or alteration of a significant resource which does not 
conform to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines 
for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings; or 

• Construction that reduces the integrity or significance of important resources on the 
site or in the vicinity. 

Based on these factors, a project would have a significant impact on historic resources, if: 

• The project would demolish, destruct, relocate, or alter a historical resource such that 
the significance of the historical resource would be materially impaired; or  

• The project would reduce the integrity or significance of important resources on the 
site or in the vicinity. 

B. PROPOSED PROJECT 

The proposed Project site includes the Civic Center Mall between Los Angeles’ City Hall 
and Grand Avenue; the streetscape along Grand Avenue between Fifth Street and Cesar Chavez 
Avenue; and five parcels located within the CRA/LA’s Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project area.   
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The Project consists of the following three components: (1) the creation of a 16-acre 
Civic Park that would result from the renovation and expansion of the existing Civic Center 
Mall, and would connect City Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along Grand 
Avenue between 5th Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue to attract and accommodate more 
pedestrian traffic; and (3) development of five parcels, four of which are located within the 
Grand Avenue Project, with the fifth parcel to be separately acquired by the Related Companies, 
who is the Project applicant.  The four parcels that are located within the Development Plan are 
referred to as Parcels Q, W-2, L and M-2.  The fifth parcel is referred to as Parcel W-1.  The total 
Project site, including the location of the five parcels, is shown in Figure 2 on page 3. 

A Conceptual Plan for the Project, as shown in Figure 3 on page 5, has been formulated 
to represent a potential development scenario that depicts the basic intent of the Project.  While 
the precise mix and location of uses have not been definitively determined, the Conceptual Plan 
represents the most current development scenario under evaluation and consideration.  Provided 
in the following paragraphs are descriptions of the Project’s three components. 

The proposed Civic Park would be revitalized and activated through a new design that 
would be functional and accessible to the public.  The current Conceptual Plan for the Civic 
Park, as show in Figure 30 on page 98, maintains and expands upon the existing organization of 
space as three major areas: Grand Avenue to Hill Street; Hill Street to Broadway; and Broadway 
to Spring Street.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the westernmost, approximately 8-acre section is 
proposed to be utilized for cultural and entertainment uses.  The middle, approximately 4-acre 
section is proposed to be used as a garden space for smaller scale uses and the easternmost, 
approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be used for civic and community activities.  Surface 
parking on the easternmost area of the park would be removed and parking would be re-
established on the lower levels of the structures.   

As previously stated, the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program, as shown in Figure 31 on 
page 99, extends from Cesar Chavez Avenue to 5th Street.  Under the proposed Project, the 
Grand Avenue Streetscape Program would redefine Grand Avenue as a great Los Angeles street.  
The goal of the Grand Avenue street improvements will be to create an urban thoroughfare 
through a key area of downtown Los Angeles.  These improvements are intended to foster an 
active pedestrian environment without compromise to the functional requirements of vehicular 
circulation.  Toward this end, sidewalks will be widened wherever feasible from Fifth Street 
north to Cesar Chavez Avenue, and planting beds will be maximized in order to promote the 
growth of healthy and mature street trees.  These improvements are intended to facilitate and 
improve pedestrian movement and create a positive environment for sidewalk cafes, special 
events, and building entrances.  Other suggested improvements may include the installation of 
landscaping and landscape irrigation systems for new street trees, paving systems for sidewalks 
and adjoining plazas, streets, and curbs; banners, graphics, signage, etc; introduction of special 
improvements such as public art, water features, pavilions for private and public use, and kiosks; 
benches, chairs, and other seating systems; trash receptacles; drinking fountains; and water 
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fountains.  The existing mid-street openings along Grand Avenue will be examined with the 
intent of either replacing these spaces with planted medians, or providing additional roadway to 
compensate for widened sidewalks.  The proposed streetscape improvements are not intended to 
decrease existing vehicular capacity, and existing on-street parking will be maintained wherever 
feasible.   

The current Conceptual Parcel Development Plan, as shown in Figure 32 on page 101, 
envisions development on all five Parcels.  Under the Parcel Conceptual Plan, Parcel Q would be 
developed concurrently with the creation of the Civic Park and the implementation of 
landscaping and streetscape improvements on Grand Avenue between Temple and First Streets.  
The development would be designed across multi-levels, incorporating a central plaza space, 
outdoor terraces, large amounts of landscaping and outdoor pools and terraces for hotel, 
restaurant, and residential uses.   

The Conceptual Plan envisions varying building heights on Parcel Q, with the highest 
reaching up to 750 feet above Grand Avenue.  The hotel/residential tower planned for Parcel Q 
would have entrances off Grand Avenue and Second Street.  This high-rise tower would be an 
icon or centerpiece for the block and the design is anticipated to be marquis architecture.  The 
retail component of Parcel Q would be developed as a collection of shops, restaurants, 
entertainment, and food uses.  This parcel would also have its own signature outdoor public open 
space, which would emphasize pedestrian connections to Grand Avenue and First Street.  The 
outdoor public space would be integrated into the streetscape improvements anticipated to occur 
on these streets. 

The Conceptual Plan for Parcels W-1/W-2 includes a bridge across Olive Street to 
connect Parcel Q’s public space to public open space on Parcels W-1/W-2.  This bridge would 
integrate Parcel Q’s open space and, by extension, connect Parcels W-1/W-2 with 
Grand Avenue.  The public space of Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 would provide linkages between 
both blocks to the surrounding streets and adjoining uses.  Parcels W-1/W-2 would be designed 
to include trees, landscaping, paving systems, benches, trash receptacles, street graphics, and 
lighting. 

Also under the Conceptual Plan, Parcels L and M-2 would include the provision for 
greater street-front retail.  Hope and Second Streets, as they adjoin Parcels L and M-2 would be 
designed with pedestrian friendly street edges that are enhanced with entrances to residential 
buildings and streetscape amenities, including trees; landscaping; paving systems; benches; trash 
receptacles; street graphics; and lighting. 

As proposed, the Project has the potential to impact directly or indirectly a number of 
historic resources.  The following is a detailed impact analysis of the Project components as they 
relate to each of the properties assessed for historical significance.   
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1.  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 

The grouping of buildings, structures, objects, and sites that comprise the Civic Center 
appears eligible for California Register designation as a potential historic district.  For the 
purposes of CEQA, this collective entity is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA 
Guidelines.76   

Under the proposed Project, none of the contributing civic buildings would be directly 
impacted.  Indirect impacts are not anticipated to occur if the final plans for the Civic Park and 
the Grand Avenue streetscape program are implemented in a manner that would be substantially 
consistent with the Conceptual Plan for these Project components.  However, indirect impacts 
may occur for those contributing properties that interface with either the Grand Avenue 
streetscape program or the redesign of the Civic Park if the final designs for these two Project 
components are not in substantial compliance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan or the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.  The streetscape improvements called for under the 
Project’s Conceptual Plan would not physically impact or visually obscure those qualities or 
characteristics that are important in identifying or associating these properties as contributing 
elements to the potential Los Angeles Civic Center historic district comprised of governmental 
and cultural buildings united by plan and function within the Civic Center area of downtown Los 
Angeles. 

The Project would, however, directly impact one contributing property, the Civic Center 
Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles).  The existing Civic Center Mall would be 
renovated and expanded under the proposed Project.  Much of the landscape and hardscape 
features would be removed or reconfigured to make the park a vital, active public space for the 
downtown community.   

The Civic Center Mall is historically important to the potential district because of it being 
the Civic Center’s primary public gathering space and governmental center.  It is a key 
component in downtown Los Angeles’ larger urban framework and open space network.  It was 
designed and developed to be surrounded by public buildings.  Its monumental size, shape, 
location, function and purpose, association, physical characteristics (hardscapes, landscaping, 
and east-west axis set between public buildings), and its ownership were all key aspects of its 
integration as a formally designed landscaped park into the larger scheme of the master plan for 
the Civic Center area.   

As discussed in the detailed analysis of the park below, the extent of impacts to the park 
is going to be determined ultimately by the final design.  However, regardless of the final park 

                                                 
76  Ibid. 
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design its basic size, shape, location, purpose and function would remain unaffected.  
Additionally, the Park’s spatial relationships with the public buildings surrounding would remain 
unchanged.  Overall, those physical qualities and historic characteristics that identify the Civic 
Center Mall as a contributor to the potential Los Angeles Civic Center historic district would be 
retained and would not be adversely changed or altered by the implementation of the proposed 
Project.  In fact, those qualities that define it as a public park and focal point of the Civic Center 
would be enhanced by the Project; making the interrelationship of contributing resources both 
historically and visually even stronger.  As significant impacts would not occur to the identified 
potential historic district mitigation measures would not be required.  

2.  Walt Disney Concert Hall 

The Walt Disney Concert Hall appears eligible for listing in the National Register and the 
California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Walt Disney Concert Hall is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.77   

Under the proposed Project the Walt Disney Concert Hall would not be directly or 
indirectly impacted.  No streetscape improvements are called for within the section of Grand 
Avenue that is located in front of the Walt Disney Concert Hall (i.e., west side of Grand 
Avenue).  The landscaping proposed for Parcels L, M-2 and Q would not physically, 
aesthetically, or visually impact the historic and cultural qualities of the Walt Disney Concert 
Hall that make it historically significant.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are required for this 
resource to implement the proposed Project.  

3.  Music Center 

The Music Center appears eligible for individual listing in the National Register and the 
California Register.  It is also eligible for designation as a contributor to a potential State and 
local historic district associated with the history of the Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA, 
the Music Center is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.78   

Under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan, the Music Center would not be directly or 
indirectly impacted.  The exterior and interior of the Music Center campus would not be 
physically altered.  The existing landscaping at street level consists of original and replaced 
elements.  Project related streetscape improvements under the Conceptual Plan for the eastern 
perimeter of the Music Center, along the west side of Grand Avenue, would not physically harm 
those characteristics that justify the campus as eligible for federal or State designation.  Grand 
                                                 
77  Ibid. 
78  Ibid. 



IV.  Analysis of Project Impacts 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation June 2, 2006 
 

Page 104 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Avenue and portions of the immediate adjacent sidewalk do not constitute a significant resource 
and therefore, no direct impact would occur to the Music Center campus.  The streetscape 
proposed under the Conceptual Plan for Grand Avenue would not result in any indirect adverse 
impacts to the contributing elements of the Music Center since the existing trees would be 
replaced at similar intervals to the existing trees in a manner that would retain (and enhance) the 
sight line from the Music Center Plaza through the Civic Center Mall to City Hall.  Thus, the 
removal of historic fabric would not be required to implement the streetscape.  While less than 
significant impacts would result if the Conceptual Plan for the Grand Avenue streetscape 
program is implemented, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design for the 
streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the Music Center 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final streetscape 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

4.  Music Center Annex Building 

The Music Center Annex Building located at 601 West Temple Street (northwest corner 
of Grand Avenue and Temple Street) does not appear to be eligible for listing in the National 
Register or California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, this building is not considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.79  Mitigation measures for this building are 
not required. 

5.  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels 

The Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels appears eligible for listing in the National 
Register, California Register, and for local City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument 
designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.80   

As with the Music Center, the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels would not be directly 
impacted under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan as no work to the exterior or interior of 
the building is anticipated.  The streetscape improvements called for under the Conceptual Plan 
along the western perimeter line of the church, along Grand Avenue, would not visually obscure 
the building or those features of the building that deem it historically significant from the public 
right-of-way.  Thus, implementation of the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan 
would result in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could 
result if the final design for the streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those 

                                                 
79  Ibid. 
80  Ibid. 
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attributes of the building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists 
that the final streetscape design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is 
recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

6.  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 

The Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration building does not appear to be eligible for 
individual listing in the National Register or California Register.  Because of its physical 
manifestation as part of the overall Civic Center master plan, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration building is considered a contributing property to a potential State eligible historic 
district.  For the purposes of CEQA, therefore, the building is considered a historic resource 
pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.81   

Under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan, the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
building would not be directly or indirectly impacted as no work would occur to the exterior or 
interior of the building.  Further, the landscaping called for south of the building within the 
proposed Civic Park, under the Conceptual Plan, would not physically or visually impact those 
features of the building that qualify it as a contributor to a potential Civic Center Historic 
District. 

The streetscape planned along Grand Avenue, under the Conceptual Plan, would not 
adversely impact those characteristics that help convey the building’s historical significance as a 
contributing property to a potential historic district.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park and 
the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less than significant 
impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design for the Civic 
Park and the streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the 
building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final 
Civic Park and streetscape design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is 
recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

7.  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles) 

The Civic Center Mall (dedicated as El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles) though 
ineligible for individual listing in the National Register, is eligible for individual listing in the 
California Register because it physically displays exceptional mid-century Modern precepts in its 
design, style, materials, workmanship, circulation systems, hardscape and softscape features, and 
spatial relationships.  As previously discussed, it is also considered a contributing property to a 
potentially eligible California Register  historic district comprised of a collective grouping of 
                                                 
81  Ibid. 
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buildings, structures, sites, and objects united by plan and function within the Civic Center area.  
For the purposes of CEQA, the Civic Center Mall is considered a historic resource pursuant to 
the CEQA Guidelines.82   Those features that convey the park’s historical significance include its 
overall size and scale, location, function and purpose, materials, design, landscaping, 
workmanship, and east-west axis set between public buildings on either side.  Architecturally 
specifically, the mid-century Modern style water features (fountain and adjoining pools), 
concrete benches, pink granite clad planter boxes, pink granite retaining walls, pedestrian 
circulation system (concrete walkways and open spaces), pole type light fixtures, pole type 
outdoor “hi-fi” system, enclosed elevator shaft structures in the center of the park, the circular 
shaped vehicular ramps leading to the underground parking garage from Hill Street, and the 
granite faced stairs and spiral shaped parking lot ramps off Grand Avenue are all features that 
contribute to the modernistic design of the Civic Center Mall and reflect the design philosophy 
and trends of the Modern era. 

The Project according to the Conceptual Plan includes a Great Lawn and a Grand Terrace 
in the westernmost section of the proposed Civic Mall.  Under the Conceptual Plan, most of the 
existing trees and shrubs would be removed or relocated for the construction of a new lawn, 
garden, and plaza spaces.  New restrooms would be constructed, and under the Conceptual Plan, 
pavilions would also be constructed.  The proposed design would also provide new stepped 
terraces from the Grand Avenue plaza down (east) to the current level of the garage escalators.  
Also under the Conceptual Plan, new enclosures for the existing escalators, which connect the 
park to the garage below, would be erected and the existing escalators kept in operation as 
continuously as possible during Project-related construction work.  While the mid-century 
Modern style fountain, under the Conceptual Plan, may be relocated within the Civic Park, the 
concrete pools below it could not be retained and relocated since they were cast in-place.  
However, there is a potential that the pools may be recreated at the location where the fountain 
would be relocated.  While the fountain may be relocated and the pools recreated, using the 
recommended approaches outlined in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, 
thereby precluding a significant impact, the existing spiral entry and exit ramps that lead to the 
underground parking structure from both Grand Avenue and Hill Street would be redesigned 
under the Conceptual Plan.  In addition, the final park design may or may not include the 
retention or relocation of the balance of the character-defining features that are currently located 
within the Civic Center Mall.  Also under the Conceptual Plan the existing commemorative 
monuments and statues would be retained, relocated, and incorporated into the new park space.  
While an important physical component of the Civic Center Mall, all of the public art contained 
therein lacks historical importance as it was all installed since the initial development of the 
Civic Center and were not planned or installed as part of the overall mid-century Modern style 
layout of the park.  The parking structure below this area, under the Conceptual Plan, would be 

                                                 
82  Ibid. 
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retained and would remain open, to the extent feasible, during construction of the new Civic 
Park.  

In developing the final design for the Civic Park the disposition of the Civic Center 
Mall’s character-defining features would need to be considered and planned.  Depending on the 
final park design, a range of potential direct and/or indirect impacts to these features may result.  
The level of impact would depend on the importance of the feature being affected and how it is 
being affected.  Based on the level of detail available within the Conceptual Plan, the only 
character-defining feature that would be removed are the circular shaped parking garage ramps 
along Grand Avenue and Hill Street.  No decisions have been made at this time as to whether 
any of the Civic Center Mall’s other character-defining features are to be retained in place, 
removed, or relocated in the park.  Regardless of which option is selected, the final park design 
would be reviewed for consistency with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 

As currently proposed, the removal of the circular shaped parking garage ramps at the 
east and west ends of the park would not pose a significant adverse change in the significance of 
this historic resource.  Enough of the physical characteristics of the resource that convey 
collectively its historical significance as a mid-century Modern designed public space would still 
be retained even with the ramps removed. 

For a substantial adverse change to occur the majority of the park’s character-defining 
features would need to be removed or substantially altered physically.  Significant impacts would 
result if the following occurs to any of  the four key features listed : (1) the water feature (both 
the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a focal point for the park; (2) many of the pink 
granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete benches are not retained and 
reused in-place or within the reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and adjacent to 
the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their totality, or (4) 
many of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” speaker poles with saucer-like 
canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or integrated along with the water 
feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter boxes.  Additionally, the Standards should be 
utilized to ensure that rehabilitation work to the park does not impair those qualities and historic 
characteristics of these four key character-defining features that convey the property’s 
significance and qualify it for California Register listing.  If the character-defining features noted 
above were retained and reused in a manner consistent with the Standards and as stipulated in 
this analysis, then potential impacts to this resource would not occur and mitigation measures 
would not be required. 

Along with the removal of the parking lot ramps off Grand Avenue and Hill Street, the 
following character-defining features may be removed since their removal would not diminish 
the integrity of the resource in terms of its eligibility as an individual resource: (1) the mature 
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landscaping (since the new park design would also include notable and compatible landscaped 
areas), (2) the existing walkways (since the new park would also include walkways to facilitate 
movement through the park), and (3) the granite stairs off Grand Avenue). 

The demolition and recordation of historic resources under CEQA are not considered 
acceptable treatment approaches as recordation does not address the adverse change resulting 
from the demolition of the physical characteristics that justify the inclusion of the resource in the 
California Register, National Register, and local register.  However, mitigation measures for 
such actions are still required though they would not reduce the impact to a less than significant 
level.  

As for the relocation of a historic resource, the State Historical Resources Commission 
encourages the retention of historical resources in place.  However, it is recognized that moving 
a historic building, structure, or object is sometimes necessary to prevent its destruction.  
Therefore, a moved building, structure, or object that is otherwise eligible for State designation 
may be listed in the California Register if it is moved to prevent its demolition at its former 
location and if the new location is compatible with the original character and use of the historic 
resource.  A historic resource should retain its historic features and compatibility in orientation, 
setting, and general environment upon relocation.  As such, potential impacts would be reduced 
to a less than significant level with the implementation of the required mitigation measures. 

In summary and to provide the most conservative of conclusions, implementation of the 
Civic Park would result in the removal of many of the Civic Center Mall’s character-defining 
features.  The removal of those four key features outlined above would materially alter those 
physical characteristics of the site that convey its historical significance as a well designed mid-
century Modern public park and account for its inclusion in the California Register as an 
individual resource.  As significant impacts would occur, mitigation measures would be required, 
though they would not reduce the impact to a less than significant level.  However, should the 
final design include selective retention and reuse of all four  of those character-defining features, 
as identified herein, in a manner consistent  with the Standards,   then significant impacts would 
not occur, and mitigation measures would not be required. 

8.  Hall of Records 

The Hall of Records building appears ineligible for individual listing in the National 
Register, due to a lack of exceptional significance.  It does, however, appear individually eligible 
for California Register listing because of its architectural significance.  The Hall of Records 
building also appears eligible for the California Register as a contributing property to a potential 
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historic district associated with the development of the Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA, 
the Hall of Records is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.83   

Under the proposed Project, the Hall of Records building would not be directly impacted.  
No work is called for with regard to either the exterior or interior of the building.  However, the 
plaza area just south of the Hall of Records, called the Court of Flags, may be developed into a 
new garden-oriented space.  Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the new 
Civic Park would require the demolition of most of the existing surface features.  The stairs to 
Broadway would be rebuilt, and various elements of the existing Civic Center Mall including the 
flagpoles and plaques would be relocated elsewhere within the area.  The existing vehicular 
access to the garage would be maintained, as would the elevators.  The central area of this 
section of the Civic Park would be landscaped with trees and shrubs flanking the green space to 
the north and south.  According to the Conceptual Plan, small, multi-use pavilions would also be 
incorporated into this area, along with smaller pavilions that could host food and drink 
concessions.  As such, the work proposed would not materially or visually impair those qualities 
that make the Hall of Records building historically significant and eligible for state designation 
as an individual landmark and contributor to a potential historic district.  Hence, if the 
Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park is implemented, mitigation measures for this structure are not 
required.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less 
than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design 
for the Civic Park was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the building upon which 
its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park design could 
result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 

9.  Court of Flags 

The Court of Flags area does not appear to be eligible for National Register and 
California Register listing as an individual landmark.  Its historical associations, location, and 
spatial relationship with the adjacent public buildings and Civic Center Mall to the west helps to 
define it as a contributing property to the potential Civic Center Historic District eligible for 
California Register designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Court of Flags is considered a 
historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.84   

Based on the Conceptual Plan for the Civic Park, the Court of Flags would be used as a 
new garden-oriented space.  The preliminary Conceptual Plan for this area would maintain the 
Metro Red Line plaza and entrances, currently located on the west end of the Court of Flags, in 

                                                 
83  Ibid. 
84  Ibid. 
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their existing locations.  Possible changes to the transit plaza would be implemented without 
disruption to operations.  Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic 
Park would require the demolition of most of the existing surface features.  The subterranean 
parking garage would be repaired and remain in place, and a new multi-use pavilion that could 
be located in the southeast corner of this section of the park would contain elevators to the 
restored subterranean parking garage.  Smaller pavilions could also be incorporated in the area 
that could host food and drink concessions.  The stairs to Broadway would be rebuilt, and 
various elements of the existing Civic Center Mall including the flagpoles and plaques would be 
relocated elsewhere within the area.  The existing vehicular access to the garage would be 
maintained, as would the elevators.  The existing Court of Flags spatial relationship with the 
surrounding civic buildings and Civic Center Mall to the west, as well as its physical location, 
and historic association with the overall development of the Civic Center would not be adversely 
affected by the implementation of the proposed Project.  Those historic qualities would be 
retained, if not enhanced, with the work called for under the Project.  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this site are not required.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per the 
Conceptual Plan would result in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially significant 
impacts could result if the final design for the Civic Park was to disrupt indirectly or directly 
those attributes of the Court of Flags upon which its eligibility determination as a contributing 
element to a potential historic district is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

10.  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center 

The Criminal Justice Center is not eligible for National Register or California Register 
designation as an individual landmark.  It is, however, considered a contributor to a potential 
California Register eligible historic district comprised of civic buildings, structures, objects, and 
sites associated with the development of the Civic Center.  For the purposes of CEQA, this 
property is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.85 

Under the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan, the open space south of the Criminal 
Justice Center would be used for civic and community activities.  Development of this area 
would require the removal and relocation of the existing surface parking lot for the construction 
of a large paved plaza with landscaping at its north and south sides.  The Conceptual Plan for this 
section of the Civic Park would also incorporate small, multi-use pavilions into the proposed 
facilities for use by festivals and civic event programming.   
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No work is proposed for the Criminal Justice Center building.  Thus, the building would 
not be directly or indirectly impacted by the implementation of the Project’s Conceptual Plan 
within the adjacent plaza area.  Those qualities that contribute to the building’s inclusion in a 
potential Civic Center Historic District would not be materially or physically altered.  Therefore, 
mitigation measures for this building are not required to implement the proposed Project’s 
Conceptual Plan.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per the Conceptual Plan would result 
in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the 
final design for the Civic Park was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the building 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

11.  Los Angeles City Hall 

The Los Angeles City Hall is eligible for listing on the National Register by formal 
determination and is therefore listed on the California Register.  It is also a designated local City 
of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument.  For the purposes of CEQA, the Los Angeles City 
Hall is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.86   

Under the proposed Project, City Hall would not be directly or indirectly impacted as no 
alterations or modifications to the building are anticipated under the proposed Project’s 
Conceptual Plan.  As the easternmost section of the Civic Park is located along the west side of 
Spring Street, across the street from City Hall, Project improvements  would be implemented that 
could potentially impact City Hall.  Notwithstanding, the landscaping proposed for the 
easternmost section of the Civic Park under the Conceptual Plan would not physically, 
aesthetically, or visually impact any of those qualities or characteristics that make the building 
historically significant.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are required for this property to 
implement the proposed Project’s Conceptual Plan.  Thus, implementation of the Civic Park per 
the Conceptual Plan would result in a less than significant impact.  However, potentially 
significant impacts could result if the final design for the Civic Park was to disrupt directly or 
indirectly those attributes of the building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As 
the potential exists that the final Civic Park design could result in a significant impact, a 
mitigation measure is recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

12.  Parking Lot, 227 North Spring Street (APN 5161-005-BRK, Lot 9) 

The parking lot located at 227 North Spring Street does not appear to be eligible for 
listing in the National Register or the California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, this site is 

                                                 
86  Ibid. 
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not considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.87  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this property are not required. 

13.  Vacant Lot, 217 West 1st Street (APN 5161-005-BRK, Lot 10) 

The vacant lot located at 217 West 1st Street does not appear to be eligible for listing in 
the National Register or California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, this site is not 
considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.88  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this property are not required. 

14.  Los Angeles County Law Library 

The Los Angeles County Law Library does not appear eligible for individual listing in 
the National Register or California Register due to its lack of sufficient historical and 
architectural importance.  As discussed earlier, it does appear eligible for California Register 
designation as a contributing property to a potential historic district associated with the overall 
physical and architectural development of the Civic Center area.  For the purposes of CEQA, 
therefore, the Law Library building is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA 
Guidelines.89   

As with the Hall of Records, the area just north of the County Law Library, called the 
Court of Flags, under the Conceptual Plan would be remodeled and used as a new garden-
oriented space.  Implementation of the Conceptual Plan for this section of the Civic Park would 
require the demolition of most of the existing surface features.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the 
stairs to Broadway would be rebuilt, and various elements of the existing Civic Center Mall 
including the flagpoles and plaques would be relocated elsewhere within the area.  The existing 
vehicular access to the garage would be maintained, as would the elevators.  Under the proposed 
Project, no work is called for with regard to the Law Library building. 

Under the Conceptual Plan, the work called for in the park’s open space area would not 
directly or indirectly impact those character-defining features of the Law Library that account for 
its inclusion as a contributing property in a potential California Register eligible historic district 
comprised of governmental and cultural buildings.  Thus, mitigation measures are not required 
for this property with implementation of the Civic Park per the Conceptual Plan and a less than 
significant impact would result.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final 
design for the Civic Park was to disrupt indirectly or directly those attributes of the building 
                                                 
87  Ibid. 
88  Ibid. 
89  Ibid. 
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upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final Civic Park 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

15.  Los Angeles County/Stanley Mosk Courthouse 

The Los Angeles County Courthouse does not appear eligible for individual listing in the 
National Register or the California Register.  It has, however, been identified as a contributing 
property to a potential California Register eligible historic district composed of government and 
cultural facilities united together by plan and function.  For the purposes of CEQA, the County 
Courthouse building is considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.90   

As with the Hall of Administration, the County Courthouse building under the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan would not be directly or indirectly impacted by the Project.  The Courthouse 
would not be removed or modified as part of the Project.  The design of the new Civic Park 
landscape and hardscape features, under the Conceptual Plan, along the north elevation of the 
Courthouse building as well as the proposed landscaping along Grand Avenue would not 
materially or visually alter those characteristic qualities that define the property as part of a 
potential Civic Center Historic District.  Additionally, the proposed development of Parcels Q 
and W-1/W-2 would not directly or indirectly impact the historic significance of the potential 
Civic Center historic district or the County Courthouse building, which is a contributor to this 
district.   

Since impacts to this building would not occur with the implementation of the 
Conceptual Plan for the Project, mitigation measures are not required.  Thus, implementation of 
the Civic Park and the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less 
than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design 
for the Civic Park and the streetscape program was to disrupt indirectly or directly those 
attributes of the building upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists 
that the final Civic Park and streetscape design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation 
measure is recommended that would reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

Currently the north elevation is landscaped, as part of the existing El Paseo de los 
Pobladores de Los Angeles park, with a variety of trees and shrubs that stagger in height and 
width.  The assortment of mature plantings in this area does not obscure the building’s modern 
architecture, but rather breaks up the solid massing of its form.  The new landscape and 
hardscape features along the building’s north elevation should be such that it visually accents and 

                                                 
90  Ibid. 
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balances with the building’s spare and functional façade.  Since possible indirect impacts may 
occur to the property, mitigation measures are required. 

16.  Parking Facilities (Parcels Q, W-1 and W-2)  

The parking facilities located within Parcels Q, W-1, and W-2 do not appear eligible for 
listing in the National Register and California Register.  For the purposes of CEQA, these sites 
are not considered historic resources pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.91  Therefore, mitigation 
measures are not required for these properties. 

17.  Colburn School of Performing Arts 

As discussed earlier, the Colburn School of Performing Arts building does not appear to 
be eligible for federal, state, or local designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, this property is not 
considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.92  Therefore, mitigation 
measures for this building are not required. 

18.  Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA) 

Currently, the Museum of Contemporary Art does not appear to be eligible for federal, 
State, or local designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, this property is not considered a historic 
resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.93  Therefore, mitigation measures for this building 
are not required. 

19.  Parking Lots (Parcels L and M-2) 

The parking lots located on Parcels L and M-2 do not appear to be eligible for listing in 
the National Register, California Register, and for local City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monument designation.  For the purposes of CEQA, these sites are not considered historic 
resources pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.94  Therefore, mitigation measures for the parking 
facilities that are currently located on these parcels are not required. 

20.  Southern California Edison Building (One Bunker Hill) 

The Art Deco designed Southern California Edison building has been formally assessed 
for historical significance on a number of occasions.  The property is eligible for National 
                                                 
91  Ibid. 
92  Ibid. 
93  Ibid. 
94  Ibid. 
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Register and California Register listing.  It is a designated City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monument.  For the purposes of CEQA, this property is considered a historic resource pursuant 
to the CEQA Guidelines.95   

Under the Project’s Conceptual Plan, the Edison building would not be directly or 
indirectly impacted by the implementation of the Grand Avenue Streetscape Program.  With the 
varying height, width, and density of the proposed landscaping along the building’s east 
elevation along Grand Avenue the property would not be visually obscured from the public 
rights-of-way either from Grand Avenue or 5th Street.  Those qualities that contribute to the 
historic character and significance of the building would be retained and unaffected.  Since there 
will be no direct or indirect impacts to this property mitigation measures are not required.  Thus, 
implementation of the streetscape improvements per the Conceptual Plan would result in a less 
than significant impact.  However, potentially significant impacts could result if the final design 
for the streetscape program was to disrupt directly or indirectly those attributes of the building 
upon which its eligibility determination is made.  As the potential exists that the final streetscape 
design could result in a significant impact, a mitigation measure is recommended that would 
reduce this impact to a less than significant level. 

                                                 
95  Ibid. 
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V.  MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

A. CEQA MITIGATION APPROACHES 

According to CEQA, mitigation may include: 

• Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 

• Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
implementation; 

• Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted 
environment; 

• Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance 
operations during the life of the action; 

• Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or 
environments;96 and 

• Utilizing the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation and Guidelines for 
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.97 

B. CONSIDERATION OF MITIGATION MEASURES 

CEQA requires the Lead Agency to examine and impose mitigation measures or feasible 
project alternatives that would avoid or minimize any impacts or potential impacts to historic 
resources. 

When important historic resources are involved, avoidance or preservation in place is the 
preferable course of action.  When total avoidance or preservation in place is not possible, a 
hierarchy of treatment approaches should be examined and assessed for feasibility.  Such 
treatment approaches may also include relocation, partial retention, or reconstruction.   

                                                 
96  CEQA Guidelines, Section 15370. 
97  Ibid, Section 15064.5(b)(3). 
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C. RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES 

The following mitigation measures are required to ensure that many of those potential 
adverse impacts identified with historic resources would be reduced to a level of less than 
significant.  Mitigation measures are also required for resources proposed for demolition they 
would not eliminate the significant impact associated with the loss of a historic resource. 

1.  Potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 

Mitigation Measure 1:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the potential Los Angeles 
Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable 
through implementation of the following measures: 

Grand Avenue Streetscape Program Design Features.  If the Streetscape 
Program is implemented in substantial conformance to that set forth in the 
Project’s Conceptual Plan, then the following mitigation measure is not 
required since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be 
implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, 
then the landscape and hardscape features proposed as part of the Grand 
Avenue Streetscape Program shall respect the linear qualities of the street and 
sidewalks in respect to the adjacent historic resource.  Such landscape 
treatments shall be unified and planted in a manner as to not obscure the sight 
lines to the facades of those properties identified as contributors to the 
potential Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District from the public right-of-
ways.  The design of the Project’s streetscape improvements shall consider 
their height, width, and spatial placement and include a program of selective 
pruning of trees to retain sight lines on a regular basis.   

2.  Walt Disney Concert Hall 

Mitigation measures regarding this property are not required since it would not be 
directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed Project.   

3.  Music Center 

Mitigation Measure 2: No mitigation measures are required if the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements are implemented in substantial conformance to that 
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set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, 
since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then prior to the 
start of each construction phase, the entity responsible for implementing the 
Project’s streetscape program under the applicable agreements shall submit 
plans to the Authority for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the 
potential eligibility of the Music Center are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation measure:   

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the streetscape improvements does 
not materially alter the Music Center’s potential historic significance.  This 
evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

4.  Music Center Annex Building  

No mitigation measures regarding this property are required to implement the proposed 
Project, since it is not considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(a).   

5.  Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels   

Mitigation Measure 3:  No mitigation measures are required if the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements are implemented in substantial conformance to that 
set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, 
since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements not be implemented in 
substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, then prior to the 
start of each construction phase, the entity responsible for implementing the 
Project’s streetscape program under the applicable agreements shall submit 
plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts to the 
potential eligibility of the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels church are 
reduced to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 
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historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the streetscape improvements does 
not materially alter the Cathedral of Our Lady of the Angels’ potential historic 
significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings.   

6.  Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 

Mitigation Measure 4:  No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined 
by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park and the streetscape improvements 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and Streetscape Program,  under the 
applicable agreements, shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and 
approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Kenneth Hahn 
Hall of Administration as a contributing property to the potentially eligible 
Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park and the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified 
architectural historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the final designs for the Civic Park and 
streetscape improvements do not materially alter the Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

7.  Civic Center Mall (El Paseo de los Pobladores de Los Angeles)  

Mitigation Measure 5:  Prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements 
shall submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that 
impacts to the potential eligibility of the Civic Center Mall for listing in the 
California Register is reduced to the maximum extent practicable.  However, 
in the event that any one or more of the following occurs: (1) the water feature 
(both the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a  focal point for the park; 
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(2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, 
and concrete benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the 
reconfigured park preferably near the water feature and adjacent to the civic 
buildings; (3) the existing elevator shaft structures are removed in their 
totality, or (4) many of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” 
speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or relocated 
adjacent to or integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining 
walls, and planter boxes, then the Standards shall be  utilized to ensure that 
rehabilitation work to the four character-defining features of the park 
referenced in this Mitigation Measure D-5 does not impair the historic 
characteristics that convey the Civic Center Mall’s historical significance as 
an individual resource and as a contributing property to the potentially eligible 
Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District.  If such compliance with such 
Standards cannot be achieved, then the following measures shall apply to the 
applicable character-defining features identified in this Measure:  

Recordation.  Prior to the issuance of a demolition permit for the Civic 
Center Mall and its associated features, a Historic American Building Survey 
(HABS) Level II-like recordation document shall be prepared for the Civic 
Center Mall.  This document shall be prepared by a qualified architectural 
historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History.  The HABS-like document shall record the existing landscape and 
hardscape features of the Civic Center Mall, including the four character-
defining features identified in this measure.  The report shall also document 
the history and architectural significance of the property and its contextual 
relationship with the surrounding civic buildings and environment.  Its 
physical composition and condition, both historic and current, should also be 
noted in the document through the use of site plans, historic maps and 
photographs, and large-format photographs, newspaper articles, and written 
text.  A sufficient number of large-format photographs shall be taken of the 
resource to visually capture its historical and architectural significance 
through general views and detail shots.  Field photographs (35mm or digital 
format) may also be included in the recordation package.  All document 
components and photographs should be completed in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and 
Engineering Documentation.  Archival copies of the report, including the 
original photographs, shall be submitted to the California Office of Historic 
Preservation and the Huntington Library.  Non-archival copies of the report 
and photographs shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles, the City of 
Los Angeles Planning Division, the Los Angeles Public Library (Main 
Branch), and the Los Angeles Conservancy Modern Committee.  

Salvage and Reuse of Key Park Features.  Prior to the removal of the four 
character-defining features identified in this Measure, an inventory of 
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significant landscape and hardscape elements shall be made by a qualified 
preservation consultant and landscape architect.  Where feasible, these 
materials and elements shall be itemized, mapped, photographed, salvaged, 
and incorporated into the new design of the park, wherever possible.  To the 
extent salvageable materials cannot be reused on-site, they shall be disposed 
of in accordance with applicable county surplus procedures. 

8.  Hall of Records 

Mitigation Measure 6:   No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Civic Park 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Hall of Records building as a contributing 
property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District 
are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Hall of Records’ 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  

9.  Court of Flags  

Mitigation Measure 7:  No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Civic Park 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Court of Flags as a contributing property to 
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the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced 
to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Court of Flags’ 
potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

10.  Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center  

Mitigation Measure 8:  No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Civic Park 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to the potential eligibility of the Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice 
Center as a contributing property to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic 
Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable 
through implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Clara Shortridge 
Foltz Criminal Justice Center’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation 
shall be conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for the Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   

11.  Los Angeles City Hall  

Mitigation Measure 9:  No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
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Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Civic Park 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
to those historic characteristics that make the Los Angeles City Hall building 
historically significant as a designated resource and as a contributing property 
to the potentially eligible Los Angeles Civic Center Historic District, are 
reduced to the maximum extent practicable through implementation of the 
following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the historic significance 
of the Los Angeles City Hall.  This evaluation shall be conducted in 
accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.  

12.  Parking Lot, 227 North Spring Street (APN 5161-005-BRK, Lot 9)  

No mitigation measures regarding this property are required to implement the proposed 
Project, since it is not considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(a).   

13.  Vacant Lot, 217 West 1st Street (APN 5161-005-BRK, Lot 10)  

No mitigation measures regarding this property are required to implement the proposed 
Project, since it is not considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(a).   

14.  Los Angeles County Law Library  

Mitigation Measure 10:  No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park is in substantial conformance to that set forth in the Project’s 
Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic 
Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final design for the Civic Park 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan, prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park under the applicable agreements shall 
submit plans to the Authority, for review and approval to ensure that impacts 
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to the potential eligibility of the potentially eligible Los Angeles County Law 
Library as a contributing property to the Los Angeles Civic Center Historic 
District are reduced to the maximum extent practicable through 
implementation of the following mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park shall be 
reviewed by a qualified architectural historian or historic preservation 
consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for History or Architectural History to assure that the 
proposed Civic Park design does not materially alter the Los Angeles County 
Law Library’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 

15.  Los Angeles County Courthouse  

Mitigation Measure 11:  No mitigation measures are required if the final design for the 
Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are in substantial 
conformance to that set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined 
by the Authority, since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards of Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, 
should the final design for the Civic Park and the streetscape improvements 
not be implemented in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual 
Plan prior to the start of each construction phase, the responsible parties for 
implementation of the Civic Park and the Streetscape Program under the 
applicable agreements shall submit plans to the Authority,  for review and 
approval to ensure that impacts to the potential eligibility of the Los Angeles 
County Courthouse as a contributing property to the potentially eligible Los 
Angeles Civic Center Historic District are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable through implementation of the following mitigation measure is 
required: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Civic Park and the 
Grand Avenue streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified 
architectural historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or 
Architectural History to assure that the proposed final designs for the Civic 
Park and streetscape improvements do not materially alter the Los Angeles 
County Courthouse’s potential historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings. 
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16.  Parking Facilities (Parcels Q, W-1, and W-2)  

No mitigation measures regarding this portion of the Project site are required since the 
existing parking facilities within these Parcels are not considered a historic resource pursuant to 
the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a).   

17.  Colburn School of Performing Arts  

No mitigation measures regarding this property are required to implement the proposed 
Project, since it is not considered a historic resource pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(a).   

18.  Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA)  

Mitigation measures regarding this property are not required since it is not considered a 
historic resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a). 

19.  Parking Lots (Parcels L and M-2) 

No mitigation measures regarding this property are required to implement the proposed 
Project, since it is not considered a historic resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5(a).   

20.  Southern California Edison (One Bunker Hill) 

Mitigation Measure 12:  No mitigation measures are required if the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements are implemented in substantial conformance to that 
set forth in the Project’s Conceptual Plan, as determined by the Authority, 
since such Plan is consistent with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards of 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings (“Standards”).  However, should the final 
design for the Grand Avenue streetscape improvements are not implemented 
in substantial conformance with the Project’s Conceptual Plan, the responsible 
parties for implementation of the Streetscape Program under the applicable 
agreements shall submit plans to the Authority,  for review and approval to 
ensure that impacts to the historic characteristics that convey the Southern 
California Edison building’s (One Bunker Hill) significance are reduced to the 
maximum extent practicable through implementation of the following 
mitigation measure: 

Prior to implementation, the final design plans for the Grand Avenue 
streetscape improvements shall be reviewed by a qualified architectural 



V.  Mitigation Measures 

The Los Angeles Grand Avenue Authority Grand Avenue Project 
PCR Services Corporation June 2, 2006 
 

Page 126 

PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

historian or historic preservation consultant who satisfies the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History or Architectural 
History to assure that the final design for the proposed streetscape 
improvements does not materially alter the Southern California Edison (One 
Bunker Hill) building’s historic significance.  This evaluation shall be 
conducted in accordance with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.   
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VI.  ADVERSE EFFECTS 

 

Under CEQA, implementation of the recommended mitigation measures proposed would 
reduce all of the identified significant impacts associated with historic resources to a less than 
significant level, with the exception of one that is connected directly with the Civic Center Mall.  
The actual extent of the significant impacts to the park itself is dependent upon the Civic Park’s 
final design.  Significant impacts to the park would result if one or more the following occurs: 
(1) the water feature (both the fountain and pools) no longer serves as a  focal point for the park; 
(2) many of the pink granite clad planters, pink granite clad retaining walls, and concrete 
benches are not retained and reused in-place or within the reconfigured park preferably near the 
water feature and adjacent to the civic buildings; (3) the existing elevator shaft structures are 
removed in their totality, or (4) many of the light poles with saucer-like canopies and the “hi-fi” 
speaker poles with saucer-like canopies are not retained in-place or relocated adjacent to or 
integrated along with the water feature, benches, retaining walls, and planter boxes.  
Additionally, the Standards should be utilized to ensure that the rehabilitation work to the park 
does not impair those qualities and historic characteristics of these four key character-defining 
features that convey the park’s significance and qualify it for potential California Register listing.  
If the character-defining features noted above were retained and reused in a manner consistent 
with the Standards and as stipulated in this document then potential impacts to this resource 
would not occur and mitigation measures would not be required.   

However, if the current Civic Park Conceptual Plan is fully implemented in a way that 
does not retain and reuse the character-defining features noted above in a manner consistent with 
the Standards, the recommended mitigation measures are required though they would not reduce 
the impact to this resource to a less than significant level.  Nonetheless, such mitigation measures 
are important to ensure that important information regarding this resource’s contribution to the 
history of the City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, and the southern California region 
are retained. 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
 

This environmental review of Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-2, located in Downtown Los Angeles, 
California, was conducted by Iris Environmental on behalf of The Related Companies.  The 
review conducted by Iris Environmental meets or exceeds the requirements for a Phase I 
Environmental Site Assessment specified in the American Society for Testing and Materials 
(ASTM) Standard E 1527-00, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I 
Environmental Assessment Process.  

Resumes for the environmental professionals involved in this review, Ms. Proctor and Mr. 
Loizeaux of Iris Environmental, are included in Appendix A. 
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Genevieve Proctor    Date 
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Nicholas T. Loizeaux, R.G.   Date 

Principal
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LIMITATIONS 
 
 

This report has been prepared exclusively for use by The Related Companies and may not be 
relied upon by any other person or entity without the express written permission of Iris 
Environmental.  The conclusions presented in this report represent Iris Environmental’s 
professional judgment based on the information available to us during the course of this 
assignment and on conditions that existed at the time of the assessment.  No independent 
verification of the information provided to Iris Environmental was made.  While Iris 
Environmental has no reason to doubt the accuracy of any of the information provided, this 
report is accurate and complete only to the extent that information provided to Iris 
Environmental was itself accurate and complete.
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Iris Environmental was retained by The Related Companies to conduct an environmental 
review of Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-2, located in Downtown Los Angeles, California (the 
“Site”).  The purpose of the review was to identify any Recognized Environmental 
Conditions, as defined in the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard 
E 1527-00, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental 
Site Assessment Process.  

This report presents the results of our investigation.  It is based on the following: 

• A visit to the Site by Ms. Genevieve Proctor of Iris Environmental on March 2, 2005. 

• An interview with Mr. John Edmisten, Division Chief of the County of Los Angeles 
Chief Administrative Office, Financial and Asset Management Branch.  Mr. Edmisten 
was our County representative for Parcels Q and W-2. 

• An interview with Mr. Baudelio Ramirez, Rehousing and Property Management Manager 
of the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles.  Mr. Ramirez was 
our City representative for Parcels L and M-2. 

• An interview with Mr. Raul Ortiz, Contract Monitor for the Los Angeles County Parking 
Services Section.  Mr. Ortiz manages both Parcels Q and W-2 for the County of Los 
Angeles. 

• A search of regulatory agency databases for the Site and vicinity conducted by 
Environmental Data Resources (EDR) and reported to Iris Environmental on February 
22, 2005.  A copy of the EDR report is presented as Appendix B. 

• A review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute historical 
topographic maps of Los Angeles dated 1953, 1966 (photo-revised 1981 and 1972) and 
1994.  A review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute historical 
topographic maps of Hollywood dated 1966 (photo-revised 1981 and 1972) and 1994.  A 
review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 6-minute historical topographic 
map of Los Angeles dated 1928.  A review of the United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) 15-minute historical topographic map of Los Angeles dated 1928.  A review of 
the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 6-minute historical topographic map of 
Santa Monica dated 1902.  Copies of the topographic maps are provided in Appendix C. 

• A review of historical aerial photographs dated 1928, 1938, 1947, 1956, 1965, 1976, 
1989, 1994, and 2002, provided by EDR.  Copies of the aerial photographs are provided 
in Appendix C. 

• A review of historical fire insurance (Sanborn) maps dated 1888, 1894, 1906, 1920, 
1950,1953, 1955, 1963, 1967, 1968, and 1970, provided by EDR.  Copies of the Sanborn 
maps are provided in Appendix C. 

• A review of the LeRoy Crandall and Associates Report of Preliminary Geotechnical 
Studies, Proposed Building Development, Parcel Q, Bunker Hill, Los Angeles, 
California, provided by Mr. Edmisten of the County of Los Angeles. 
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• A review of the LeRoy Crandall and Associates Report of Phase II Environmental Site 
Assessment, Parcel Q, Bunker Hill, Los Angeles, California, provided by Mr. Edmisten 
of the County of Los Angeles. 

• A review of the Parsons Company, Dillingham Construction, Inc. Tank Closure Report, 
Former Underground Fuel Oil Tanks, Civic Center Station – Contract A141, LAFD 
Regulation 57.31.38, Los Angeles Metro Rail MOS-1, 120 South Olive Street, Los 
Angeles, California, obtained from the City of Los Angeles Fire Department files. 

• A review of the Status of Geotechnical Investigation and Preliminary Findings, Proposed 
Grand Avenue Redevelopment, Los Angeles, California, provided by The Related 
Companies. 

• A review of documents on file at the City of Los Angeles Fire Department for the Site. 

A City Directory for the Site and vicinity was not available from EDR. 

Iris Environmental requested documents on file at the Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB), the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), and the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and the County of Los Angeles Department of 
Health Services (LADHS), all of which reported that no records were on file for the Site 
addresses.  At the time of report production, Iris Environmental had not received a response 
from the Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LADPW). 

No environmental or drinking water samples were collected as part of Iris Environmental's 
efforts. 
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II. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Iris Environmental has performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in 
conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-00 of Parcels L, M-2, 
Q, and W-2, located in Downtown Los Angeles, California.  Any exceptions to, or deletions 
from, this practice are described in Section V of this report.  ASTM Standard E-1527-00 
defines a Recognized Environmental Condition as the presence or likely presence of any 
hazardous substances or petroleum products on a property under conditions that indicate an 
existing release, a past release, or a material threat of a release of any hazardous substances 
or petroleum products onto structures on the property or into the ground, groundwater or 
surface water of the property. 

This Phase I ESA has revealed no potential Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) at 
the Site. 

The following de minimis conditions or uncertainties were identified at the Site.  De minimis 
conditions are defined as those which do not generally present a material risk of harm to 
public health or the environment, and that generally would not be the subject of an 
enforcement action if brought to the attention of the appropriate governmental agencies.  
Uncertainties are potential issues that may require further assessment. 

• Two, and perhaps four, unused groundwater monitoring wells are located on Parcel Q.  
Although the presence of all four of the wells installed during a Phase II investigation of 
Parcel Q (LCA 1991) could not currently be confirmed due to parked vehicle coverage, 
two of the wells were located.  Iris Environmental recommends that all unused 
groundwater monitoring wells be properly decommissioned, per local regulations. 

• The Fernando Formation bedrock underlying the Site has been known to contain 
hydrogen sulfide gas.  The presence of hydrogen sulfide gas could necessitate specific 
health and safety measures during site redevelopment and/or specific mitigation measures 
for building construction.  The presence or absence of hydrogen sulfide beneath the Site 
can only be assessed via subsurface sampling. 

• Reports reviewed indicate the presence of shallow fill materials at Parcel Q (LCA 1991) 
and at Parcels M-2 and W-2 (VBBI 2005).  Samples collected from the fill materials on 
Parcel Q were analyzed only for hydrocarbons and volatile aromatic hydrocarbons, which 
were not present.  Samples recently collected from four borings on Parcels L, M-2, and 
W-2 were analyzed only for physical properties.  The potential often exists for 
contaminants to be present in fill materials at elevated concentrations.  Elevated 
contaminant concentrations (e.g. metals) could result in the classification of soils as 
hazardous waste when submitted for off-site reuse or disposal.  This can result in 
significantly elevated soil management costs if large volumes of surplus fill soils are 
generated during redevelopment.  In our experience, soil contaminants found in fill can 
frequently be managed with minimal complications during the course of site 
redevelopment.  Consideration should be given to assessing these potential uncertainties 
in the near future. 
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III. DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE AND ITS OPERATIONS 

A. SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY 

1. Physical Description and Setting 
The Site consists of Parcels L, M-2, Q, and W-2, located in Downtown Los 
Angeles, California, as shown on Figure 1.  These parcel designations have been 
assigned by the County and City.  The Site covers an area of approximately 8.2 
acres.  Key features for each parcel include (Figure 2): 

• Parcel L – An asphalt paved, single-story parking lot that is surrounded by 
a chain-link fence (1.6 acres). 

• Parcel M-2 – An asphalt paved, single-story parking lot that is surrounded 
by a chain-link fence  (0.90 acres). 

• Parcel Q – A three-story parking structure constructed of steel and 
concrete, with ramps (3.7 acres). 

• Parcel W-2 – An asphalt paved, single-story parking lot that is surrounded 
by a chain connected to concrete posts (2.0 acres). 

The approximate layout of the Site at the time of Iris Environmental’s Site visit is 
indicated in Figure 2.   The parcels are all parking lots, used by the City and 
County of Los Angeles.  Parcel L is bounded to the north by the Disney Concert 
Hall, to the west by Hope Street, to the south by General Thaddeus Kosciuszko 
Way, and to the east by the lower level of Grand Avenue.  Parcel M-2 is bounded 
to the north by General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way, to the west by Hope Street, to 
the south by the Grand Tower high-rise apartment building, and to the east by the 
lower level of Grand Avenue.  Parcel Q is bounded to the north by First Street, to 
the west by Grand Avenue, to the south by a construction staging area followed 
by General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way, and to the east by Olive Street.  Parcel  
W-2 is bounded to the north by First Street, to the west by Olive Street, to the 
south by a single-level parking lot, and to the east by Hill Street.  The Site is 
located in the downtown Los Angeles business district.  High-rise residences are 
present adjacent to Parcel M-2.  No obvious potential areas of concern were noted 
during the drive-by of these adjacent properties. 

As all the Site parcels are used as parking lots, the only apparent utility observed 
during the Site visit was electricity to power the lighting systems in the lots.  
According to Mr. Ramirez and Mr. Edmisten, electricity is provided by the City 
of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power. 
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2. General Site Conditions 
At the time of Iris Environmental’s Site visit, all four parcels were being used for 
parking.   According to Mr. Ramirez and Mr. Edmisten, the parking lots are 
managed by Five Star Parking (Parcels L, Q, and W-2) and Prestige Parking 
(Parcel M-2).  There was minimal surface staining presumably from cars dripping 
motor oil, and cracks were present in the concrete/asphalt at all of the four 
parking lots. 

Although the detection of noise and odors is dependent on weather conditions, no 
odors or excessive noise were noted during the Site visit.  No complaints 
regarding noises, discharges or odors from the Site have been received, according 
to Mr. Ramirez and Mr. Edmisten. 

3. Geologic Setting 
The EDR report indicates that urban land is present at the Site and that sandy 
loam soils are present in the general vicinity of the Site, and that depth to bedrock 
is greater than 10 inches (EDR 2005).  According to a Tank Closure Report 
conducted by Parsons Company, Dillingham Construction, Inc. (PCDC 1990), 
discussed further in Section III.I.2 of the report, the geology in the vicinity of the 
Site consists of silty sand to clayey sand fill, underlain by thickly bedded clayey 
siltstone of the Pliocene Fernando Formation.  This Tank Closure Report pertains 
to a property to the northeast and immediately adjacent to Parcel W-2.  A LeRoy 
Crandall and Associates investigation of Parcel Q (LCA 1991), discussed further 
in Section III.I.1 of the report, indicated that fill was encountered in subsurface 
borings at thicknesses less than five feet.  The report also indicated that 
underlying materials consisted of silty sand, clay, silt, silty clay, and clay 
underlain by massive siltstone.  The siltstone was typically encountered at 
approximately ten feet below ground surface (bgs).   

A LeRoy Crandall and Associates report (LCA 1990) indicates that no faults are 
known to exist within Parcel Q.  Active faults, including the Raymond, Newport-
Inglewood, and Whittier faults, are located within a 12-miles radius of Parcel Q.  
Additionally, the active San Fernando, San Andreas, and San Jacinto fault zones 
are located between 15 and 40 miles of Parcel Q.  The report also indicates that 
the possibility of liquefaction occurring within the underlying deposits need not 
be considered due to the character of the subsurface materials.  A Van Beveren 
and Butelo, Inc. geotechnical investigation of Parcels L, M-2, and W-2 (VBBI 
2005) indicated that two to three feet of fill was encountered in subsurface 
borings at Parcels M-2 and W-2.  The report indicated that fill soils consist of clay 
and silty sand, and are not uniformly well compacted.  Bedrock of the Fernando 
Formation was encountered in all four borings, and consisted of very stiff to hard 
bedded siltstone with occasional cemented beds. 
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4. Hydrogeologic Setting 
Based on a review of the Los Angeles, California USGS topographic map, ground 
elevation at the Site is approximately 300 feet above mean sea level.  Parcels L 
and M-2 are generally flat and topographically lower than Parcels Q and W-2.  
Parcels Q and W-2 both slope to the southeast.  The nearest natural body of 
surface water is the Los Angeles River, located approximately 1.2 miles to the 
east of the Site.  Parcels L and M-2 do not have on-site storm water drains.  
Shallow, concrete-lined gutters are located around the perimeter of Parcel Q on all 
levels of the parking structure, to collect storm water run-off and direct if into 
drains located along Olive Street.  One storm drain is located in the northeast 
corner of Parcel W-2.  Additionally, a shallow, concrete-lined storm water 
drainage ditch runs along the eastern side of Parcel W-2, and discharges into the 
drain in the northeast corner.  The EDR Report (EDR 2005) indicates that the Site 
is not located in either a 100- or 500-year flood zone. 

The EDR Report (EDR 2005) indicates that there is one Federal Reporting Data 
System (FRDS) Public Water Supply well approximately 0.40 miles north of the 
Site.  The EDR Report also indicates that the depth to groundwater is 
approximately 37 feet bgs, in the Gaspur Aquifer; the Gaspur Aquifer is 
hydraulically connected to underlying aquifers.  A Parsons Company, Dillingham 
Construction, Inc. report (PCDC 1990) indicates that perched water zones may be 
present in the vicinity of the Site, and regional continuous groundwater zone is 
located approximately 50 to 100 feet bgs.  A LeRoy Crandall and Associates 
report (LCA 1990) indicates that water seepage was encountered in borings 
drilled on Parcel Q in 1957 at depths ranging from 26 to 68 feet bgs.  A LeRoy 
Crandall and Associates report (LCA 1991) indicates that groundwater levels 
were measured in two wells on Parcel Q, with depths to water at 35.7 and 52.2 
feet below ground surface (bgs).  A Van Beveren and Butelo, Inc. geotechnical 
investigation of Parcels L, M-2, and W-2 (VBBI 2005) indicated that depth to 
water in one boring on Parcel W-2 was 60 feet, 30 minutes after completion of 
drilling.  Water seepage was encountered in all four borings during the 
investigation over a range a depths from three to 39 feet bgs.  The water seepage 
generally occurred through fractures and joints in the bedrock.  Based on a review 
of the Los Angeles, California USGS topographic map, regional groundwater 
likely flows to the southeast, toward the Los Angeles River. 

B. SITE HISTORY 
Iris Environmental reviewed historical aerial photographs, historical topographic 
maps, and historical fire insurance maps to develop an understanding of historical 
uses of the Site and surrounding area.  There was no city directory available for the 
Site.  A chronological listing of observations and major land use changes as observed 
in these various sources is outlined below. 

• The 1894 Sanborn map shows that Parcels L and M-2 are developed with 
apartments.  The major roads that currently exist at the Site are shown on the 
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1894 Sanborn map.  Additionally, a road that runs parallel to Grand Avenue, 
and divides Parcels L and M-2 in half, is labeled as South Bunker Hill 
Avenue. 

• The 1906 Sanborn map shows that Parcel Q is developed with a hotel, 
apartments, and boarding rooms. 

• The 1920 Sanborn map shows that Parcel W-2 is developed with apartment-
type buildings. 

• The 1950 Sanborn map labels the southeast corner of Parcel Q as an “auto 
park with gas and oil in the yard”.  No additional information regarding the 
type of storage used for the gas and oil, or the volumes stored was available 
from the Sanborn map. 

• The 1956 aerial photograph shows that construction of the Civic Center, 
located north of Parcels Q and W-2, had started. 

• The 1958 Sanborn map shows that all of the structures on Parcel Q have been 
removed, and the parcel is undeveloped.  South Grand Avenue has also been 
split into the upper and lower roadways that currently exist. 

• The 1965 aerial photograph shows that the Civic Center construction is 
complete, and Parcels Q and W-2 are single-story, asphalt parking lots. 

• The 1967 Sanborn map shows that Parcels L and M-2 are almost completely 
vacant. 

• The 1970 Sanborn map shows Parcel Q as a 3-story parking garage with the 
capacity to park 600 cars. 

• The 1976 aerial photograph shows that Parcels L and M-2 are vacant lots and 
South Bunker Hill Avenue is gone. 

• According to Mr. Ramirez, Parcels L and M-2 were dirt lots that were used as 
construction staging areas until 1983 or 1984 when the lots were paved. 

The 1994 aerial photograph shows that Parcels L and M-2 are developed as single-
story, asphalt parking lots.  The Civic Center Metro station that is currently located in 
the northeast corner of Parcel W-2 is present.  All four of the subject parcels are 
developed as they are today. 

The Site and vicinity appear today as it does in the 2002 aerial photograph.   

C. DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS 

1. Current Operations 

All four of the parcels at the Site currently operate as parking lots. 
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2. Past Operations 
Based on historical information, including Sanborn maps and aerial photographs, 
all four of the parcels had previously been developed with apartments, or other 
types of dwellings.  Parcel Q had a parking lot which had gas and oil stored on it.  
No additional information regarding the type of storage used for the gas and oil, 
or the volumes stored was available from the Sanborn map.  Additionally, Parcels 
L and M-2 have been used as staging areas for on-going construction work in the 
Bunker Hill area. 

D. POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS) AND ASBESTOS 

1. Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 
During the Site visit, Iris Environmental did not observe any transformers at the 
Site.  There is no evidence to suggest that PCBs were ever present at the Site.   

2. Asbestos 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of asbestos at the Site during the 
Site visit. 

E. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS USE AND STORAGE 

1. Hazardous Materials Use  
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of hazardous materials use and 
storage at the Site during the Site visit. 

2. Underground Storage Tanks 

Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of underground storage tanks 
(USTs) at the Site during the Site visit.  No evidence of former or current USTs at 
the Site was listed in the EDR Report (EDR 2005). 

3. Aboveground Storage Tanks 
Iris Environmental did not observe any aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) at the 
Site during the Site visit.  No evidence of former or current ASTs at the Site was 
listed in the EDR Report (EDR 2005). 

4. Drums and Small Containers 
Iris Environmental did not observe any drums or small containers at the Site 
during the Site visit. 

I:\The Related Companies\05-347-A\FINALPhaseI v2.doc 8 IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL 



    

F. NONHAZARDOUS AND HAZARDOUS WASTE 

1. Nonhazardous Waste 
According to Mr. Edmisten and Mr. Ramirez, the only waste generated at the Site 
is trash that is collected in trash cans near the ticket booths.  Neither Mr. Edmisten 
or Mr. Ramirez knew how the trash is disposed of, as the companies that manage 
the individual parking lots handle disposal of this waste. 

2. Hazardous Waste 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of hazardous waste at the Site 
during the Site visit. 

G. AIR EMISSIONS 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of air emissions at the Site during 
the Site visit. 

H. WASTEWATER 

1. Industrial and Sanitary Wastewater 

Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence that industrial or sanitary 
wastewater is generated at the Site.  

2. Storm Water 

Shallow, concrete-lined gutters were present around the perimeter of Parcel Q.  
One storm water collection drain was present Parcel W-2 in the northeast corner 
of the lot.  In addition to the corner drain on Parcel W-2, there was a shallow, 
concrete-lined drainage ditch that runs along the eastern side of the parcel, and 
empties into the storm drain in the northeast corner of the parcel.  It is unknown 
where the storm drains go.  No storm drains were present on Parcels L and M-2.   

I. SOIL AND GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 

1. Target Parcels 
No records indicating the presence of soil or groundwater contamination exist for 
the Site at any of the agencies contacted, and the Site was not identified in any 
federal ASTM-standard or ASTM-standard state databases reviewed by EDR 
(EDR 2005).  However, a Phase II investigation was conducted on Parcel Q in 
1991 by LeRoy Crandall and Associates.  A summary of this investigation is 
summarized below. 

A copy of the Phase II investigation conducted on Parcel Q by LeRoy Crandall 
and Associates (LCA 1991) was provided to Iris Environmental by Mr. Edmisten 
for review.  The report states that Phase II work was conducted at Parcel Q based 
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on findings from a Phase I that was conducted by LCA in 1990.  The findings 
from the LeRoy Crandall and Associates Phase I (LCA 1990) indicated that there 
appeared to be potential environmental impairment associated with a former 
fueling facility that was located in the southeast corner of the parcel.  
Additionally, the Phase I stated that a former heating oil tank might have been 
present in association with the hotel that was noted on the Sanborn maps. 

The investigation was conducted in two phases: 1) a soil gas survey conducted in 
the southeastern corner of Parcel Q in the area of the former “auto park with gas 
and oil in the yard”, as noted in the 1950 Sanborn map; and 2) installation of soil 
borings and monitoring wells over the entire parcel.  Soil gas samples were 
collected from 24 locations at a depth of five feet and analyzed on-site for specific 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) found in gasoline.  Ten deep borings and 21 
shallow borings to depths of five feet were installed.  Soil samples were collected 
at five- or ten-foot intervals and analyzed for total fuel hydrocarbons (TFH) and 
volatile aromatic hydrocarbons by EPA Methods 8015 and 8020, respectively.  
Four of the deep borings were converted into monitoring wells, three to a depth of 
70 feet and the remaining well to a depth of 50 feet.  Groundwater samples were 
collected from the two wells that had water (the other two were dry) and analyzed 
for: lead, total dissolved solids (TDS), total suspended solids (TSS), settleable 
solids, chloride, sulfate, sulfide, nitrate, nitrite, biochemical oxygen demand 
(BOD), pH, phenolics, turbidity, oil and grease, TFH, and volatile priority 
pollutants (EPA Method 8240).  Methane gas samples were also collected from 
the four wells. 

Results of the sampling indicated that TFH and volatile aromatic hydrocarbons 
were not detected in soil, soil gas or groundwater, with one exception.  In one of 
the soil gas samples trace levels of benzene (0.030 parts per million [ppm]), and 
toluene (0.094 ppm) were detected.  Due to the detection of VOCs in the soil gas 
sample, two borings were installed adjacent to the soil gas sampling location, 
however, no TFH of volatile aromatic hydrocarbons were detected in either of the 
two borings.  No methane was detected in any of the air samples collected.  Trace 
concentrations of carbon disulfide were present in both groundwater samples 
collected, at 3 and 4 micrograms per liter (µg/L). 

The report concluded that there was no evidence to suggest that soil and 
groundwater contamination is present on Parcel Q.  Based on the findings in this 
report, Iris Environmental does not believe that contamination from the former 
fueling facility exists on Parcel Q. 

As this report was not made available to Iris Environmental until after the Site 
visit, the presence or absence of the monitoring wells was not investigated during 
the Site visit.  However, Mr. Ortiz, manager of the parking lot on Parcel Q, 
contacted one of the parking attendants to investigate whether the wells still exist.  
The attendant located two of the four wells, which were covered with a standard 
Christy-type lid that was labeled “well”.  As the parking lot was filled with cars at 
the time of this inspection, the attendant was unable to locate the remaining two 

I:\The Related Companies\05-347-A\FINALPhaseI v2.doc 10 IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL 



    

wells.  Iris Environmental believes that it is likely that all four wells still exist on 
Parcel Q. 

As the report documented the presence of shallow fill materials at Parcel Q, and 
samples were not analyzed for parameters other than TFH and volatile aromatic 
hydrocarbons, the potential exists for other contaminants to be present in the fill 
materials at elevated concentrations.  In addition to fill materials on Parcel Q, a 
Van Beveren and Butelo, Inc. geotechnical investigation of Parcels L, M-2, and 
W-2 (VBBI 2005) indicated that fill materials are present on Parcels M-2 and W-
2 (but not encountered in the one boring advanced at Parcel L).  In our 
experience, soil contaminants found in fill can frequently be managed in the 
course of site redevelopment, but could result in the classification of soils as 
hazardous waste when submitted for off-site re-use or disposal.  This can result in 
significantly elevated soil management costs if large volumes of surplus fill soils 
are generated during development.  Consideration should be given to assessing 
these potential uncertainties in the near future. 

2. Adjacent Properties 
Iris Environmental reviewed files obtained from the City of Los Angeles Fire 
Department (LAFD) for the property located in the northeast corner of Parcel W-
2.  The files included a Tank Closure Report submitted by Parsons Company, 
Dillingham Construction, Inc. (PCDC 1990) for the property located at 120 South 
Olive Street, which is currently the Civic Center Metro Station (see Figure 2). 

During excavation and construction work for the Civic Center Metro Station, two 
underground storage tanks (USTs), of 500 and 1,000 gallons, were encountered.  
The tanks were removed and soil was excavated to approximately 15 feet below 
ground surface (bgs) under the oversight of the LAFD.  No noticeable signs 
(visual or olfactory) of petroleum contamination was present in the soil.  Three 
soil samples were collected from a depth of 15 feet bgs and analyzed for total 
recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons (TRPH) by EPA Method 418.1, and 
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes (BTEX) by EPA Method 8020.  
Samples were collected from the stockpiled soil and analyzed for TRPH, and 
CAM Metals by EPA Methods 6010 and 7471. 

All of the constituents that were detected in the three soil samples were below 
LAFD Applied Actions Levels.  The stockpiled soil was classified as non-
hazardous and was disposed of at an appropriate landfill. 

Based on the sampling data, the LAFD determined that no further action was 
necessary at the property in a letter dated October 17, 1990.  As this case has been 
closed by the local oversight agency, Iris Environmental does not believe that 
contamination from this property is likely to have affected the Site. 
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J. RECORDS REVIEW 
Iris Environmental reviewed a report prepared by EDR that summarizes the results of 
a search of federal and state regulatory agency databases.  The EDR report is included 
in Appendix B. The database search was conducted to determine whether the Site or 
any nearby properties are under investigation for potential environmental issues or 
have been identified as conducting operations that could potentially impact the 
environment.  The findings of the EDR search are summarized below. 

EDR conducted its search of environmental databases on February 22, 2005.  Because 
the environmental databases themselves are sometimes not updated by the specific 
regulatory agencies for periods of up to one year (depending on the database), the 
database search conducted herein will not necessarily list a facility or site for which 
an environmental investigation /listing has been initiated subsequent to the last 
update. 

EDR conducted searches of the following federal databases, and all search radii were 
selected in accordance with ASTM standards:   

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) National Priorities List (NPL) 
for Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites (updated December 2004) - one-mile 
radius; 

• USEPA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS; updated August 2004) and CERCLIS-No 
Further Remedial Action Planned (CERCLIS-NFRAP; updated December 
2004) one-half-mile radius; 

• Corrective Action Site List (CORRACTS) of Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) 
facilities subject to corrective action under RCRA (updated September 2004) - 
one-mile radius;   

• RCRAInfo [formerly the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information 
System (RCRIS)] database of Transportation, Storage, and Disposal (TSD) 
facilities (updated August 2004) - one-half-mile radius; and the RCRAInfo 
listing of Large and Small Quantity hazardous waste Generators (LQG and 
SQG, respectively) (updated November 2004) – one-quarter-mile radius; and 

• Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS; updated December 2003) - 
property only.  

EDR also conducted searches of the following State of California databases: 

• Annual Work Plan (AWP; updated November 2004) - one-mile-radius;  

• CalSites database (updated November 2004) - one-half-mile-radius;  

• California Solid Waste Inventory System (SWIS; updated December 2004) - 
one-half-mile radius;  

• California Waste Management Unit Database (WMUDS; updated April 2000)  
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• Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) Information System (updated 
January 2005) - one-half-mile radius; and  

• Underground Storage Tank (UST) Registrations Database (updated January 
2005) - property and adjoining properties. 

The Site was not identified on any of the ASTM standard state or federal databases 
reviewed by EDR.  No facilities in the vicinity of the Site were identified on any of 
the following databases within the radii specified in the ASTM Standard: NPL, 
CERCLIS/CERCLIS-NFRAP, CORRACTS, RCRAInfo-TSD, ERNS, AWP, 
CalSites, WMUDS and SWIS.  The remaining results, from databases searched by 
EDR for facilities that are upgradient or cross-gradient from the Site, are discussed 
below.  Based upon our professional judgment, except where otherwise noted, Iris 
Environmental does not believe that any of the conditions discovered in the reviewed 
databases are likely of material impact to the Site. 

RCRAInfo  

No facilities within 0.5 miles of the Site are listed on the RCRIS TSD database.      

One  facility within 0.25 miles of the Site is listed on the RCRAInfo-LQG database.  
The listing for John Ferraro Building – LADWP, indicate that no violations were 
recorded. 

Six facilities within 0.25 mile of the Site is listed on the RCRAInfo-SQG database.  
Of these six listings, three are cross-gradient (Hotel Intercontinental, Metropolitan 
Structure West, California State Garage), and one is upgradient (Five Plants Assn 
Bunker Hill Ct).  No violations were recorded at any of the four facilities. 

LUST 

Sixteen facilities within 0.5 miles of the Site are listed on the LUST database.  Of the 
16 facilities, nine are located downgradient of the Site.  Of the remaining seven 
facilities, five of the cases have been closed.  The remaining two facilities are 
discussed below. 

The Fire Station #3 facility (108 Fremont Avenue North) is located 0.38 miles 
northwest of the Site in the upgradient direction.  The facility is listed as a soil only 
case with the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) as the lead agency.  
The diesel leak was discovered on June 13, 1986 during a tank test.  The status of the 
case is listed as “leak being confirmed”.  As this facility is a soil only case, it is 
unlikely that contamination at the facility would affect the Site. 

The Dillingham Property (409 Beaudry Avenue) is located 0.49 miles west-northwest 
of the Site in the upgradient direction.  The facility is listed as having a gasoline leak 
to the groundwater.  Abatement work was done under the guidance of the RWQCB 
and included removing the floating product from the water surface.  The facility is 
currently undergoing post-remedial action monitoring.  As this facility is located 
almost ½-mile from the Site, appears limited to gasoline impacts, and is undergoing 
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monitoring that is overseen by the RWQCB, it is unlikely that contamination from the 
facility would affect the Site. 

UST

Eight facilities within 0.25 miles of the Site are listed on the UST database.  All eight 
of the facilities are listed as having one current UST each.  Two of the eight facilities 
also had former USTs.  The Charles Henry facility (145 Capp Street) is listed in the 
Historical UST database as having two former USTs for storage of unleaded fuel.  
The Music Center Operating Company (135 North Grand Avenue) is listed as having 
one former UST for storage of diesel fuel. 

Twenty-six “orphan” sites were identified in the EDR Report.  None of these orphan 
sites were observed within the vicinity of the Site. 

K. INTERVIEWS WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 
Iris Environmental contacted the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), 
the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD), the Los Angeles Department of Public Works 
(LADPW), the City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD), and the County of Los 
Angeles Department of Health Services (LADHS) to inquire whether there are any 
recognized environmental conditions at the Site. 

The RWQCB, DTSC, SCAQMD, LAFD, and  LADHS all reported that no records 
were on file for the Site address.  The LAFD did have a file pertaining to an 
underground storage tank removal on an adjacent property.  This report is discussed 
in detail in Section 3.I.2. 

At the time of report production, Iris Environmental had not received a response from 
the Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LADPW).
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V. DEVIATIONS FROM THE ASTM STANDARD 

There were no deletions or deviations from ASTM Practice E 1527-00 in conducting this 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment. 
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GENEVIEVE L. PROCTOR 
 
 
EDUCATION 
 
1998  M.S., Civil and Environmental Engineering (Ground Water), University of California, 
 Berkeley 
1997  B.S. with honors, Geological Sciences, Brown University 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
Engineer in Training (EIT), 2000 
OSHA 40-hour HAZWOPER Training 
8-hour Supervisors Training Course 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Ms. Proctor is an Environmental Engineer/Geologist at Iris Environmental with over five years 
of experience including soil and groundwater investigations, Phase I site assessments, and 
database development and management.  The following projects are representative of Ms. 
Proctor's experience: 
 

• Conducted dust and construction monitoring at active construction sites in California.  As 
part of the projects, aided in managing site field investigation program which included the 
collection of air, soil and groundwater samples, prepared summary reports, documented sites 
activities with photos and daily notes, and interacted with site construction management. 

• Involved in the development of a Proposition 65 compliance program for sites in Milpitas 
and Fremont, California.  Project tasks included the review and compilation of chemical 
inventory data, development and management of an electronic database, preparation of a 
Proposition 65 chemical list, and interviews with department managers. 

• Assisted in the development of an environmental management system for regulatory 
compliance for an international manufacturing company.  Projects included development and 
maintenance of multiple electronic databases for proper information management. 

• Managed an ongoing quarterly ground water monitoring program at a site in Monterey, 
California, including bi-monthly passive skimmer maintenance, sample collection, data 
quality control, and reporting. 

• Developed site-specific cleanup goals for soil and groundwater based on protection of human 
health, surface water and groundwater for a site in Central Wisconsin.  Evaluated various 
treatment options including the pump and treat method.  

• Involved in the Brownfield redevelopment of the Mission Bay area in San Francisco, 
California.  As part of the project, aided in managing site field investigation programs which 
included the collection of soil and groundwater samples, prepared summary reports, prepared 
permit applications, conducted storm water monitoring, dust monitoring, and post-
development inspections.  
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• Conducted a field investigation at an active construction site involving collection of soil and 
ground water samples.  Supervised the removal of contaminated soils and drums from pile cap 
excavations, and the off-hauling of hazardous and non-hazardous soil to Class I and II landfills. 

• Developed and maintained a database of soil and ground water analytical results. 

• Worked as a field geologist on a regional methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) study in the Los 
Angeles area.  Included discrete-depth groundwater sampling using a combination of air rotary 
casing hammer and mud rotary drilling techniques and using the Simulprobe® sampling tool.  
The project also included continuous core sampling, geophysical logging, and monitoring well 
installation in multiple aquifers. 

• Assisted in creating geologic cross section-, and aquitard thickness maps, and summarized data 
validation activities for the regional MTBE study. 

• Conducted various Phase I site assessments at facilities located in California, Oregon, 
Washington, Colorado, and Kentucky.  Included conducting site visits; personnel interviews; 
research of various agency records; review of aerial photos, topographic maps, and Vista/EDR 
reports, and preparation of the Phase I reports. 

• Supervised shallow soil gas surveys of sites in California using a direct-push system and an on-
site mobile laboratory. 

• Conducted an investigation of areas potentially impacted by chemical warfare materiel at 
Edwards Air Force Base.  Included the review of aerial photos of suspected chemical 
weapons disposal sites; field investigations at the suspected sites; research of technologies for 
the destruction of chemical warfare agents; and the preparation of an Engineering Evaluation 
and Cost Analysis for a possible chemical weapons disposal site. 

• Conducted monitoring of vapor and groundwater treatment systems at Edwards Air Force Base.  
Included sampling both vapor and groundwater on a monthly basis, performing mass removal 
and system performance calculations for the quarterly monitoring reports, and preparation of the 
quarterly and annual monitoring reports. 

• Supervised the construction of a bioventing system at Edwards Air Force Base. 

• Conducted quarterly monitoring and sampling of ground water and soil vapor at a municipal 
landfill at Edwards Air Force Base.  Prepared concentration trend charts and data tables for 
monitoring reports. 

• Worked as a research assistant at the National Institute for Nuclear Investigations (ININ) in 
Toluca, Mexico.  Included analyzing sediment and water samples from a reservoir contaminated 
with industrial and domestic wastes using x-ray fluorescence, gamma ray and microscope 
analyses; determining distributions of heavy metals in the sediment and water; characterizing 
sediment composition, grain size and total carbon adsorbed onto the sediments. 
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EDUCATION 
 
1995 M.S., Geological Sciences, University of Colorado 
 
1991 B.A., Highest Honors, Geological Sciences (Environmental Studies minor), Williams 

College 
 
 
REGISTRATION AND CERTIFICATION 
 
Registered Geologist, State of California, 1998 
Registered Geologist, State of Washington, 2002 
40-Hour Hazardous Waste Operations/Emergency Response 
8-Hour Annual Refresher - Hazardous Waste Operations/Emergency Response 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Mr. Loizeaux is a Principal at Iris Environmental.  He has over nine years of experience as a 
technical consultant in the fields of geology, hydrogeology, and contaminated site investigation 
and remediation.  Most of this work has been conducted under Superfund, due diligence, 
regulatory compliance, litigation, or Brownfields Redevelopment.  The following projects are 
representative of Mr. Loizeaux’s experience:  
 
• Provided technical leadership and overall project management for the 20-year build-out on a 

mixed use residential and commercial redevelopment in San Francisco, CA.  Varied 
industrial uses and complex historical fill activities have resulted in a broad array of 
contaminants such as heavy metals, petroleum hydrocarbons, and asbestos requiring 
mitigation during construction and development.  Mr. Loizeaux provided strategic oversight 
on hazardous waste handling and disposal, remediation of a mixed-fuel hydrocarbon plume, 
development of worker health and safety protocols, preparation of storm water pollution 
prevention plans, monitoring of storm water compliance, monitoring of dust emissions 
during construction activities, and compliance with the City of San Francisco Article 22A 
hazardous waste ordinance. 

 
• Managed ground water monitoring program at a General Motors/Toyota automobile 

manufacturing plant in Fremont, CA with commingled hydrocarbon and solvent ground 
water plume.  Long-term success in ground water extraction and treatment, and semiannual 
monitoring have resulted in the site being a candidate for risk-based closure. 

 
• Served as expert witness for diatomaceous earth quarrying and processing client (defendant) 

in northeast California.  Plaintiff alleged violations of the Clean Water Act in regards to 
stormwater discharge and non-compliance with facility’s National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit issued and administered by a Regional Water Quality 
Control Board.  Mr. Loizeaux reviewed relevant documents including existing Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and deposition testimony, conducted a site visit to assess 
Best Management Practices, facility monitoring, and record-keeping practices, and issued an 
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expert opinion on the merits of the plaintiff’s case.  The case was settled favorably for the 
client.  Mr. Loizeaux authored revisions and directed the re-issuance of the facility’s SWPPP. 

   
• Served as expert witness for one of country’s largest aggregate mining companies in defense 

of alleged unfair business and trade practices related to environmental matters at an 
aggregate mine in the Yuba Goldfields of California.  Mr. Loizeaux reviewed deposition 
testimony, conducted a site visit, interviewed facility personnel, reviewed facility documents 
and record-keeping, counseled client on the merits of the allegations, and provided expert 
witness deposition testimony.  Mr. Loizeaux’s testimony provided expert opinions on 
hazardous waste management, compliance with the Clean Water Act, compliance with Waste 
Discharge Requirements, compliance with the General Permit for Stormwater Discharges, 
assessment of the facility’s Spill Prevention and Pollution Prevention Plan (SPCC), and 
media sampling protocols.  The two-year old case settled favorably for the client within days 
of Mr. Loizeaux’s deposition testimony.  

 
• Provided technical leadership and overall project management for the redevelopment of a 

former large engine manufacturing factory in Oakland, CA on behalf of the new property 
owner. The site has been successfully redeveloped as a multi-tenant freight distribution 
center.  Redevelopment was conducted under the oversight of the California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board through the implementation of a Risk Management Plan.   

 
• Managed investigations for 300-acre Brownfield redevelopment in South of Market area in 

San Francisco, CA.  High profile project in a region of historical commercial and industrial 
use demanded constant interaction with counsel, client, and local and state regulatory 
agencies.  Involved in all phases of project including investigation design and the selection of 
sample locations, supervision of three and eight week field programs, risk evaluations, 
contaminant modeling, and agency presentations. 

 
• Managed multiple projects to investigate and assess a PRP’s liability for a historic solvent 

release in a California Superfund site in San Leandro, CA.  Under CalEPA-DTSC oversight, 
the project scope evolved to include regulatory file reviews, work plan preparation, 
exploratory subsurface investigations, quarterly ground water monitoring, and contaminant 
delineation investigations.  Involved with submittal of removal action work plan, excavation 
of accessible vadose zone hotspots, and installation of two horizontal SVE wells beneath the 
operating facility. 

 
• Reviewed existing hydrogeologic data from an EPA Superfund site in Arizona in preparation 

for litigation and expert testimony.  An innovative and defensible hydrogeologic framework 
was proposed to refute allegations of contaminant migration to a public water supply well.  
The revised framework, combined with fate and transport modeling, was effective in 
identifying a more likely contaminant source. 

 
• Responsible for the installation of a 300-foot monitoring well downgradient from an EPA 

Superfund site in Orange County, CA.  The well was installed using dual-wall (reverse air) 
percussion hammer drilling on the 17th fairway of an exclusive country club.  The well, 
constructed of medical-grade stainless steel, was the deepest well in the area and was 
instrumental in pinpointing a clean aquifer zone. 
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• Conducted the field implementation of a large remedial investigation for an EPA Superfund 

site.  Logged over 1500 feet of subsurface lithologies, installed more than 35 piezometers, 
monitoring wells, and extraction wells, and conducted aquifer pump tests. 

 
• Conducted a cone penetrometer field investigation for an EPA Superfund site.  Coordinated 

program logistics, including access issues, utility clearances, neighborhood notifications, and 
supervision of subcontractors.  Assisted with data interpretation and report preparation. 

 
• Implemented a monitoring well decommissioning project at a prominent electronics 

manufacturer.  Used hollow-stem auger and mud rotary drilling techniques to extract and 
abandon 27 wells, and decommissioned two wells by pressure grouting.  Assisted in 
preparing a technical memorandum. 

 
• Conducted the field implementation of a remedial design sampling program at an electronics 

manufacturing facility in Santa Clara County, California.  Continuously logged 31 
exploratory soil borings and selected samples for laboratory analysis.  Assisted in the report 
preparation. 

 
• Constructed geologic cross sections using lithologic and geophysical logs to construct 

subsurface stratigraphic framework.  Aquifers were delineated and structural contour maps 
were constructed to assist in the construction of a ground water drainage system at a Class I 
landfill in South Carolina. 

 
• Performed hydrogeologic investigations at two sites that formerly housed underground fuel 

storage tanks in the Central Valley.  Drilled exploratory soil borings to delineate the extent of 
hydrocarbons in vadose zone soils.  Installed both single- and double-cased wells using a 
variety of drilling techniques to delineate the extent of hydrocarbons in ground water. 

 
• Visiting Scientist, Florida Geological Survey, Tallahassee, FL.  Worked closely with the 

Florida Geological Survey and the Southwest Florida Water Management District in a 
regional aquifer characterization effort. 

 
• W.M. Keck Fellow.  Sponsored by the W.M. Keck Foundation for geologic research on San 

Salvador Island, Bahamas.  Modeled seasonal sediment migrations in the nearshore environs. 
 Received additional funding for geologic research in the Caucasus Mountains, Republic of 
Georgia and Soviet Central Asia.  Interpreted the Caucasus' structural and sedimentary 
features to outline the region's young deformational history.  
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
(EDR). The report meets the government records search requirements of ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments,  E 1527-00. Search distances are per ASTM standard or custom
distances requested by the user.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

200 S GRAND AVE
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

COORDINATES

34.054100 - 34˚ 3’ 14.8’’Latitude (North): 
118.249300 - 118˚ 14’ 57.5’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 11Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
384697.0UTM X (Meters): 
3768663.8UTM Y (Meters): 

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

34118-A2 LOS ANGELES, CATarget Property:
USGS 7.5 min quad indexSource:

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ( "reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the ASTM E 1527-00 search radius around the target
property for the following databases:

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

NPL National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information
                                                System
CERC-NFRAP CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
CORRACTS Corrective Action Report
RCRA-TSDF Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
ERNS Emergency Response Notification System

STATE ASTM STANDARD

AWP Annual Workplan Sites
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Cal-Sites Calsites Database
CHMIRS California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
Notify 65 Proposition 65 Records
Toxic Pits Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites
SWF/LF Solid Waste Information System
WMUDS/SWAT Waste Management Unit Database
CA BOND EXP. PLAN Bond Expenditure Plan
VCP Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
ROD Records Of Decision
Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions
FINDS Facility Index System/Facility Identification Initiative Program Summary Report
HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
MINES Mines Master Index File
NPL Liens Federal Superfund Liens
PADS PCB Activity Database System
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
ODI Open Dump Inventory
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites
DOD Department of Defense Sites
INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
FTTS INSP FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, &
                                                Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

AST Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
CLEANERS Cleaner Facilities
CA WDS Waste Discharge System
DEED Deed Restriction Listing
NFE Properties Needing Further Evaluation
SCH School Property Evaluation Program
EMI Emissions Inventory Data
REF Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Agency
NFA No Further Action Determination
HAZNET Facility and Manifest Data
LOS ANGELES CO. HMS HMS: Street Number List
LA Co. Site Mitigation Site Mitigation List
AOCONCERN San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern

BROWNFIELDS DATABASES

US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites
VCP Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
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EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

  See the EDR Proprietary Historical Database Section for details

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified.

Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed data on
individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

RCRAInfo: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting
 the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act ( RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste 
 Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. RCRAInfo replaces the data recording and reporting abilities of the 
 Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System(RCRIS). The database includes selective 
information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste as defined
 by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
 (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous
 waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous
 waste per month Large quantity generators generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste,
 or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that
 move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or 
 dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

     A review of the RCRA-LQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 11/23/2004 has revealed that there is 1
     RCRA-LQG site  within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

31H301/8 - 1/4 N  111 N HOPE ST     JOHN FERRARO BLDG - LADWP

RCRAInfo: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting
 the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act ( RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste 
 Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. RCRAInfo replaces the data recording and reporting abilities of the 
 Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System(RCRIS). The database includes selective 
information on sites which generate, transport, store , treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste as defined
 by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
 (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous
 waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous
 waste per month Large quantity generators generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste,
 or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that
 move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or 
 dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

     A review of the RCRA-SQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 11/23/2004 has revealed that there are 6
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     RCRA-SQG sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

6A30 - 1/8 S  251 S OLIVE     HOTEL INTER CONTINENTAL
13D151/8 - 1/4 WSW  300 S GRAND     METROPOLITAN STUCTURE WEST
21E191/8 - 1/4 E  122 SO HILL ST     CALIF STATE GARAGE
35I331/8 - 1/4 W  715 W THIRD ST     FIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CT
41401/8 - 1/4 SE  240 S BROADWAY 5TH FL     HIGH PERFORMANCE MAGAZINE
47L461/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY RM 3131     CALIFORNIA DEPT OF JUSTICE

STATE ASTM STANDARD

CORTESE: This database identifies public drinking water wells with detectable levels of contamination,
hazardous substance sites selected for remedial action, sites with known toxic material identified
through the abandoned site assessment program, sites with USTs having a reportable release and all
solid waste disposal facilities from which there is known migration. The source is the California
Environmental Protection Agency/Office of Emergency Information.

     A review of the Cortese list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 21 Cortese sites within
     approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

8C80 - 1/8 SSE  240 HILL ST S     TIMES MIRROR
45K441/8 - 1/4 SSW  363 OLIVE     THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN
55561/8 - 1/4 ENE  200 HILL     76 PRODUCTS STATION #1099
59591/4 - 1/2 ESE  145 SPRING ST S     TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION
61601/4 - 1/2 SW  420 S GRAND     PACIFIC BELL
68O611/4 - 1/2 NE  500 TEMPLE ST W     LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.
70641/4 - 1/2 ENE  301 BROADWAY     FACILITY 10723-2
71651/4 - 1/2 SW  501 005TH ST W     SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER
73P661/4 - 1/2 NW  108 FREMONT     CONTRACTOR’S GLASS GROUP
74P671/4 - 1/2 NW  108 FREMONT AVE N     FIRE STATION #3
76681/4 - 1/2 WSW  400 FLOWER ST S     ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE
79Q691/4 - 1/2 SW  630 005TH     LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES
81Q701/4 - 1/2 SW  633 5TH     LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI
83711/4 - 1/2 WSW  444 FLOWER     FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI
85721/4 - 1/2 NW  1031 002ND ST W     UNOCAL #0122
88731/4 - 1/2 SE  214 002ND ST E     LOS ANGELES TIMES
90741/4 - 1/2 S  425 MAIN ST     METRO RAIL CONSTRUCTION PROJ
91751/4 - 1/2 SSE  322 LOS ANGELES     B EITLING P OPE TY #1
91761/4 - 1/2 NW  1141 002ND     CIVIC CENTER DIST. HEADQU
91771/4 - 1/2 NW  1100 002ND ST W     CHEVRON #3-8619
93781/4 - 1/2 W  409 BEAUDRY AVE     DILLINGHAM PROPERTY

LUST: The Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports contain an inventory of reported
leaking underground storage tank incidents. The data come from the State Water Resources Control
Board Leaking Underground Storage Tank Information System.

     A review of the LUST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/10/2005 has revealed that there are 16
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     LUST sites within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

8C80 - 1/8 SSE  240 HILL ST S     TIMES MIRROR
36H341/8 - 1/4 N  111 HOPE ST N     LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER
45K441/8 - 1/4 SSW  363 OLIVE     THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN
59591/4 - 1/2 ESE  145 SPRING ST S     TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION
61601/4 - 1/2 SW  420 S GRAND     PACIFIC BELL
68O611/4 - 1/2 NE  500 TEMPLE ST W     LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.
71651/4 - 1/2 SW  501 005TH ST W     SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER
74P671/4 - 1/2 NW  108 FREMONT AVE N     FIRE STATION #3
76681/4 - 1/2 WSW  400 FLOWER ST S     ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE
79Q691/4 - 1/2 SW  630 005TH     LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES
81Q701/4 - 1/2 SW  633 5TH     LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI
83711/4 - 1/2 WSW  444 FLOWER     FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI
85721/4 - 1/2 NW  1031 002ND ST W     UNOCAL #0122
88731/4 - 1/2 SE  214 002ND ST E     LOS ANGELES TIMES
91771/4 - 1/2 NW  1100 002ND ST W     CHEVRON #3-8619
93781/4 - 1/2 W  409 BEAUDRY AVE     DILLINGHAM PROPERTY

UST: The Underground Storage Tank database contains registered USTs. USTs are regulated under
Subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). The data come from the State
Water Resources Control Board’s Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database.

     A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/10/2005 has revealed that there are 14 UST
     sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

610 - 1/8 ESE  200 S OLIVE ST     ANGELUS PLAZA
11C100 - 1/8 SSE  245 S HILL ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
13131/8 - 1/4 SSW  300 S OLIVE ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
14D161/8 - 1/4 WSW  99 CHRISTMAS TREE     TWIN PEAKS CENTRAL
17E171/8 - 1/4 E  145 CAPP ST     CHARLES HENRY
23F201/8 - 1/4 NNE  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO
25F251/8 - 1/4 NNE  140 N GRAND AVE     L.A. COUNTY FACILITY (PARKING)
25G261/8 - 1/4 E  4055 CALIFORNIA ST     VACANT LOT
30H291/8 - 1/4 N  111 N HOPE ST     GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING
38I351/8 - 1/4 W  715 W 3RD ST     CENTRAL PLANTS INC
40J371/8 - 1/4 SW  333 S GRAND AVE     MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS
41J421/8 - 1/4 SW  3696 CLAY ST     RESIDENCE
52N551/8 - 1/4 E  160 CARMEL ST     RESIDENCE
56581/8 - 1/4 SSE  3340 CLAY ST     RESIDENCE

CA FID: The Facility Inventory Database contains active and inactive underground storage tank
locations. The source is the State Water Resource Control Board.

     A review of the CA FID UST list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 23 CA FID UST sites
     within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

6A20 - 1/8 S  251 S OLIVE ST     DINWIDDLE CONSTR. CO.
740 - 1/8 WSW  300 S GRAND AVE     BUNKER HILL ASSOCIATES
750 - 1/8 ENE  120 S OLIVE ST     METOR RAIL
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PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

8B60 - 1/8 SE  208 S HILL ST     CURRENT OCCUPANT
8B70 - 1/8 SE  222 S HILL ST     WEBSTER CAREER COLLEGE
11C90 - 1/8 SSE  240 S HILL ST     CURRENT OCCUPANT
11C110 - 1/8 SSE  245 S HILL ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
12121/8 - 1/4 N  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO/C
13C141/8 - 1/4 SSE  255 S HILL ST     THE RHF BUNKER HILL CORP
21E181/8 - 1/4 E  122 S HILL ST     OFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION
23D221/8 - 1/4 SW  313 S GRAND AVE     ROBERT F MAGUIRE III
24F231/8 - 1/4 NNE  140 N GRAND AVE     AUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D.
29G281/8 - 1/4 E  111 N HILL ST     COUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D.
34321/8 - 1/4 SSW  335 S OLIVE ST     BUNKER HILL ASSOC
40J381/8 - 1/4 SW  333 S GRAND AVE     MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS
40391/8 - 1/4 ESE  150 S BROADWAY     TRANSAMERICA OCCIDENTAL
41J411/8 - 1/4 SW  350 S GRAND AVE     METROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W. INC
44K431/8 - 1/4 SSW  363 S OLIVE ST     COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
47L451/8 - 1/4 ESE  130 S BROADWAY     LOS ANGELES TIMES
48M481/8 - 1/4 WSW  333 S HOPE ST     SECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK
50L511/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY     LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD
51531/8 - 1/4 N  215 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER AHMANSON THEATRE
55N571/8 - 1/4 E  145 N BROADWAY     PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES

HIST UST: Historical UST Registered Database.

     A review of the HIST UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 10/15/1990 has revealed that there are
     11 HIST UST sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

17E171/8 - 1/4 E  145 CAPP ST     CHARLES HENRY
23F211/8 - 1/4 NNE  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER PAVILION THEATRE
24F241/8 - 1/4 NNE  140 N GRAND AVE     MALL PHASE I
28G271/8 - 1/4 E  111 N HILL ST     COUNTY COURTHOUSE
32H311/8 - 1/4 N  111 N HOPE ST     GENERAL OFFICE BLDG.
39I361/8 - 1/4 W  715 W 3RD ST     BUNKER HILL
48L471/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY STE 1007     LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD
49M491/8 - 1/4 WSW  333 S HOPE ST     SECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK
50M501/8 - 1/4 WSW  333 S HOPE ST     SECURITY PACIFIC PLAZA
51521/8 - 1/4 NNE  215 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER ALMANSON THEATRE
51N541/8 - 1/4 E  145 N BROADWAY     PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

CA SLIC: SLIC Region comes from the California Regional Water Quality Control Board.

     A review of the CA SLIC list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 2 CA SLIC sites within
     approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

70O621/4 - 1/2 NE  555 W. TEMPLE STREET     CATHEDRAL OF OUR LADY OF THE A
70631/4 - 1/2 NE  555 TEMPLE     CATHEDRAL CHURCH
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EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

  See the EDR Proprietary Historical Database Section for details
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Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped:

Database(s)Site Name ________________________

CLEANERSMICHAL JEWELRY
CHMIRS, CA SLICMAIN ST AND FIRST ST
CERCLIS, RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT #92
SWF/LFTHOUSAND OAKS COUNTY 1962
CA SLIC, HIST USTG & L LEASE
WMUDS/SWATLA COUNTY SD-MISSION CANYONS 4
WMUDS/SWATLA COUNTY SD-MISSION CANYONS N
RCRA-SQG, FINDSCALTRANS
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT #22
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT 56
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT 33
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT 36
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA VNUYS OFFICE AND SAFETY
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT 64
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT 37
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT #86
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA COMMUNITY BUILDING
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT #82
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA FIRE STATION 79
RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT 52
FINDS, EMILA CITY, DEPT GEN. SERVICES
CA SLICBURTON PLATING FACILITY (FORMER)
LOS ANGELES CO. HMS, CA WDSCOCA COLA BOTTLING CO OF LA
SCHDOWNTOWN BUSINESS MAGNET
EMILA CITY, DEPT OF GEN SERVICES
EMILA CITY, DEPT OF GEN SERVICES

http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVVSanMYgD8YLQKAZf4ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ9zmyYV86sqYIqm1g5cHSviuIAmbJX6vX7CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ8xFzzUCv3Icuz.s68P.7wj431jpjyyVr59GV5JujtKHUJOoj3kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVVSanMYgD8YLQKAZf4ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ8zmyYV86sqYIqm1g9cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ4xFzzUCv3Icuz.s63P.7wj431jpjyyVr39GV5JujtKHUJOoj6kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SV4SanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ3zmyYV86sqYIqm1g6cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ3xFzzUCv3Icuz.s64P.7wj431jpjyyVrC9GV5JujtKHUJOoj6kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVVSanMYgD8YLQKAZf4ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ9zmyYV86sqYIqm1g8cHSviuIAmbJX6vX6CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZCxFzzUCv3Icuz.s67P.7wj431jpjyyVr69GV5JujtKHUJOojAkTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVXSanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ4zmyYV86sqYIqm1g8cHSviuIAmbJX6vX9CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ3xFzzUCv3Icuz.s6AP.7wj431jpjyyVr49GV5JujtKHUJOoj7kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVVSanMYgD8YLQKAZf4ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ7zmyYV86sqYIqm1g4cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ9xFzzUCv3Icuz.s66P.7wj431jpjyyVr39GV5JujtKHUJOoj9kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVVSanMYgD8YLQKAZf4ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ7zmyYV86sqYIqm1g4cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ9xFzzUCv3Icuz.s66P.7wj431jpjyyVr39GV5JujtKHUJOoj8kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SV4SanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ3zmyYV86sqYIqm1gCcHSviuIAmbJX6vXBCtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ8xFzzUCv3Icuz.s63P.7wj431jpjyyVr49GV5JujtKHUJOoj5kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SV4SanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ3zmyYV86sqYIqm1g6cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ3xFzzUCv3Icuz.s64P.7wj431jpjyyVr99GV5JujtKHUJOoj8kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SV4SanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ3zmyYV86sqYIqm1g6cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ3xFzzUCv3Icuz.s64P.7wj431jpjyyVr89GV5JujtKHUJOoj5kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SV4SanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ3zmyYV86sqYIqm1g6cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ3xFzzUCv3Icuz.s64P.7wj431jpjyyVrB9GV5JujtKHUJOojBkTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SV4SanMYgD8YLQKAZf3ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ3zmyYV86sqYIqm1g6cHSviuIAmbJX6vX8CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZ3xFzzUCv3Icuz.s64P.7wj431jpjyyVrC9GV5JujtKHUJOoj5kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
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http://bin2.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6Q676i6PQk4O6M8K7o5f3AIKiYsq6vAXPiSQAz3zkw1y45tJOjdK5nUJMRdN8twLKPnN3xaqo30s5APOfsm.4S08A47gI7u.KcDB8BCBY.QRsP6oqIEE4Bk7vXbfAzRiXZfm8CZ3iNw9SIINQxPD3twxzrY333xAzxZ36lJSQHtk6rB97y8u383wiI8k6OH5P9xs9IrikIRs46ifO84r33s8M0Cn8WwUKXJk5WXTofBz5gOsfb985NXwAqenIdH1KV756BxNYGJwsnCkqGWA3k4AvhgeAEbdX76p8Dx0iUZjSBeZQjLP6DKzQKZH6LIh757A4BkNiBnT6q4RPA.g3Gxvk6Ns4WGAOoHp4OqkMTH08X7VK7ub6Id7o1WP5QtYfeEL9n.1AR3rIFQkKdVK8dScYYNosCRQqKdiBnZWvQlXAcM7XhSu7ZRhiNimSvLGQ9pQ6cOZzVmP3LCgzUat20www7CQ1OPIyJDY5XJE5GT4tpFBJmM.vOwtj4CudNgPKuFC6WcNQVAL6ZnY7fCd4.oWi87N6LI7P9Dy3xS6kWGf4nCEO6SVVSanMYgD8YLQKAZf4ZTJoBet5wckfFVt3MWbAj1dIfZoKHfJ8zmyYV86sqYIqm1gCcHSviuIAmbJX6vX6CtWi7FKS9W8Q4AZBxFzzUCv3Icuz.s66P.7wj431jpjyyVrC9GV5JujtKHUJOoj7kTnj7q1dY6oKlgC3
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000NPL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Proposed NPL
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500CERCLIS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CERC-NFRAP
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CORRACTS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500RCRA TSD
    1  NR   NR    NR      1    0 0.250RCRA Lg. Quan. Gen.
    6  NR   NR    NR      5    1 0.250RCRA Sm. Quan. Gen.
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPERNS

STATE ASTM STANDARD

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000AWP
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Cal-Sites
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCHMIRS
   21  NR   NR     18      2    1 0.500Cortese
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Notify 65
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Toxic Pits
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500State Landfill
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500WMUDS/SWAT
   16  NR   NR     13      2    1 0.500LUST
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CA Bond Exp. Plan
   14  NR   NR    NR     12    2 0.250UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250INDIAN UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN LUST
   23  NR   NR    NR     16    7 0.250CA FID UST
   11  NR   NR    NR     11    0 0.250HIST UST

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CONSENT
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000ROD
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Delisted NPL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFINDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHMIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPMLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250MINES
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPL Liens
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPADS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500UMTRA
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ODI
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000FUDS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DOD
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000INDIAN RESERV
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRAATS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTRIS
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSSTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFTTS

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPAST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCA WDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPDEED
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250NFE
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250SCH
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPEMI
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250REF
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250NFA
    2  NR   NR      2      0    0 0.500SLIC
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHAZNET
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLos Angeles Co. HMS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLA Co. Site Mitigation
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000AOCONCERN

EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

  102  NR   NR    NR     71   31 0.250Gas Stations/Dry Cleaners
    1  NR     1      0      0    0 1.000Coal Gas

BROWNFIELDS DATABASES

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US BROWNFIELDS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP

NOTES:

   See the EDR Proprietary Historical Database Section for details

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24335Facility ID:

State UST:

193 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 200 S OLIVE ST    N/A
1 USTANGELUS PLAZA U003780778

                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             Not reportedNon-cancer Acute Haz Index :
                                             Not reportedNon-cancer Chronic Haz Index :
                                             Not reportedHealth Risk Assessment :
                                             Not reportedTotal Priority Score :
                                             7011SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             91212Facility ID :

EMISSIONS :

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017
UNK
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19013634Facility ID:

FID:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster A
309 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
South EMI251 S OLIVE ST    N/A
A2 CA FID USTDINWIDDLE CONSTR. CO. S101584629

Site 2 of 2 in cluster A
309 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South FINDS251 S OLIVE CAD983658113
A3 RCRA-SQGHOTEL INTER CONTINENTAL 1000819810

TC1365843.2s   Page 6



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 356-4064
SELWYN MENDRIESContact:

CAD983658113EPA ID:
(213) 617-3300
CAL PLAZA HOTEL LP CARE OF DANIEL MONETOwner:

RCRAInfo:

HOTEL INTER CONTINENTAL  (Continued) 1000819810

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
300 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19007341Facility ID:

FID:

393 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
WSW 300 S GRAND AVE    N/A
4 CA FID USTBUNKER HILL ASSOCIATES S101583917

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
425 S MAIN ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19054663Facility ID:

FID:

498 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
ENE 120 S OLIVE ST    N/A
5 CA FID USTMETOR RAIL S101586970
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
208 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056058Facility ID:

FID:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster B
581 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SE 208 S HILL ST    N/A
B6 CA FID USTCURRENT OCCUPANT S101587844

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
222 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 687-8534Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19011640Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster B
586 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SE 222 S HILL ST    N/A
B7 CA FID USTWEBSTER CAREER COLLEGE S101584463

Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
1991-12-10 00:00:00Prelim Assess:1991-12-10 00:00:00Workplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water tableAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  HydrocarbonsChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120107Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 1 of 5 in cluster C
627 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE Cortese240 HILL ST S    N/A
C8 LUSTTIMES MIRROR S101297033
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

ASStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
HydrocarbonsSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
12/10/1991Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

WELL ABANDONMENT
PRODUCT REMEDIATED                                     9/24/97 -
02/18/97, F.P. SHEEN IN MW-1                                FREE
03/03/97 - GW MONITORING OF WELLS                          Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700509Global Id:
TIMES MIRROR SQUARE, LOS ANGELES  CA  90053RP Address:

 TIME MIRRORResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1997-09-29 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 ASStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 10 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1991-12-11 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1997-08-19 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:

TIMES MIRROR  (Continued) S101297033
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

               240 HILL ST SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

ABANDONMENT
REMEDIATED                                     9/24/97 - WELL
F.P. SHEEN IN MW-1                                FREE PRODUCT
03/03/97 - GW MONITORING OF WELLS                           02/18/97,Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700509 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     12/10/1991Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     8/19/1997Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     9/25/1996Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     12/10/1991Preliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1952.6467401634376073083642517Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Remove Free ProductAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052298 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     TIMES MIRROR SQUARE, LOS ANGELES  CA  90053RP Address:
                                                     TIME MIRRORResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     10Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     1/1/1965Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/11/1991Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     9/29/1997Date Case Last Changed on Database:

TIMES MIRROR  (Continued) S101297033
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
240 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19003277Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 5 in cluster C
627 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE 240 S HILL ST    N/A
C9 CA FID USTCURRENT OCCUPANT S101583289

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24341Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 3 of 5 in cluster C
640 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE 245 S HILL ST    N/A
C10 USTTHE ANGELUS PLAZA U003780785

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
245 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 623-4352Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19013153Facility ID:

FID:

Site 4 of 5 in cluster C
640 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE 245 S HILL ST    N/A
C11 CA FID USTTHE ANGELUS PLAZA S101584586
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

  Los Angeles County:Region:
 OPENFacility Status:
Not reportedPermit Status:Not reportedPermit Number:
 Not reportedFacility Type:
 3FArea:
 012459-012609Facility Id:

HMS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00020717Regulate ID:19006163Facility ID:

FID:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Mailing Address:
(213) 267-2823Telephone:
LOS ANGELES COUNTYContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
2.5284Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAC001023056Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVEMailing Address:
(323) 267-3137Telephone:
BELINDA RAMIREZContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Polychlorinated biphenyls and material containing PCB’sWaste Category:
1.15Tons:
99Tsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAC002553352Gepaid:

HAZNET:

671 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES CO. HMSLOS ANGELES, CA  90063
North CA FID UST135 N GRAND AVE    N/A
12 HAZNETMUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO/C S101617587
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24352Facility ID:

State UST:

675 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SSW 300 S OLIVE ST    N/A
13 USTTHE ANGELUS PLAZA U003780795

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
255 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056481Facility ID:

FID:

Site 5 of 5 in cluster C
675 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE 255 S HILL ST    N/A
C14 CA FID USTTHE RHF BUNKER HILL CORP S101588240

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 687-2004
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD982430506EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
GRAND AVENUE ASSOCOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster D
683 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW FINDS300 S GRAND CAD982430506
D15 RCRA-SQGMETROPOLITAN STUCTURE WEST 1000455475
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :
                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :

Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
Not reportedCertified Date:

Not reportedClose Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:24351Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24351Facility ID:

State UST:

4Subregion:
Regional Board
CAG994004 The 1st 2 characters designate the state. The remaining 7 are assigned by theNPDES Number:
The facility is not a POTW.POTW:
No reclamation requirements associated with this facility.Reclamation:
Not reportedComplexity:
0Threat to Water:
hazardous wastes (E.G., inorganic salts and heavy metals) are included in this category.
because of their high concentrations (E.G., BOD, Hardness, TRF, Chloride). ’Manageable’
Designated/Influent or Solid Wastes that pose a significant threat to water quality
wastes, water ride wastewater, ground water seepage and other wastes of this type) -
Miscellaneous (Includes wastes from dewatering, recreational lake overflow, swimming poolWaste Type:
PrivateAgency Type:
Discharge Requirements. 
Active - Any facility with a continuous or seasonal discharge that is under WasteFacility Status:
Solid Waste (Class I, II or III)
Other - Does not fall into the category of Municipal/Domestic, Industrial, Agricultural orFacility Type:

0 Million Gal/DayBaseline Flow:0 Million Gal/DayDesign Flow:
Not reportedAgency Phone:Not reportedAgency Contact:

0Agency Address: 
MAGUIRE PROPERTIESAgency Name:

Not reportedSIC Code 2:6511SIC Code:
(213) 687-2000Facility TelephoneKarl BreitenbachFacility Contact

Los Angeles River  196000193Facility ID:
WDS:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster D
683 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW CA WDS99 CHRISTMAS TREE    N/A
D16 USTTWIN PEAKS CENTRAL U003780794
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :

TWIN PEAKS CENTRAL  (Continued) U003780794
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                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :
                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :
                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :

TWIN PEAKS CENTRAL  (Continued) U003780794
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Not reportedApplications :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Name :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Date :
                                                            997UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :

TWIN PEAKS CENTRAL  (Continued) U003780794

1Total Tanks:
24322Facility ID:

State UST:

STATE GARAGEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(818) 620-4450Telephone:TOM KAWANOContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1416 10TH STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-DEPART. OFOwner Name:41494Facility ID:

STATE GARAGEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(818) 620-4450Telephone:TOM KAWANOContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1416 10TH STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-DEPART. OFOwner Name:41494Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster E
730 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East HIST UST145 CAPP ST    N/A
E17 USTCHARLES HENRY U001560532

TC1365843.2s   Page 17



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :
                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :
                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :

Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
1Number Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
Not reportedCertified Date:

1Close Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:24322Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:

CHARLES HENRY  (Continued) U001560532
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                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :
                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :

CHARLES HENRY  (Continued) U001560532
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Not reportedApplications :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Name :
                                                            1Application Date :
                                                            335UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :

CHARLES HENRY  (Continued) U001560532
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Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
1416   10TH ST
Not reportedMail To:

(818) 620-4450Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00041494Regulate ID:19023961Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster E
730 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East 122 S HILL ST    N/A
E18 CA FID USTOFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION S101629303

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Unspecified organic liquid mixtureWaste Category:
.2085Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAL000113451TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 620-5946
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD981677388EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster E
730 ft.
1/8-1/4 HAZNETLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East FINDS122 SO HILL ST CAD981677388
E19 RCRA-SQGCALIF STATE GARAGE 1000249801

TC1365843.2s   Page 21



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

13 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Polychlorinated biphenyls and material containing PCB’sWaste Category:
.5510Tons:
99Tsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
UTD981552177TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Unspecified organic liquid mixtureWaste Category:
.3752Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAL000113451TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Unspecified solvent mixture WasteWaste Category:
.0208Tons:
FresnoTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD093459485TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Aqueous solution with less than 10% total organic residuesWaste Category:
1.4965Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT000613935TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

CALIF STATE GARAGE  (Continued) 1000249801
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http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=6wmU6rnywzltmykcUGOV3bqUr49DnINyyfqwAIBgz4Eel3zmtSCh5Z0my5U4k6AjcHDh3tRoGbwlOcHBVAns4PcbbVQaqrRBUvYY8Gxw490Y9iguDuQV46W4I.3QN8PDyooF8zk0fiz7qSWhwBEs3t1MI3OQBzJHg7646aiVw3m0mTYpUUty3IN5rdJ1nM9jyrKz9Or.z7JRlSActNta3kFgyUZ.kiWvckK75KrJGHtVODL9VAYz5WEBbeHFqpFlUsyD55Tv4dB69SskD1hP3nDuIf7FNJRByylV8tkVffsZqg5yw7006N7aw0FVmFejU0he4VAerpc0nzw3yKBv3FGVzBWjlblltEiM4JlIy44okjBFcSxU64w1GJaWOkUvVC1h9I7ObRcjqhJ4Uol586CW4KXD9F9nDgvdBUNAIowvNB06yBlQ7A9FfTTFqjY9wdOH6l6AIz.PB38agxaB2rHF4iSqEbfdequf5AAp3Izqz6v5mnz6vxd9SAMwCisEhtOV6bYUwwFSmdp0UHKW4uNhrLM4n0UoyfJH3aUqz4XDlbm5tM5w4Cwfy6eHk6M8cYdm3kCmG4JZO1gkVORr3lSkbdbIqfqAU1hI3Pue4sv09i81D0JD54leIH1sN.Gxye4n7a.7fCpGqCqsw.4YCVBZIzpQBKAIgPn8BwKD4iVdEcAIebuy3JV13RtwzYI4mHi54xJaS95WC4S6hbq53
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24324Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 1 of 5 in cluster F
796 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNE 135 N GRAND AVE    N/A
F20 USTMUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO U003780768

THEATREOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000550Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20717Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 2 of 5 in cluster F
796 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
NNE 135 N GRAND AVE    N/A
F21 HIST USTMUSIC CENTER PAVILION THEATRE U001562348

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
313 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19055961Facility ID:

FID:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster D
802 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW 313 S GRAND AVE    N/A
D22 CA FID USTROBERT F MAGUIRE III S101587751
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Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

L.A., CA 90012
140 N GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19015132Facility ID:

FID:

Site 3 of 5 in cluster F
824 ft.
1/8-1/4 L.A., CA  90012
NNE 140 N GRAND AVE    N/A
F23 CA FID USTAUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D. S101584743

(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:PREMIUMType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00003000Tank Capacity:
#3Container Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00007000Tank Capacity:
#2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:WASTE OILType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00000550Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 4 of 5 in cluster F
824 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
NNE 140 N GRAND AVE    N/A
F24 HIST USTMALL PHASE I U001562333
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COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
#5Container Num:5Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1981Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
#4Container Num:4Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:

MALL PHASE I  (Continued) U001562333

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24123Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 5 of 5 in cluster F
824 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNE 140 N GRAND AVE    N/A
F25 USTL.A. COUNTY FACILITY (PARKING) U003780560

                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :
Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
1Number Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
Not reportedCertified Date:

Not reportedClose Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:24319Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24319Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster G
834 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East 4055 CALIFORNIA ST    N/A
G26 USTVACANT LOT U003879444
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                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :
                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :

VACANT LOT  (Continued) U003879444
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                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :
                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :
                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :

VACANT LOT  (Continued) U003879444
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Not reportedApplications :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Name :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Date :
                                                            341UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)

VACANT LOT  (Continued) U003879444

COURTHOUSEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERNOwner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20715Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster G
834 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
East 111 N HILL ST    N/A
G27 HIST USTCOUNTY COURTHOUSE U001562244
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Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.1438Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
.5899Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAL000014649Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.1792Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.2375Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster G
834 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East CA FID UST111 N HILL ST    N/A
G28 HAZNETCOUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D. S101583951
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Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
111 N HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19007548Facility ID:

FID:

3 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.2979Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

COUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D.  (Continued) S101583951

at a higher Level. A Zero (0) may be used to code those NURDS that are found to represent
All nurds without a TTWQ will be considered a minor threat to water quality unless coded
relatively minor impairment of beneficial uses compared to a major or minor threat. Not:
Minor Threat to Water Quality. A violation of a regional board order should cause aThreat to Water:
hazardous wastes (E.G., inorganic salts and heavy metals) are included in this category.
because of their high concentrations (E.G., BOD, Hardness, TRF, Chloride). ’Manageable’
Designated/Influent or Solid Wastes that pose a significant threat to water quality
wastes, water ride wastewater, ground water seepage and other wastes of this type) -
Miscellaneous (Includes wastes from dewatering, recreational lake overflow, swimming poolWaste Type:
CityAgency Type:
Discharge Requirements. 
Active - Any facility with a continuous or seasonal discharge that is under WasteFacility Status:
Solid Waste (Class I, II or III)
Other - Does not fall into the category of Municipal/Domestic, Industrial, Agricultural orFacility Type:

2 Million Gal/DayBaseline Flow:2 Million Gal/DayDesign Flow:
Not reportedAgency Phone:Not reportedAgency Contact:

Los Angeles 90012
111 N. Hope St.Agency Address: 
LOS ANGELES CITY OF DWPAgency Name:

Not reportedSIC Code 2:4941SIC Code:
(213) 367-0279Facility TelephoneSusan DamronFacility Contact

Los Angeles River  190106035Facility ID:
WDS:

Site 1 of 4 in cluster H
881 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
North CA WDS111 N HOPE ST    N/A
H29 USTGENERAL OFFICE BUILDING U003879521
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24316Facility ID:

State UST:

4Subregion:
Regional Board
CA0056855 The 1st 2 characters designate the state. The remaining 7 are assigned by theNPDES Number:
The facility is not a POTW.POTW:
No reclamation requirements associated with this facility.Reclamation:
waste ponds.
disposal, or dischargers having waste storage systems with land disposal such as dairy
passive waste treatment and disposal systems, such as septic systems with subsurface
dischargers or thosewho must comply through best management practices, facilities with
Category C - Facilities having no waste treatment systems, such as cooling waterComplexity:
no threat to water quality.

GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING  (Continued) U003879521

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Permit Compliance System
National Emissions Inventory
National Compliance Data Base

Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:
FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

1452.00F0051452.00F003
1452.00D04018218.57D039
1452.00D0351452.00D018
1200.00D0082127.00D001

__________________________________ Quantity (Lbs)WasteQuantity (Lbs)Waste

Last Biennial Reporting Year: 2001
BIENNIAL REPORTS:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Large Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD099450504EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 2 of 4 in cluster H
881 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
North RCRA-LQG111 N HOPE ST CAD099450504
H30 FINDSJOHN FERRARO BLDG - LADWP 1000474498
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 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00000270Tank Capacity:
0000000001Container Num:4Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000270Tank Capacity:
0109/SUMPContainer Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000270Tank Capacity:
0108/SUMPContainer Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001600Tank Capacity:
0107/CLARIContainer Num:1Tank Num:
 WASTETank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 4 in cluster H
881 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
North 111 N HOPE ST    N/A
H31 HIST USTGENERAL OFFICE BLDG. U001560514
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DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
0115/T-25Container Num:9Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
0114/T-24Container Num:8Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
0113/T-23Container Num:7Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
0112/T-22Container Num:6Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
01110/T-21Container Num:5Tank Num:
 WASTETank Used for:

GENERAL OFFICE BLDG.  (Continued) U001560514

TC1365843.2s   Page 33



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000800Tank Capacity:
0118/T-9Container Num:12Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000800Tank Capacity:
0117/T-8Container Num:11Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
0116/T-27Container Num:10Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:

GENERAL OFFICE BLDG.  (Continued) U001560514

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
335 S OLIVE ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056244Facility ID:

FID:

886 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SSW 335 S OLIVE ST    N/A
32 CA FID USTBUNKER HILL ASSOC S101588012
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Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
Disposal, OtherDisposal Method:
Unspecified organic liquid mixtureWaste Category:
0.32Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Off-specification, aged, or surplus organicsWaste Category:
0.00Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
12.80Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAT000623892EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster I
923 ft.
1/8-1/4 HAZNETLOS ANGELES, CA  90017
West FINDS715 W THIRD ST CAT000623892
I33 RCRA-SQGFIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CTL PLT 1000209625
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

29 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Liquids with halogenated organic compounds > 1000 mg/lWaste Category:
0.22Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
Disposal, OtherDisposal Method:
Other organic solidsWaste Category:
0.11Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

FIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CTL PLT  (Continued) 1000209625

  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  CLOSEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
2004-10-29 00:00:00Close Date:

 2002-12-13 00:00:00Monitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water tableAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120070Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 4 of 4 in cluster H
926 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
North 111 HOPE ST N    N/A
H34 LUSTLA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER S106517261
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     17.3Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     =GW Qualifier:
                                                     2/14/2002Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     8/14/2002Date Case Last Changed on Database:
ATStaff:
4Region:
Post remedial action monitoring Status:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
6/29/1984Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

2001
2000; 1/18/01 4TH QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 413/01 1ST QTR GW MON RPT
2000; 7/13/00 2ND QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 10/2000 3RD QTR GW MON RPT
11,000 GAL OF FP RECOVERED 1984-1991;  4/14/00 1ST QTR GW MON RPTSummary : 
                   2600649-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100649Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700506Global Id:
111 N. HOPE ST, RM #1116RP Address:

 MARK SEDLACEKResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 Not reportedReview Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 KURODA, RANDALLOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 <GW Qualifier :
 ATStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 0.5 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:

LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER  (Continued) S106517261
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2000; 1/18/01 4TH QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 413/01 1ST QTR GW MON RPT 2001
2000; 7/13/00 2ND QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 10/2000 3RD QTR GW MON RPT
11,000 GAL OF FP RECOVERED 1984-1991;  4/14/00 1ST QTR GW MON RPTSummary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700506 Global ID :
                                                     TA-GENEnforcement Type:
                                                     6/29/1984Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     12/13/2002Post Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     9/27/1996Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     5/27/1992Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     1/17/1984Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100649W Global ID :
                                                     2600649-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2710.8267851142112053319989676Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System :
                                                     KURODA, RANDALLOperator :
                                                     Remove Free ProductAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0564428 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     111 N. HOPE ST, RM #1116RP Address:
                                                     J. ALAN WALTIResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:

LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER  (Continued) S106517261

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24442Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster I
955 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
West 715 W 3RD ST    N/A
I35 USTCENTRAL PLANTS INC U003780871
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DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.310 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00000750Tank Capacity:
4Container Num:4Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.372 inchesTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
3Container Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.372 inchesTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00015000Tank Capacity:
2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.372 inchesTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00015000Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster I
955 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
West 715 W 3RD ST    N/A
I36 HIST USTBUNKER HILL U001560700
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24370Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 1 of 4 in cluster J
1007 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW 333 S GRAND AVE    N/A
J37 USTMAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS U003780811

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LA, CA 90071
333 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 253-4200Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056538Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 4 in cluster J
1007 ft.
1/8-1/4 LA, CA  90071
SW 333 S GRAND AVE    N/A
J38 CA FID USTMAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS S101588293

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90011
150 S BROADWAY
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19005822Facility ID:

FID:

1007 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90011
ESE 150 S BROADWAY    N/A
39 CA FID USTTRANSAMERICA OCCIDENTAL S101583738
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Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 687-3658
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD981368434EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
ASTRO ARTZOwner:

RCRAInfo:

1033 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SE FINDS240 S BROADWAY 5TH FL CAD981368434
40 RCRA-SQGHIGH PERFORMANCE MAGAZINE 1000238384

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
300 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 687-2160Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19045547Facility ID:

FID:

Site 3 of 4 in cluster J
1074 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW 350 S GRAND AVE    N/A
J41 CA FID USTMETROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W. INC S101586344

Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
1Number Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
6/5/1995Certified Date:

Not reportedClose Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:24372Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24372Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 4 of 4 in cluster J
1074 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW 3696 CLAY ST    N/A
J42 USTRESIDENCE U003780813
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                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :
                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :
                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780813
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                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :
                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :
                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780813
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Bay Area TankApplications :
                                                            Tim HallenApplication Name :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Date :
                                                            1989UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780813

Site 1 of 2 in cluster K
1082 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SSW 363 S OLIVE ST    N/A
K43 CA FID USTCOMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY S101582707
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Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
363 S OLIVE ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19001145Facility ID:

FID:

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY  (Continued) S101582707

 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1996-07-19 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900130025Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  4THCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster K
1082 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SSW Cortese363 OLIVE    N/A
K44 LUSTTHE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN S101297179
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                                                     1612.209829764908241499506889Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0513411 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     363 S OLIVE ST, LOS ANGELES  CA  90013RP Address:
                                                     MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDINGResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     3/27/1992Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
1/17/1986Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

LDP APPROVED 02/86. PLAN NOT YET IMPLEMENTED.Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700540Global Id:
363 S OLIVE ST, LOS ANGELES  CA  90013                     DRP Address:

 MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDINGResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1992-03-27 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :

THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN  (Continued) S101297179
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

LDP APPROVED 02/86. PLAN NOT YET IMPLEMENTED.Summary :
                                                     4THCross Street:
                                                     T0603700540 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     1/17/1986Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/19/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     6/16/1988Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :

THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN  (Continued) S101297179

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
130 S BROADWAY
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19011693Facility ID:

FID:

Site 1 of 4 in cluster L
1098 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 130 S BROADWAY    N/A
L45 CA FID USTLOS ANGELES TIMES S101584467

Site 2 of 4 in cluster L
1106 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East FINDS107 S BROADWAY RM 3131 CAD980673743
L46 RCRA-SQGCALIFORNIA DEPT OF JUSTICE 1000252205
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Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD980673743EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner:

RCRAInfo:

CALIFORNIA DEPT OF JUSTICE  (Continued) 1000252205

OFFICEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 620-3370Telephone:MEL GILLIARD,Contact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1982Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
(2)Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 107 SOUTH BROADWAY, ROOM 1007Owner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner Name:33915Facility ID:

OFFICEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 620-3370Telephone:MEL GILLIARD,Contact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1959Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
(1)Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 107 SOUTH BROADWAY, ROOM 1007Owner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner Name:33915Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 4 in cluster L
1118 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East 107 S BROADWAY STE 1007    N/A
L47 HIST USTLOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD U001560524

Site 1 of 3 in cluster M
1150 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW 333 S HOPE ST    N/A
M48 CA FID USTSECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK S101617637
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Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
333 S HOPE ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 613-6706Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19004303Facility ID:

FID:

SECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK  (Continued) S101617637

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST REALTY COMPAOwner Name:63258Facility ID:

BANKOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 613-6706Telephone:ROBERT OUZTSContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.267 inchesTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
3Container Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
 333 SOUTH HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
PACIFIC SOUTHWEST REALTY COMPAOwner Name:63258Facility ID:

BANKOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 613-6706Telephone:ROBERT OUZTSContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.267 inchesTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
 333 SOUTH HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
PACIFIC SOUTHWEST REALTY COMPAOwner Name:63258Facility ID:

BANKOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 613-6706Telephone:ROBERT OUZTSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1972Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
 333 SOUTH HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
PACIFIC SOUTHWEST REALTY COMPAOwner Name:63258Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster M
1150 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW 333 S HOPE ST    N/A
M49 HIST USTSECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK U001562546
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BANKOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 613-6706Telephone:ROBERT OUZTSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:WASTE OILType of Fuel:
1972Year Installed:00000500Tank Capacity:
4Container Num:4Tank Num:
 WASTETank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
 333 SOUTH HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:

SECURITY PACIFIC NATIONAL BANK  (Continued) U001562546

INSURANCE COMPANYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 613-5555Telephone:Not reportedContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1973Year Installed:00004000Tank Capacity:
01Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
 333 SOUTH HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
METROPOLITAN LIFE INSURANCE COOwner Name:65569Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster M
1150 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW 333 S HOPE ST    N/A
M50 HIST USTSECURITY PACIFIC PLAZA U001562547

                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             Not reportedNon-cancer Acute Haz Index :
                                             Not reportedNon-cancer Chronic Haz Index :
                                             Not reportedHealth Risk Assessment :
                                             Not reportedTotal Priority Score :
                                             9199SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             12615Facility ID :

EMISSIONS :

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
107 S BROADWAY
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 620-3370Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00033915Regulate ID:19019019Facility ID:

FID:

Site 4 of 4 in cluster L
1154 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East EMI107 S BROADWAY    N/A
L51 CA FID USTLOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD S101617142
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                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :

LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD  (Continued) S101617142

THEATREOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1969Year Installed:00000550Tank Capacity:
1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20712Facility ID:

UST HIST:

1166 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
NNE 215 N GRAND AVE    N/A
52 HIST USTMUSIC CENTER ALMANSON THEATRE U001562347

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00020712Regulate ID:19031721Facility ID:

FID:

1207 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
North 215 N GRAND AVE    N/A
53 CA FID USTMUSIC CENTER AHMANSON THEATRE S101617586

Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1968Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20713Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster N
1278 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
East 145 N BROADWAY    N/A
N54 HIST USTPHASE II MALL ARCHIVES U001562359
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CO. ARCHIVESOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:

PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES  (Continued) U001562359

                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :
                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :
                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :

Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
1/19/1994Certified Date:

1Close Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:24326Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24326Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster N
1278 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East 160 CARMEL ST    N/A
N55 USTRESIDENCE U003780769
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                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780769
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                                                            Not reportedApplication Name :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Date :
                                                            1117UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :
                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780769
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Not reportedApplications :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780769

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

1278 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90033
ENE 200 HILL    N/A
56 Cortese76 PRODUCTS STATION #1099 S105024620

  Los Angeles County:Region:
 OPENFacility Status:
Not reportedPermit Status:Not reportedPermit Number:
 Not reportedFacility Type:
 3FArea:
 012458-012608Facility Id:

HMS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00020713Regulate ID:19055401Facility ID:

FID:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90020
ISDMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
Not reportedContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
.2085Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAC000907024Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster N
1280 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES CO. HMSLOS ANGELES, CA  90063
East CA FID UST145 N BROADWAY    N/A
N57 HAZNETPHASE II MALL ARCHIVES S101617589
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                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :
                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :
                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :

Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
1Number Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
5/22/1995Certified Date:

Not reportedClose Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:24365Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24365Facility ID:

State UST:

1297 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SSE 3340 CLAY ST    N/A
58 USTRESIDENCE U003780805
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                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :
                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780805
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Golden Gate TankApplications :
                                                            Jim TracyApplication Name :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Date :
                                                            1999UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :
                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :

RESIDENCE  (Continued) U003780805
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                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700505Global Id:
145 S SPRING ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:

 TIMES MIRROR CORPORATIONResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1989-03-30 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 MALCOR, JOSEPH V.Operator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  Not reportedLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1988-06-03 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1989-03-30 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

No Action Required - incident is minor, requiring no remedial actionAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120061Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  1ST STCross Street:

State LUST:

1438 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90021
ESE Cortese145 SPRING ST S    N/A
59 LUSTTIMES MIRROR CORPORATION S102439123
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                                                     2/17/1989Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2365.9537613317074026355595998Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     MALCOR, JOSEPH V.Operator :
                                                     No Action RequiredAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052404 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     145 S SPRING ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:
                                                     TIMES MIRROR CORPORATIONResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     6/3/1988Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     3/30/1989Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
4/27/1988Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

OCCURED.
DETECTION PROGRAM. IT IS UNKNOWN AT THIS TIME WHETHER A LEAK HAS
LA CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT REQUESTED LARWQCB TO CONDUCT A LEAKSummary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:

TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION  (Continued) S102439123

TC1365843.2s   Page 60



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

               145 SPRING ST SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

PROGRAM. IT IS UNKNOWN AT THIS TIME WHETHER A LEAK HAS OCCURED.
LA CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT REQUESTED LARWQCB TO CONDUCT A LEAK DETECTIONSummary :
                                                     1ST STCross Street:
                                                     T0603700505 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     4/27/1988Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     3/30/1989Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:

TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION  (Continued) S102439123

 1991-01-23 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1997-03-13 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900710016Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information system
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Large Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAT080022809EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

UST
RCRA-LQG

1523 ft. Cortese
1/4-1/2 LUSTLOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW HAZNET420 S GRAND CAT080022809
60 FINDSPACIFIC BELL 1000250339
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                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     1/23/1991Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     2/28/1997Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
12/10/1990Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

BETWEEN GRAND AND OLIVE.
433 S OLIVE ARE ALL THE SAME FACILITY. BLDG TAKES UP THEBLOCK
PACIFIC BELL LOS ANGELES COMPLEX LOCATED AT 420/434 S GRAND ANDSummary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701232Global Id:
100 N STONEMAN, RM #120, ALHAMBRA CA 91801RP Address:

 PACIFIC BELLResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1997-02-28 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 OLD CASE #012391-03Operator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339
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Not reportedCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095 3E000Mailing Address:
(925) 867-5741Telephone:
SHARON BAYLE/STAFF ASSOCContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Aqueous solution with less than 10% total organic residuesWaste Category:
1.87Tons:
99Tsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

HAZNET:

AND OLIVE.
OLIVE ARE ALL THE SAME FACILITY. BLDG TAKES UP THEBLOCK BETWEEN GRAND
PACIFIC BELL LOS ANGELES COMPLEX LOCATED AT 420/434 S GRAND AND 433 SSummary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603701232 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     12/10/1990Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     3/13/1997Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     10/25/1996Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     12/10/1990Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1769.4992621950073388176431721Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     OLD CASE #012391-03Operator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.051262 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     100 N STONEMAN, RM #120, ALHAMBRA CA 91801RP Address:
                                                     PACIFIC BELLResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339
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               420 GRAND AVE SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

13 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Los AngelesCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095Mailing Address:
(925) 823-6161Telephone:
PACIFIC BELLContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Other inorganic solid wasteWaste Category:
4.0400Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD050806850TSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095Mailing Address:
(925) 823-6161Telephone:
PACIFIC BELLContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
10.9564Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD067786749TSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095Mailing Address:
(925) 823-6161Telephone:
PACIFIC BELLContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
.4214Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD067786749TSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095 3E000Mailing Address:
(925) 867-5741Telephone:
SHARON BAYLE/STAFF ASSOCContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Other inorganic solid wasteWaste Category:
0.20Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339
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                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Underground ) :
                                                            Not reportedTank Filled With Inert Material :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Qty Of Substance Remaining :
                                                            Not reportedEstimated Date Last Used :
                                                            Not reported    Other Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Interstitial Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Single Wall In Vault Only) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Double Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Tank Testing :
                                                            Not reported    Groundwater :
                                                            Not reported    Vadose Zone Tank Leak Detection :
                                                            Not reported    Manual Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Statscl Invntry Reconciliation & Biennial Tank Test :
                                                            Not reported    Continuous Atg :
                                                            Not reported    Automatic Tank Gauging :
                                                            Not reported    Visual (Exposed Portion) :
                                                             Tank Leak Detection (Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Exempt :
                                                            Not reported    Fill Tube Shut :
                                                            Not reported    Ball Float :
                                                            Not reported    Alarm :
                                                             Year Overfill Protection Equipment Installed :
                                                            Not reported    Striker Plate :
                                                            Not reported    Drop Tube :
                                                            Not reported    Spill Containment :
                                                              Type Of Spill Protection :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Corrosive Protection Install :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Corrosive Protection :
                                                            Not reportedTank Int Lining Install Dt:
                                                            Not reportedTank Interior Lining/coating :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Secondary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedTank Material - Primary Tank :
                                                            Not reportedType Of Tank :

Not reportedCommon Name :Not reportedPetroleum Type :
Not reportedTank Use :Not reportedAdditional Desc :

                                                            Not reported# Of Tank Compartments :
                                                            Not reportedTank Capacity :
                                                            Not reportedDate Tank Installed :
                                                            Not reportedCompartmentalized Tank :

Not reportedTank Manufacturer :Not reportedLocal Tank Id :
1Number Of Tanks :Not reportedCare Of Address :

Not reportedMailing Address:
Not reportedCertified Date:

Not reportedClose Date:Not reportedReceive Date: 
Not reportedOwner Name:Not reportedTank ID:
Not reportedCase Number:23913Facility ID:

UST San Francisco County:

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
23913Facility ID:

State UST:
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                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Emergency Generators) :
                                                            Not reported    Suction,Gravity ,Sump Sensor,Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure, Auto Leak Detctr ,Flow Shutoff Or Restricn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor ,Alarms ,No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                                     Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failure, & Disconnect :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms ,Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Secondarily Contained) :
                                                            Not reported   Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported   Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Monitrng ,Trienn Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector/ Auto Shutoff/ Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protecn :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Frp Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. & Corrosion Protecn (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Cathodic Protection :
                                                            Not reported    Flexible (HDPE - High Density Polyethylene) :
                                                            Not reported    Galvanized Steel :
                                                            Not reported    FRP Compatible W/100% Methanol :
                                                            Not reported    Steel W/coating :
                                                            Not reported    Fiberglass :
                                                            Not reported    Plastic Compatible With Contents :
                                                            Not reported    Stainless Steel :
                                                            Not reported    Bare Steel :
                                                             Piping Mat. And Corrosion Protection (Underground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Aboveground) :
                                                            Not reportedPiping Manufacturer (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Other :
                                                            Not reported    Unknown :
                                                            Not reported    Lined Trench :
                                                            Not reported    Double Wall :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall :
                                                             Piping Construction (Underground) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
                                                            Not reported    Suction :
                                                            Not reported    Pressure :
                                                             Piping System Type ( Aboveground ) :
                                                            Not reported    Gravity :
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                                                            CLOSEDFlag :
                                                            Not reported2ndry Care Of Address :
                                                            Golden Gate TankApplications :
                                                            Cathy KellerApplication Name :
                                                            Not reportedApplication Date :
                                                            3975UST Close ID :
                                                            Not reportedOther Tank Leak Detection Present :
                                                            Not reportedFill Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedBall Float Present :
                                                            Not reportedAlarm Present :
                                                            Not reportedStriker Plate Present :
                                                            Not reportedDrop Tube Present :
                                                            Not reportedSpill Containment Present :
                                                            Not reportedSecondary Containment Test :
                                                            Not reportedLast Annual Monitoring Cert:
                                                            Not reportedPermit Expiration Date :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Approved By :
                                                            Not reportedPermit Number :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Title (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedOwner/ Operator Name (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDate Certified (Tank Unit) :
                                                            Not reportedDispenser Containment Type :
                                                            Not reportedDate Dispenser Containment Installed :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Aboveground :
                                                            Not reported    Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/o Flow Shutoff Or Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor Without Auto Shutoff , Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection Underground (Emergency Generators)
                                                            Not reported    Suction/gravity - Sump Sensor , Alarms :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                                           Not reported    Pressure - Auto Leak Detctr, Flow Shutoff /Restrctn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, No Auto Shutoff :
                                                                           Not reported    Sump Snsr, Alrm , Auto Shutoff For Leaks, Failre & Disconct :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Underground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor, Alarms, Auto Shutoff For Leaks :
                                                              Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Secondarily Contained)
                                                            Not reported    Biennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Gravity -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Self Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Triennial Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Suction -  Daily Visual Monitoring :
                                                            Not reported    Single Wall, Pressure Daily Visual Check :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Monthly 0.2 Gph Test :
                                                            Not reported    Electronic Line Leak Detector /Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
                                                             Piping Leak Detection (Aboveground - Single Wall) :
                                                            Not reportedPipe Integrity Test, Underground :
                                                                           Not reportedPiping Leak Detecn Abvegrnd - Emrgncy Gen - Daily Visual Chk :
                                                            Not reported    Annual Integrity Test :
                                                            Not reported    Auto Leak Detector W/O Flow Shutoff Or Restrcn :
                                                            Not reported    Sump Sensor W/O Auto Shutoff /Alarms :
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                   DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700533Global Id:
500 WEST TEMPLE AVE, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:

 L.A. COUNTY HALL OF ADMINIST.Responsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1990-09-06 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 SARACCO, STEVEOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  PipingLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Inventory ControlHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1988-05-11 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1990-09-06 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120389Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  GRANDCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster O
1635 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NE Cortese500 TEMPLE ST W    N/A
O61 LUSTLA CO HALL OF ADMINIST. S102432399
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                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     11/10/1987Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     PipingLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Inventory ControlHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     10/9/1986Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100649W Global ID :
                                                     2600649-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1525.2275374567153284021524833Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System :
                                                     SARACCO, STEVEOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0573048 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     500 WEST TEMPLE AVE, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:
                                                     L.A. COUNTY HALL OF ADMINIST.Responsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     5/11/1988Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     9/6/1990Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
11/10/1987Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

11/14 EDR;12/12WP; MTBE DATE 4/20/98.Summary : 
                   2600649-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100649Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
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               500 TEMPLE ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     GRANDCross Street:
                                                     T0603700533 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     11/10/1987Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     9/6/1990Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:

LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.  (Continued) S102432399

                    PETSubstance Released :
                    Not reportedRecent Dtw :
                    Not reportedResponsible Party :
                    Not reportedLead Agency Case Number :
                    LOS ANGELES RWQCB (REGION 4)Lead Agency :
                    J. T. LIULead Agency Contact :
                    SLICSITEAssigned Name :
                    STATERegion :
                    SLT4L8271878Global Id :

CA STATE SLIC :

Site 2 of 2 in cluster O
1641 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  
NE 555 W. TEMPLE STREET    N/A
O62 CA SLICCATHEDRAL OF OUR LADY OF THE ANGELS S106485974

 VOCsSubstance:
 JTLStaff:
 0827SLIC
 4Region:
 ClosureFacility Status:

SLIC Region 4:

1797 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NE 555 TEMPLE    N/A
63 CA SLICCATHEDRAL CHURCH S103547098

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

1821 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ENE 301 BROADWAY    N/A
64 CorteseFACILITY 10723-2 S105024588
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                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700542Global Id:
555 W. 5TH ST., SUITE #700RP Address:

 MIKE HENEFENTResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1990-04-17 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 ADDRESSES 501 THROUGH 503Operator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 <GW Qualifier :
 ATStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  2APriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 2 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Subsurface MonitoringHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 Not reportedEnter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
2001-06-06 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900130052Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  OLIVE & GRANDCross Street:

State LUST:

1941 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SW Cortese501 005TH ST W    N/A
65 LUSTSOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER S102437788
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                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     3/1/1989Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Subsurface MonitoringHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     1/17/1989Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1272.7994321393827397328468529Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     ADDRESSES 501 THROUGH 503Operator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     2APriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0495171 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     555 W. 5TH ST., SUITE #700RP Address:
                                                     MIKE HENEFENTResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     2Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     <GW Qualifier:
                                                     1/1/1965Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate Leak Record Entered:
                                                     4/17/1990Date Case Last Changed on Database:
ATStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
2/17/1989Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

12/23/98 - CASE REVIEW
NEED TO VISIT LA CO ASSESSOR FOR CURRENT OWNER,INFO LTR 3/12/97; Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:

SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER  (Continued) S102437788
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               501 005TH ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

12/23/98 - CASE REVIEW
NEED TO VISIT LA CO ASSESSOR FOR CURRENT OWNER,INFO LTR 3/12/97; Summary :
                                                     OLIVE & GRANDCross Street:
                                                     T0603700542 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     2/17/1989Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     6/6/2001Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:

SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER  (Continued) S102437788

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 4123
200 N MAIN ST STE 1000Mailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
CITY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Tank bottom wasteWaste Category:
.2502Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAD981690142Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 4123
200 N MAIN ST STE 1000Mailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
CITY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Tank bottom wasteWaste Category:
.8131Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD099452708TSD EPA ID:
CAD981690142Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
108 FREMONT AVEMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Aqueous solution with less than 10% total organic residuesWaste Category:
.2085Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAC002283641Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster P
1975 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NW Cortese108 FREMONT    N/A
P66 HAZNETCONTRACTOR’S GLASS GROUP S103975400
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 4123
200 N MAIN ST STE 1000Mailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
CITY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
2.919Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAD981690142Gepaid:

CONTRACTOR’S GLASS GROUP  (Continued) S103975400

 CECStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 3910Local Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  PipingLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Tank TestHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  SELEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
1986-06-16 00:00:00Confirm Leak:1986-06-16 00:00:00Review Date:
  Leak being confirmedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120361Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  1ST STCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster P
1975 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NW Cortese108 FREMONT AVE N    N/A
P67 LUSTFIRE STATION #3 S105035331
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                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     3910Local Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0583237 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL.RP Address:
                                                     MR. RENE VILLA-AGUSTINResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     9/21/1999Date Case Last Changed on Database:
CECStaff:
4Region:
Leak being confirmedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
6/16/1986Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

90013)
ALSO RP ADDRESS (419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL., LOS ANGELES, CASummary : 
                   2600649-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100649Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700532Global Id:
419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL.RP Address:

 MR. RENE VILLA-AGUSTINResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1999-09-21 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :

FIRE STATION #3  (Continued) S105035331
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               108 FREMONT AVE NFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

ALSO RP ADDRESS (419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL., LOS ANGELES, CA 90013)Summary :
                                                     1ST STCross Street:
                                                     T0603700532 Global ID :
                                                     SELEnforcement Type:
                                                     6/16/1986Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     6/16/1986Date Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     6/16/1986Date The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     PipingLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Tank TestHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     6/13/1986Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100649W Global ID :
                                                     2600649-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     3281.0564667090121895117585445Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System :

FIRE STATION #3  (Continued) S105035331

  Not reportedFunding:
 1987-04-23 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
1987-02-04 00:00:00Confirm Leak:1987-02-04 00:00:00Review Date:
  Leak being confirmedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  Waste OilChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900710034Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  5TH STCross Street:

State LUST:

1990 ft.
1/4-1/2 CA FID USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW Cortese400 FLOWER ST S    N/A
68 LUSTARCO PARKING STRUCTURE S101586515
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                                                     444 S FLOWER ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90017RP Address:
                                                     ARCOResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     4/23/1987Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     8/10/1987Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Leak being confirmedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
Waste OilSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
2/4/1987Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

11/14 EDR;12/12WP; MTBE DATE 4/20/98.Summary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701234Global Id:
444 S FLOWER ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90017RP Address:

 ARCOResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1987-08-10 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Tank ClosureHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:

ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE  (Continued) S101586515
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Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
400 S FLOWER ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19053089Facility ID:

FID:

               400 FLOWER ST SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     5TH STCross Street:
                                                     T0603701234 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     2/4/1987Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     2/4/1987Date Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     2/4/1987Date The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Tank ClosureHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     2/4/1987Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2439.2347312715564438223653667Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052674 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:

ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE  (Continued) S101586515
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                   Not reportedWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700581Global Id:
600 S SPRING ST, SUITE 200, LOS ANGELES  CA  90014         DRP Address:

 CITY OF LOS ANGELESResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1989-04-07 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 CENTRAL LIBRARY PARKING LOTOperator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1996-07-24 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900170016Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster Q
2011 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
SW Cortese630 005TH    N/A
Q69 LUSTLA CITY GENERAL SERVICES S100866067
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                                                     4/21/1988Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     Not reportedW Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedAssigned Name :
                                                     1864.3867231258478104662997962Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     Not reportedWater System :
                                                     CENTRAL LIBRARY PARKING LOTOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.050342 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     600 S SPRING ST, SUITE 200, LOS ANGELES  CA  90014RP Address:
                                                     CITY OF LOS ANGELESResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     4/7/1989Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
11/9/1984Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

04/89 REPORT HAS BEEN DELAYED
LIBRARY. (3/88)LIBRARY REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE GROUNDWATER.
SA WORK COMPLETED. CLEANUP PLANNED DURING CONSTRUCTION OFSummary : 
                   Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:

LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES  (Continued) S100866067
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

BEEN DELAYED
(3/88)LIBRARY REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE GROUNDWATER. 04/89 REPORT HAS
SA WORK COMPLETED. CLEANUP PLANNED DURING CONSTRUCTION OF LIBRARY.Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700581 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     11/9/1984Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/24/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:

LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES  (Continued) S100866067

 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  CorrosionLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  OMHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1987-08-14 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Pollution CharacterizationStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  Waste OilChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900710043Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  4TH STCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster Q
2018 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW Cortese633 5TH    N/A
Q70 LUSTLIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI S104406319
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                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0529799 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     445 S. FIGUEROA ST., LOS ANGELES, CA 90071RP Address:
                                                     TURNER CONSTRUCTIONResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     8/14/1987Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     3/3/2000Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Pollution CharacterizationStatus:
SoilCase Type:
Waste OilSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
8/4/1987Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

FOR LIBRARY SQUARE . (SEE INFORM. LTR PRIOR  3/3/00)
ADDRESS FOR TURNER CONSTRUCTION WHO WAS THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTOR
OLD CASE #005057; 445 S. FIGUEROA ST. LOS ANGELES IS  OFFICESummary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701235Global Id:
445 S. FIGUEROA ST., LOS ANGELES, CA 90071RP Address:

 TURNER CONSTRUCTIONResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 2000-03-03 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 TODD, WILLIAMOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :

LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI  (Continued) S104406319
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

SQUARE . (SEE INFORM. LTR PRIOR  3/3/00)
FOR TURNER CONSTRUCTION WHO WAS THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTOR FOR LIBRARY
OLD CASE #005057; 445 S. FIGUEROA ST. LOS ANGELES IS  OFFICE ADDRESSSummary :
                                                     4TH STCross Street:
                                                     T0603701235 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     8/4/1987Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     8/4/1987Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     8/4/1987Date The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     CorrosionCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     OMHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     7/31/1987Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1919.9624139828820275426704634Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     TODD, WILLIAMOperator :

LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI  (Continued) S104406319

 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1998-06-17 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  1Chemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900710025Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

2114 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW Cortese444 FLOWER    N/A
71 LUSTFORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI S103438000
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                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     6/29/1998Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     6/17/1998Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
1Substance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
6/17/1998Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

11/14 EDR;12/12WP; MTBE DATE 4/20/98.Summary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701233Global Id:
Not reportedRP Address:

 BLANK RPResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1998-06-17 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  Not reportedLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1998-06-29 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:

FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI  (Continued) S103438000
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603701233 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     6/17/1998Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     6/17/1998Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2283.5402581688112584998334621Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052134 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     Not reportedRP Address:
                                                     BLANK RPResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:

FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI  (Continued) S103438000

  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120043Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  BEAUDRYCross Street:

State LUST:

2135 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NW Cortese1031 002ND ST W    N/A
72 LUSTUNOCAL #0122 S104406270
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Regional BoardLead Agency:
10/24/1986Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

DISPENSER REPLACEMENT
SOIL SAMPLING RPT FOR TANK TOP UPGRADE & PRODUCT LINE AND
                                                      11/19/98 -
FREE PRODUCT REMOVED BY BOILING. MONITORING PROGRAM IN PROGRESS. Summary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700503Global Id:
376 S VALENCIA AVE, RM F-107, BREA CA 92621                DRP Address:

 UNOCAL CORPResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1999-06-24 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1987-09-09 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1996-07-30 00:00:00Close Date:

 1988-01-07 00:00:00Monitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
1993-11-23 00:00:00Confirm Leak:1993-11-23 00:00:00Review Date:

Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water tableAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:

UNOCAL #0122  (Continued) S104406270
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FREE PRODUCT REMOVED BY BOILING. MONITORING PROGRAM IN PROGRESS.      Summary :
                                                     BEAUDRYCross Street:
                                                     T0603700503 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     10/24/1986Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/30/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     1/7/1988Post Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     11/23/1993Date Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     11/15/1993Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     3134.2823700919786695898075162Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Remove Free ProductAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0576837 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     376 S VALENCIA AVE, RM F-107, BREA CA 92621RP Address:
                                                     UNOCAL CORPResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     0Hist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     NDSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     9/9/1987Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     6/24/1999Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:

UNOCAL #0122  (Continued) S104406270
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               1031 002ND ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

REPLACEMENT
SAMPLING RPT FOR TANK TOP UPGRADE & PRODUCT LINE AND DISPENSER
                                                 11/19/98 - SOIL

UNOCAL #0122  (Continued) S104406270

 LOS ANGELES TIMESResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1992-11-10 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 OLD CASE #111092-01Operator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1992-11-04 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1996-07-19 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120252Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  BROADWAYCross Street:

State LUST:

2374 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  
SE Cortese214 002ND ST E    N/A
73 LUSTLOS ANGELES TIMES S104406275
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                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2218.0336620359892245006855142Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     OLD CASE #111092-01Operator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0499191 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     145 S SPRING ST, 9TH FL, SAFETY DEPT, LA  CA  90053RP Address:
                                                     LOS ANGELES TIMESResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     11/4/1992Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     11/10/1992Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
10/19/1992Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

11/14 EDR;12/12WP; MTBE DATE 4/20/98.Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700521Global Id:
145 S SPRING ST, 9TH FL, SAFETY DEPT, LA  CA  90053        DRP Address:

LOS ANGELES TIMES  (Continued) S104406275
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               214 002ND ST EFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     BROADWAYCross Street:
                                                     T0603700521 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     10/19/1992Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/19/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     8/21/1992Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:

LOS ANGELES TIMES  (Continued) S104406275

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
900 LYONMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
Not reportedContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
4.2140Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAD982030405Gepaid:

HAZNET:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD982030405EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
SO CALIF RTDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

2420 ft.
1/4-1/2 CorteseLOS ANGELES, CA  90013
South HAZNET425 MAIN ST CAD982030405
74 RCRA-SQGMETRO RAIL CONSTRUCTION PROJ 1000366293
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

2493 ft.
1/4-1/2 , CA  90013
SSE 322 LOS ANGELES    N/A
75 CorteseB EITLING P OPE TY #1 S105022418

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

2515 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90026
NW 1141 002ND    N/A
76 CorteseCIVIC CENTER DIST. HEADQU S101297399

 ND Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
1997-01-07 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900120025Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

2605 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NW Cortese1100 002ND ST W    N/A
77 LUSTCHEVRON #3-8619 S102427032
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                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0577697 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     P.O. BOX 2833, LA HABRA CA 90632-2833RP Address:
                                                     CHEVRON PRODUCTS COResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     4/8/1997Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
11/14/1985Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

WELL ABAONDONMENT REPORT
                                                      04/08/97 -
CONTAMINATION.                                                   
SITE INSPECTION MADE DURING TANK REMOVAL DID NOT REVEAL    Summary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700501Global Id:
P.O. BOX 2833, LA HABRA CA 90632-2833RP Address:

 CHEVRON PRODUCTS COResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1997-04-08 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:

CHEVRON #3-8619  (Continued) S102427032
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               1100 002ND ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

ABAONDONMENT REPORT
                                                 04/08/97 - WELL
CONTAMINATION.                                                        
SITE INSPECTION MADE DURING TANK REMOVAL DID NOT REVEAL    Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700501 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     11/14/1985Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     1/7/1997Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     4/21/1988Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     3029.0949571409891527742998536Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :

CHEVRON #3-8619  (Continued) S102427032

Vapor Extraction
Action Required - incident is minor, requiring no remedial action,
Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water table, NoAbate Method:

  Post remedial action monitoring Status:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  4Reg Board:
  900170198Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  4TH STCross Street:

State LUST:

2616 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
West Cortese409 BEAUDRY AVE    N/A
78 LUSTDILLINGHAM PROPERTY S104234262
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GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
8/26/1999Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

PRODUCT RECOVERY RPT. JAN 20001
PRODUCT RECOVERY RPT; 12/8/00 4TH QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 3/5/01
DISCONT’D VES 5/00; 10/31/00 3RD QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 11/22/00
1/15/00 4TH QTR GW MON RPT; 9/11/00 2ND QTR GW MON RPT 2000,Summary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700599Global Id:
376 S VALENCIA AVE.RP Address:

 MIKE CASSIDYResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 2002-05-15 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 LA CENTER STUDIOSOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 <GW Qualifier :
 ATStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 2,000 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 2000-02-11 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  OMHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 Not reportedEnter Date :
  SELEnf Type:
 2000-10-18 00:00:00Enforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

Not reportedRelease Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 2000-05-01 00:00:00Monitoring:
 2000-04-01 00:00:00Remed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

DILLINGHAM PROPERTY  (Continued) S104234262

TC1365843.2s   Page 94



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

20001
RPT; 12/8/00 4TH QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 3/5/01 PRODUCT RECOVERY RPT. JAN
VES 5/00; 10/31/00 3RD QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 11/22/00 PRODUCT RECOVERY
1/15/00 4TH QTR GW MON RPT; 9/11/00 2ND QTR GW MON RPT 2000, DISCONT’DSummary :
                                                     4TH STCross Street:
                                                     T0603700599 Global ID :
                                                     VEREnforcement Type:
                                                     8/26/1999Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     10/18/2000Enforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     5/1/2000Post Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     4/1/2000Remedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     8/26/1999Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     OMHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     11/1/1988Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1952.3854210577132655877477314Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     LA CENTER STUDIOSOperator :
                                                     NA FP VEAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0554798 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     376 S VALENCIA AVE.RP Address:
                                                     MIKE CASSIDYResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     6.5Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     =GW Qualifier:
                                                     4/8/2004Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate Leak Record Entered:
                                                     5/15/2002Date Case Last Changed on Database:
ATStaff:
4Region:
Post remedial action monitoring Status:

DILLINGHAM PROPERTY  (Continued) S104234262
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               409 BEAUDRY AVEFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

DILLINGHAM PROPERTY  (Continued) S104234262
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Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES431 W 2DADAMS J R1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES431 W 2DADAMS JAS1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES426 W 2DBOEHNER OLIVER1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8ENECALOS ANGELES139 S OLIVE STBRIGGS W M1933
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES431 W 2DCAPLAN NATHAN1929
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES431 W 2DCAPLAN NATHAN1924
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES426 W 2DCHAPMAN JACOB1924
Gasoline And Oil Service Station< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES208 S GRAND AVECOWELL   HERMAN1929
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES208 S GRAND AVECOWELL C A1933
Automobile Repairing< 1/8SouthCABURBANK264   S OLIVE STFISCHER S AUTO REPAIRING1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES209 S GRAND AVEHALLNER H F1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES209 S GRAND AVEHALLNER H F1933
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES209 S GRAND AVEHALLNER H F1924
Laundries Hand< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES630 W 1ST TERKELER MEYER1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES630 W 1ST TERKLEINMAN BENJ1937
Laundries Oriental< 1/8NECALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERLEE WONG1942
Laundries Oriental< 1/8NECALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERLEE WONG1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES203 S GRAND AVELUCAS ANNA MRS1937
Laundries Oriental< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES427 W 2DNEW TUNNEL LAUNDRY1929
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES208 S GRAND AVEPASSINO R A1942
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES116 S GRAND AVEREMERO FRANK1929
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES116 S GRAND AVEREMERO FRANK1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WSWCALOS ANGELES259 S GRAND AVESILVERMAN ABR1937
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8WSWCALOS ANGELES259 S GRAND AVESILVERMAN ABR1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8NECALOS ANGELES528 W 1ST TERSIMONS SAML1937
Laundries< 1/8WSWCALOS ANGELES255 S GRAND AVESMITH W J1924
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SouthCALOS ANGELES256 S OLIVE STTROTTER W H1937
Laundries Hand< 1/8WSWCALOS ANGELES255 S GRAND AVEUNICKEL J I1933
Laundries Chinese< 1/8NECALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERWONG LEE1937
Laundries Chinese< 1/8NECALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERWONG LEE1933
Laundries Oriental< 1/8SouthCALOS ANGELES259 S OLIVE STYEE HENRY1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES309 W 1ST TERAMBO TORRAICHI1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STARTUSY M G1937
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4SouthCALOS ANGELES354 S HILL STAVERILL MORGAN CO1924
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES709 W 3DBASDEN S F1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES312 W 1ST TERBLUMENFELD EVELYN MRS1933

1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES800 W 1STBUNKER HILL CLEANERS1994
Laundries Steam1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES710 W 3DCARLSON HENRY1929
Laundries1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES708 W 3DCARLSON LANDRY1924
Laundries Steam1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES718 W 3DCARLSON LAUNDRY1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations1/8-1/4ENECALOS ANGELES104 N HILL STDEL PRATO JOHN1937
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES336 S GRAND AVEDUMBLETON CAMILLE MRS1924
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES313 W 2DDURAND ALEX1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES321 W 2DDURRAND ALEX1933
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Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES234 W 2DECONOMY GUS1937
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES125 S HOPE STFLOR RAY1933
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4WSWCALOS ANGELES304 S GRAND AVEFRANKS HARRY1924
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES101 S HILL STFREEMAN H V1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Station1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES101 S HILL STFREEMAN H V1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES424 W 1ST TERFUJII H1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES424 W 1ST TERFUJII HIDEICH1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNECALOS ANGELES103 N GRAND AVEGERALD G H1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNECALOS ANGELES103 N GRAND AVEGERALD G H1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WNWCALOS ANGELES251 S FLOWER STGILLER PHILIP1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES810 W 3DGREEN H F1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES719 W 3DGREY SAML1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES719 W 3DGREY SAML1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES714 W 3DGRIJALVA BROTHERS STAR MOTOR CARS1924
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SSECALOS ANGELES256 S HILL STGROSS A M1937
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES720 W 3DHALE FLORENCE MRS1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES720 W 3DHALE FLORENCE MRS1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WNWCALOS ANGELES251 S FLOWER STHOFFMAN ALBT1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES331 W 2DJEROME JOS1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES329 W 2DJEROME JOS1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES709 W 3DJONES J B1924
Automobile Repairing And Service Stations1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES346 S GRAND AVEKENDALL DAVID1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NorthCALOS ANGELES642 W 1ST TERKLEIMAN BENJ1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES714 W 3DLAWTON   PEEK1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES726 W 3DLEE HARRY1937
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES726 W 3DLEE HARRY1929
Laundries Oriental1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES305 S FLOWER STLEE YEE1942
Laundries Chinese1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES305 S FLOWER STLEE YEE1937
Laundries Chinese1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES305 S FLOWER STLEE YEE1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations1/8-1/4NWCALOS ANGELES822 W 2DLEVINSON L L1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES733 W 3DMARMEL ESTHER1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STMC BRIDE R F1942
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STMENICUCCI BENNIE1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES359 S OLIVE STMETROPOLITAN WATER DIST GARAGE1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SSECALOS ANGELES324 W 3DMOFFETT JOHN1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES306 W 1ST TERMORRIS A A1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES125 N BROADWAYNEEDLEMAN LOUIS1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES729 W 1ST TEROKAMOTO W H1933
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4WSWCALOS ANGELES304 S GRAND AVEPOGRELL A H1929
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4WSWCALOS ANGELES304 S GRAND AVEPOGRELL A H1929
Gasoline And Oil Service Station1/8-1/4NWCALOS ANGELES822 W 2DRYAN P A1929
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4NNECALOS ANGELES103 N GRAND AVESCHULMAN C C1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WNWCALOS ANGELES144 N FLOWER STSCHULMAN JACOB1937
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES309 W 2DSELER ABRAHAM1924
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Laundries Chinese1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES729 W 1ST TERSEO SAICHI1937
Laundries1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES733 W 3DSERVICE HAND LAUNDRY1924
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STSHAFFNER   AITUSY1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES359 S GRAND AVESILVERMAN ABR1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SSECALOS ANGELES322 S BROADWAYSOLOMON ABR1933
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES329 W 2DSPECTOR   JEROME1929
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4NorthCALOS ANGELES642 W 1ST TERSPOTLESS HAND CLEANERS1924
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4NorthCALOS ANGELES642 W 1ST TERSPOTLESS HAND LAUNDRY1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES318 W 2DSTANMAN DANL1937
Laundries Oriental1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES315 W 2DSUE S H1942
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES318 S GRAND AVEWESTERHOLT C V1942
Laundries Oriental1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES305 S FLOWER STYEE LEE1929
Automobile Repairing And Service Stations1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES331 S OLIVE STZISKA MATHEW1929
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES331 S OLIVE STZISKA MICHL1924
LOS ANGELES1/2-1EastCALOS ANGELESSOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS CO.- BUTADIENE DIVISION, 803 CENTER STREET (PLANT OFFICE)N/A

Description: Large plant covers multi-block area bordered by Commercial, Lyon and E. Macy.  1 es Gas Co. on Southern portion of site.  By 1894, expanded site called Los Angel 906, called Los
Angeles Gas and Electric Co.  1937, site called Southern Califor ne Division.
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

BREA                U001560714 G & L LEASE IMPERIAL HIGHWAY 90017 CA SLIC, HIST UST
LOS ANGELES         S105628460 DOWNTOWN BUSINESS MAGNET 1061  /  1081 WEST TEMPLE STRE 90012 SCH
LOS ANGELES         1000985012 CALTRANS RTE 134 BETWEEN 0.5 MI E OF 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350165 LA PUMPING PLANT #22 15266 CABRITO RD 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350152 LA PUMPING PLANT 56 6350 CENTINELA 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         S104733285 COCA COLA BOTTLING CO OF LA 1334 S CENTRAL AVE      LOS ANGELES CO. HMS, CA WDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350188 LA PUMPING PLANT 33 104 CHAUTAQUA 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350192 LA PUMPING PLANT 36 15204 DEPAUW ST 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000433400 LA VNUYS OFFICE AND SAFETY 14427 ERWIN ST 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350158 LA PUMPING PLANT 64 6022 HAZELTINE 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         S106245520 MICHAL JEWELRY 448 S HILL ST STE 703 90013 CLEANERS
LOS ANGELES         1000350195 LA PUMPING PLANT 37 310 MT HOLYOKE AVE 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         S106483976 BURTON PLATING FACILITY (FORMER) 333 SOUTH HOPE ST 48TH FL 90071 CA SLIC
LOS ANGELES         S105651003 MAIN ST AND FIRST ST 90012 CHMIRS, CA SLIC
LOS ANGELES         1000350185 LA PUMPING PLANT #86 601 MATSONIA WY 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000179571 LA COMMUNITY BUILDING 7570 MCGROARTY DR 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         S106539437 THOUSAND OAKS COUNTY 1962 11100 SANTA MONICA BL. STE. 30      SWF/LF
LOS ANGELES         S104156306 LA COUNTY SD-MISSION CANYONS 4 2201 NORTH SEPULVEDA BOULEVARD      WMUDS/SWAT
LOS ANGELES         S104156305 LA COUNTY SD-MISSION CANYONS N 2201 NORTH SEPULVEDA      WMUDS/SWAT
LOS ANGELES         1000350181 LA PUMPING PLANT #82 0 SIGSBEE AVE 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350193 LA PUMPING PLANT #92 900 W SOUTHERLAND AVE 90012 CERCLIS, RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         S105938395 LA CITY, DEPT OF GEN SERVICES VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN SCAQMD 90012 EMI
LOS ANGELES         S105938394 LA CITY, DEPT OF GEN SERVICES VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN SCAQMD 90012 EMI
LOS ANGELES         1006825625 LA CITY, DEPT GEN. SERVICES VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN SCAQMD 90012 FINDS, EMI
LOS ANGELES         1000229485 LA FIRE STATION 79 18030V S VERMONT AVE 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES         1000350147 LA PUMPING PLANT 52 9513 VICKBURG AVE 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
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EPA Waste Codes Addendum

DescriptionCode
____________________________________________________________________________________________

IGNITABLE HAZARDOUS WASTES ARE THOSE WASTES WHICH HAVE A FLASHPOINT OF LESSD001
THAN 140 DEGREES FAHRENHEIT AS DETERMINED BY A PENSKY-MARTENS CLOSED CUP
FLASH POINT TESTER.  ANOTHER METHOD OF DETERMINING THE FLASH POINT OF A
WASTE IS TO REVIEW THE MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET, WHICH CAN BE OBTAINED
FROM THE MANUFACTURER OR DISTRIBUTOR OF THE MATERIAL.  LACQUER THINNER IS AN
EXAMPLE OF A COMMONLY USED SOLVENT WHICH WOULD BE CONSIDERED AS IGNITABLE
HAZARDOUS WASTE.

LEADD008

BENZENED018

METHYL ETHYL KETONED035

TETRACHLOROETHYLENED039

TRICHLOROETHYLENED040

THE FOLLOWING SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: XYLENE, ACETONE, ETHYLF003
ACETATE, ETHYL BENZENE, ETHYL ETHER, METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE, N-BUTYL
ALCOHOL, CYCLOHEXANONE, AND METHANOL; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS
CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, ONLY THE ABOVE SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS; AND
ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, ONE OR MORE OF THE
ABOVE NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS, AND, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY
VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE OF THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED IN F001, F002, F004, AND
F005, AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT
SOLVENT MIXTURES.

THE FOLLOWING SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: TOLUENE, METHYL ETHYL KETONE,F005
CARBON DISULFIDE, ISOBUTANOL, PYRIDINE, BENZENE, 2-ETHOXYETHANOL, AND
2-NITROPROPANE; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, A
TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE OF THE ABOVE
NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED IN F001, F002, OR F004;
AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT
SOLVENT MIXTURES.



To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Elapsed ASTM days: Provides confirmation that this EDR report meets or exceeds the 90-day updating requirement
of the ASTM standard.

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD RECORDS

NPL:  National Priority List
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority

cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 02/01/05
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/03/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 2
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/01/05

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 8
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 4
Telephone 404-562-8033

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 02/01/05
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/03/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 2
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/01/05

CERCLIS:  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-413-0223
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,

private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/21/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/08/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 49
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/21/04

CERCLIS-NFRAP:  CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-413-0223
As of February 1995, CERCLIS sites designated "No Further Remedial Action Planned" (NFRAP) have been removed

from CERCLIS. NFRAP sites may be sites where, following an initial investigation, no contamination was found,
contamination was removed quickly without the need for the site to be placed on the NPL, or the contamination
was not serious enough to require Federal Superfund action or NPL consideration. EPA has removed approximately
25,000 NFRAP sites to lift the unintended barriers to the redevelopment of these properties and has archived them
as historical records so EPA does not needlessly repeat the investigations in the future. This policy change is
part of the EPA’s Brownfields Redevelopment Program to help cities, states, private investors and affected citizens
to promote economic redevelopment of unproductive urban sites.
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Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/21/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/08/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 49
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/21/04

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.

Date of Government Version: 09/23/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 10/07/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 11/18/04 Elapsed ASTM days: 42
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/07/04

RCRA:  Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation

and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. RCRAInfo replaces
the data recording and reporting abilities of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS).
The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of
hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small
quantity generators (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous
waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per
month. Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg
of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that move hazardous waste from
the generator off-site to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store,
or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 11/23/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 11/24/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 01/18/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 55
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/24/04

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-260-2342
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous

substances.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 01/26/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 03/12/04 Elapsed ASTM days: 46
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL RECORDS

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation

and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/01 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/13/04
Database Release Frequency: Biennially Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/14/05

CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released

periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.
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Date of Government Version: 03/05/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/24/05

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical

and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 09/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/05/05
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

DELISTED NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the

EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/01/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/05

FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Identification Initiative Program Summary Report
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more

detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Government Version: 09/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/03/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 09/08/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/28/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/17/05

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which

possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 11/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/03/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes

violation information.
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Date of Government Version: 09/13/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/28/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/28/05

NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation

and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, the USEPA has the authority to file liens against real property in order
to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner receives notification of potential liability.
USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/91 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-3887
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers

of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/12/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/07/05

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-692-8801
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that

have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/12/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/07/05

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills

shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized. In 1978,
24 inactive uranium mill tailings sites in Oregon, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Pennsylvania, and on Navajo and Hopi tribal lands, were targeted for cleanup by the Department of
Energy.

Date of Government Version: 04/22/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/21/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/21/05

ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258

Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/85 Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/23/95
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers

is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/03/05
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater

than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/12/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/07/05

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA

pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/95 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and

land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/02 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/20/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/21/05

TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the

TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/02 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Every 4 Years Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-2501

Date of Government Version: 04/13/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/01/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/21/05

SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-5008
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all

registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/29/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/05
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FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-564-2501
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,

TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 09/13/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/01/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/21/05

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ASTM STANDARD RECORDS

AWP:  Annual Workplan Sites
Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Known Hazardous Waste Sites. California DTSC’s Annual Workplan (AWP), formerly BEP, identifies known hazardous

substance sites targeted for cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/02/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 01/04/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 33
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04

CAL-SITES:  Calsites Database
Source:  Department of Toxic Substance Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
The Calsites database contains potential or confirmed hazardous substance release properties. In 1996, California

EPA reevaluated and significantly reduced the number of sites in the Calsites database.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/02/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 01/04/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 33
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04

CHMIRS:  California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
Source:  Office of Emergency Services
Telephone:  916-845-8400
California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System. CHMIRS contains information on reported hazardous material

incidents (accidental releases or spills).

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 05/18/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 06/25/04 Elapsed ASTM days: 38
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04

CORTESE:  "Cortese" Hazardous Waste & Substances Sites List
Source:  CAL EPA/Office of Emergency Information
Telephone:  916-323-9100
The sites for the list are designated by the State Water Resource Control Board (LUST), the Integrated Waste

Board (SWF/LS), and the Department of Toxic Substances Control (Cal-Sites). This listing is no longer updated
by the state agency.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/01 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 05/29/01
Date Made Active at EDR: 07/26/01 Elapsed ASTM days: 58
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/28/04

NOTIFY 65:  Proposition 65 Records
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-445-3846
Proposition 65 Notification Records. NOTIFY 65 contains facility notifications about any release which could impact

drinking water and thereby expose the public to a potential health risk.
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Date of Government Version: 10/21/93 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 11/01/93
Date Made Active at EDR: 11/19/93 Elapsed ASTM days: 18
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/18/04

TOXIC PITS:  Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-227-4364
Toxic PITS Cleanup Act Sites. TOXIC PITS identifies sites suspected of containing hazardous substances where cleanup

has not yet been completed.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/95 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 08/30/95
Date Made Active at EDR: 09/26/95 Elapsed ASTM days: 27
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/01/04

SWF/LF (SWIS):  Solid Waste Information System
Source:  Integrated Waste Management Board
Telephone:  916-341-6320
Active, Closed and Inactive Landfills. SWF/LF records typically contain an inve ntory of solid waste disposal

facilities or landfills. These may be active or i nactive facilities or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Section
4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal sites.

Date of Government Version: 12/13/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/14/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 01/24/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 41
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/14/04

WMUDS/SWAT:  Waste Management Unit Database
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-227-4448
Waste Management Unit Database System. WMUDS is used by the State Water Resources Control Board staff and the

Regional Water Quality Control Boards for program tracking and inventory of waste management units. WMUDS is composed
of the following databases: Facility Information, Scheduled Inspections Information, Waste Management Unit Information,
SWAT Program Information, SWAT Report Summary Information, SWAT Report Summary Data, Chapter 15 (formerly Subchapter
15) Information, Chapter 15 Monitoring Parameters, TPCA Program Information, RCRA Program Information, Closure
Information, and Interested Parties Information.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/00 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 04/10/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 05/10/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 30
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04

LUST:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Information System
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5752
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground

storage tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 01/10/05 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 01/10/05
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/21/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 42
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05

CA BOND EXP. PLAN:  Bond Expenditure Plan
Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  916-255-2118
Department of Health Services developed a site-specific expenditure plan as the basis for an appropriation of

Hazardous Substance Cleanup Bond Act funds. It is not updated.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/89 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 07/27/94
Date Made Active at EDR: 08/02/94 Elapsed ASTM days: 6
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/31/94
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CA  UST:

UST:  Active UST Facilities
Source:  SWRCB
Telephone:  916-341-5752
Active UST facilities gathered from the local regulatory agencies

Date of Government Version: 01/10/05 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 01/10/05
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/21/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 42
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Contains low threat level properties with either confirmed or unconfirmed releases and the project proponents

have request that DTSC oversee investigation and/or cleanup activities and have agreed to provide coverage for
DTSC’s costs.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/02/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 01/24/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 53
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04

INDIAN LUST:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 10/03/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 10/06/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 11/03/04 Elapsed ASTM days: 28
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04

INDIAN LUST:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 12/21/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 12/21/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/03/05 Elapsed ASTM days: 44
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04

INDIAN UST:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368

Date of Government Version: 11/02/04 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 11/03/04
Date Made Active at EDR: 12/13/04 Elapsed ASTM days: 40
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04

CA FID UST:  Facility Inventory Database
Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-445-6532
The Facility Inventory Database (FID) contains a historical listing of active and inactive underground storage

tank locations from the State Water Resource Control Board. Refer to local/county source for current data.

Date of Government Version: 10/31/94 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 09/05/95
Date Made Active at EDR: 09/29/95 Elapsed ASTM days: 24
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/28/98

HIST UST:  Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5700
The Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database is a historical listing of UST sites. Refer to local/county

source for current data.
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Date of Government Version: 10/15/90 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 01/25/91
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/12/91 Elapsed ASTM days: 18
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Last EDR Contact: 07/26/01

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL RECORDS

AST:  Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5712
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/01/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/31/05

CLEANERS:  Cleaner Facilities
Source:  Department of Toxic Substance Control
Telephone:  916-225-0873
A list of drycleaner related facilities that have EPA ID numbers. These are facilities with certain SIC codes:

power laundries, family and commercial; garment pressing and cleaner’s agents; linen supply; coin-operated laundries
and cleaning; drycleaning plants, except rugs; carpet and upholster cleaning; industrial launderers; laundry and
garment services.

Date of Government Version: 11/29/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/04/05
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

CA WDS:  Waste Discharge System
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5227
Sites which have been issued waste discharge requirements.

Date of Government Version: 12/20/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/21/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/21/05

DEED:  Deed Restriction Listing
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Facility Sites with Deed Restrictions & Hazardous Waste Management

Program Facility Sites with Deed / Land Use Restriction. The DTSC Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program
(SMBRP) list includes sites cleaned up under the program’s oversight and generally does not include current
or former hazardous waste facilities that required a hazardous waste facility permit. The list represents deed
restrictions that are active. Some sites have multiple deed restrictions. The DTSC Hazardous Waste Management
Program (HWMP) has developed a list of current or former hazardous waste facilities that have a recorded land
use restriction at the local county recorder’s office. The land use restrictions on this list were required by
the DTSC HWMP as a result of the presence of hazardous substances that remain on site after the facility (or
part of the facility) has been closed or cleaned up. The types of land use restriction include deed notice, deed
restriction, or a land use restriction that binds current and future owners.

Date of Government Version: 10/04/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/04/05
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

NFA:  No Further Action Determination
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
This category contains properties at which DTSC has made a clear determination that the property does not pose

a problem to the environment or to public health.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05
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EMI:  Emissions Inventory Data
Source:  California Air Resources Board
Telephone:  916-322-2990
Toxics and criteria pollutant emissions data collected by the ARB and local air pollution agencies.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/02 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/22/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/17/05

REF:  Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Agency
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
This category contains properties where contamination has not been confirmed and which were determined as not

requiring direct DTSC Site Mitigation Program action or oversight. Accordingly, these sites have been referred
to another state or local regulatory agency.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05

SCH:  School Property Evaluation Program
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
This category contains proposed and existing school sites that are being evaluated by DTSC for possible hazardous

materials contamination. In some cases, these properties may be listed in the CalSites category depending on the
level of threat to public health and safety or the environment they pose.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05

NFE:  Properties Needing Further Evaluation
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
This category contains properties that are suspected of being contaminated. These are unconfirmed contaminated

properties that need to be assessed using the PEA process. PEA in Progress indicates properties where DTSC is
currently conducting a PEA. PEA Required indicates properties where DTSC has determined a PEA is required, but
not currently underway.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05

SLIC:  Statewide SLIC Cases
Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5752
The Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups (SLIC) listings includes unauthorized discharges from spills

and leaks, other than from underground storage tanks or other regulated sites.

Date of Government Version: 01/10/05 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/11/05

HAZNET:  Facility and Manifest Data
Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-255-1136
Facility and Manifest Data. The data is extracted from the copies of hazardous waste manifests received each year

by the DTSC. The annual volume of manifests is typically 700,000 - 1,000,000 annually, representing approximately
350,000 - 500,000 shipments. Data are from the manifests submitted without correction, and therefore many contain
some invalid values for data elements such as generator ID, TSD ID, waste category, and disposal method.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/02 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/08/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/07/05
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LOCAL RECORDS

ALAMEDA COUNTY:

Local Oversight Program Listing of UGT Cleanup Sites
Source:  Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone:  510-567-6700

Date of Government Version: 11/24/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/24/05

Underground Tanks
Source:  Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone:  510-567-6700

Date of Government Version: 11/24/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/24/05

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY:

Site List
Source:  Contra Costa Health Services Department
Telephone:  925-646-2286
List includes sites from the underground tank, hazardous waste generator and business plan/2185 programs.

Date of Government Version: 12/13/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/29/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05

FRESNO COUNTY:

CUPA Resources List
Source:  Dept. of Community Health
Telephone:  559-445-3271
Certified Unified Program Agency. CUPA’s are responsible for implementing a unified hazardous materials and hazardous

waste management regulatory program. The agency provides oversight of businesses that deal with hazardous materials,
operate underground storage tanks or aboveground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 10/21/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/08/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/07/05

KERN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites & Tank Listing
Source:  Kern County Environment Health Services Department
Telephone:  661-862-8700
Kern County Sites and Tanks Listing.

Date of Government Version: 12/13/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

LOS ANGELES COUNTY:

List of Solid Waste Facilities
Source:  La County Department of Public Works
Telephone:  818-458-5185
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Date of Government Version: 06/03/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/18/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

City of El Segundo Underground Storage Tank
Source:  City of El Segundo Fire Department
Telephone:  310-524-2236

Date of Government Version: 11/29/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/15/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

City of Long Beach Underground Storage Tank
Source:  City of Long Beach Fire Department
Telephone:  562-570-2543

Date of Government Version: 03/28/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/29/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05

City of Torrance Underground Storage Tank
Source:  City of Torrance Fire Department
Telephone:  310-618-2973

Date of Government Version: 12/03/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/15/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

City of Los Angeles Landfills
Source:  Engineering & Construction Division
Telephone:  213-473-7869

Date of Government Version: 03/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/13/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/14/05

HMS: Street Number List
Source:  Department of Public Works
Telephone:  626-458-3517
Industrial Waste and Underground Storage Tank Sites.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/12/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

Site Mitigation List
Source:  Community Health Services
Telephone:  323-890-7806
Industrial sites that have had some sort of spill or complaint.

Date of Government Version: 02/26/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/15/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern
Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3178
San Gabriel Valley areas where VOC contamination is at or above the MCL as designated by region 9 EPA office.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/98 Date of Last EDR Contact: 07/06/99
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

MARIN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites
Source:  Public Works Department Waste Management
Telephone:  415-499-6647
Currently permitted USTs in Marin County.
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Date of Government Version: 11/16/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/01/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/31/05

NAPA COUNTY:

Sites With Reported Contamination
Source:  Napa County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-253-4269

Date of Government Version: 12/27/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/28/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/28/05

Closed and Operating Underground Storage Tank Sites
Source:  Napa County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-253-4269

Date of Government Version: 12/27/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/27/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/28/05

ORANGE COUNTY:

List of Underground Storage Tank Cleanups
Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Orange County Underground Storage Tank Cleanups (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 12/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/10/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

List of Underground Storage Tank Facilities
Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Orange County Underground Storage Tank Facilities (UST).

Date of Government Version: 12/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/10/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

List of Industrial Site Cleanups
Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Petroleum and non-petroleum spills.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/10/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

PLACER COUNTY:

Master List of Facilities
Source:  Placer County Health and Human Services
Telephone:  530-889-7312
List includes aboveground tanks, underground tanks and cleanup sites.

Date of Government Version: 01/13/05 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/20/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/21/05
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY:

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  909-358-5055
Riverside County Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 12/06/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/17/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/05

Underground Storage Tank Tank List
Source:  Health Services Agency
Telephone:  909-358-5055

Date of Government Version: 12/06/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/17/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/05

SACRAMENTO COUNTY:

CS - Contaminated Sites
Source:  Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone:  916-875-8406

Date of Government Version: 08/28/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/13/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/31/05

ML - Regulatory Compliance Master List
Source:  Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone:  916-875-8406
Any business that has hazardous materials on site - hazardous material storage sites, underground storage tanks,

waste generators.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/02/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/31/05

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY:

Hazardous Material Permits
Source:  San Bernardino County Fire Department Hazardous Materials Division
Telephone:  909-387-3041
This listing includes underground storage tanks, medical waste handlers/generators, hazardous materials handlers,

hazardous waste generators, and waste oil generators/handlers.

Date of Government Version: 01/07/05 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

SAN DIEGO COUNTY:

Solid Waste Facilities
Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  619-338-2209
San Diego County Solid Waste Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/00 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05
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Hazardous Materials Management Division Database
Source:  Hazardous Materials Management Division
Telephone:  619-338-2268
The database includes: HE58 - This report contains the business name, site address, business phone number, establishment

’H’ permit number, type of permit, and the business status. HE17 - In addition to providing the same information
provided in the HE58 listing, HE17 provides inspection dates, violations received by the establishment, hazardous
waste generated, the quantity, method of storage, treatment/disposal of waste and the hauler, and information
on underground storage tanks. Unauthorized Release List - Includes a summary of environmental contamination cases
in San Diego County (underground tank cases, non-tank cases, groundwater contamination, and soil contamination
are included.)

Date of Government Version: 06/29/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY:

Local Oversite Facilities
Source:  Department Of Public Health San Francisco County
Telephone:  415-252-3920

Date of Government Version: 12/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

Underground Storage Tank Information
Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  415-252-3920

Date of Government Version: 12/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

SAN MATEO COUNTY:

Fuel Leak List
Source:  San Mateo County Environmental Health Services Division
Telephone:  650-363-1921

Date of Government Version: 10/27/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/11/05

Business Inventory
Source:  San Mateo County Environmental Health Services Division
Telephone:  650-363-1921
List includes Hazardous Materials Business Plan, hazardous waste generators, and underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 08/19/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/11/05

SANTA CLARA COUNTY:

Fuel Leak Site Activity Report
Source:  Santa Clara Valley Water District
Telephone:  408-265-2600

Date of Government Version: 06/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/28/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/28/05
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Hazardous Material Facilities
Source:  City of San Jose Fire Department
Telephone:  408-277-4659

Date of Government Version: 10/01/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

SOLANO COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
Source:  Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-421-6770

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/13/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/14/05

Underground Storage Tanks
Source:  Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-421-6770

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/29/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

SONOMA COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Sites
Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  707-565-6565

Date of Government Version: 10/25/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/24/05

SUTTER COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tanks
Source:  Sutter County Department of Agriculture
Telephone:  530-822-7500

Date of Government Version: 01/29/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/03/05
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

VENTURA COUNTY:

Inventory of Illegal Abandoned and Inactive Sites
Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Ventura County Inventory of Closed, Illegal Abandoned, and Inactive Sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Ventura County Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST).
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Date of Government Version: 11/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/17/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/14/05

Underground Tank Closed Sites List
Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Ventura County Operating Underground Storage Tank Sites (UST)/Underground Tank Closed Sites List.

Date of Government Version: 09/29/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/14/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/11/05

Business Plan, Hazardous Waste Producers, and Operating Underground Tanks
Source:  Ventura County Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
The BWT list indicates by site address whether the Environmental Health Division has Business Plan (B), Waste

Producer (W), and/or Underground Tank (T) information.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/17/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/14/05

YOLO COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Comprehensive Facility Report
Source:  Yolo County Department of Health
Telephone:  530-666-8646

Date of Government Version: 11/23/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/17/05
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/05

California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) LUST Records

LUST REG 1:  Active Toxic Site Investigation
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board North Coast (1)
Telephone:  707-576-2220
Del Norte, Humboldt, Lake, Mendocino, Modoc, Siskiyou, Sonoma, Trinity counties. For more current information,

please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/01 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05

LUST REG 2:  Fuel Leak List
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone:  510-286-0457

Date of Government Version: 09/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/11/05

LUST REG 3:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone:  805-549-3147

Date of Government Version: 05/19/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/17/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

LUST REG 4:  Underground Storage Tank Leak List
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone:  213-576-6600
Los Angeles, Ventura counties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control

Board’s LUST database.
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Date of Government Version: 09/07/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/27/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/28/05

LUST REG 5:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (5)
Telephone:  916-464-3291

Date of Government Version: 10/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/22/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/30/05

LUST REG 6L:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region (6)
Telephone:  916-542-5424
For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 09/09/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

LUST REG 6V:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Victorville Branch Office (6)
Telephone:  760-346-7491

Date of Government Version: 08/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/03/05
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

LUST REG 7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Colorado River Basin Region (7)
Telephone:  760-346-7491

Date of Government Version: 02/26/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/27/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/28/05

LUST REG 8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Telephone:  951-782-4130
California Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8). For more current information, please refer

to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 11/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/10/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/07/05

LUST REG 9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Report
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Telephone:  858-467-2980
Orange, Riverside, San Diego counties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources

Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 03/01/01 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/18/04
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/17/05

California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) SLIC Records

SLIC REG 1:  Active Toxic Site Investigations
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, North Coast Region (1)
Telephone:  707-576-2220

Date of Government Version: 04/03/03 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05
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SLIC REG 2:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone:  510-286-0457
Any contaminated site that impacts groundwater or has the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/10/05
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/11/05

SLIC REG 3:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone:  805-549-3147
Any contaminated site that impacts groundwater or has the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 11/18/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/15/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/14/05

SLIC REG 4:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  Region Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone:  213-576-6600
Any contaminated site that impacts groundwater or has the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 11/17/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 10/25/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/24/05

SLIC REG 5:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (5)
Telephone:  916-464-3291
Unregulated sites that impact groundwater or have the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/04/05
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

SLIC REG 6L:  SLIC Sites
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region
Telephone:  530-542-5574

Date of Government Version: 09/07/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/06/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/07/05

SLIC REG 6V:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board, Victorville Branch
Telephone:  619-241-6583

Date of Government Version: 04/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/17/04
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05

SLIC REG 7:  SLIC List
Source:  California Regional Quality Control Board, Colorado River Basin Region
Telephone:  760-346-7491

Date of Government Version: 11/24/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/22/04
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/21/05

SLIC REG 8:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  California Region Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Telephone:  951-782-3298

Date of Government Version: 07/01/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/07/05
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/04/05
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SLIC REG 9:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Telephone:  858-467-2980

Date of Government Version: 09/10/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 11/29/04
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05

EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

EDR Historical Gas Station and Dry Cleaners: EDR has searched select national collections of business directories and has
collected listings of potential dry cleaner and gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to
EDR researchers.  EDR’s review was limited to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning
and gas station/filling station/service station establishments.  The categories reviewed included, but were not limited to:
gas, gas station, gasoline station, filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station, service station, dry
cleaner, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash & dry, etc.

This information is meant to assist and complement environmental professionals in their conduct of environmental site
assessments, and is not meant to be a substitute for a full historical investigation as defined in ASTM E1527.  The
information provided in this proprietary database may or may not be complete; i.e., the absence of a dry cleaner or gas
station/filling station/service station site does not necessarily mean that such a site did not exist in the area covered
by this report.

(A note on "dry cleaning" sites: it is not possible for EDR to differentiate between establishments that use PERC on-site as
a cleaning solvent and sites that function simply as drop-off and pick-up locations or that are traditional wet cleaning/laundry
facilities.  Therefore, it is essential for environmental professionals to incorporate professional judgment in the evaluation of
each site.)

Former Manufactured Gas (Coal Gas) Sites: The existence and location of Coal Gas sites is provided exclusively to
EDR by Real Property Scan, Inc.  ©Copyright 1993 Real Property Scan, Inc.  For a technical description of the types
of hazards which may be found at such sites, contact your EDR customer service representative.

Disclaimer Provided by Real Property Scan, Inc.

The information contained in this report has predominantly been obtained from publicly available sources produced by entities
other than Real Property Scan.  While reasonable steps have been taken to insure the accuracy of this report, Real Property
Scan does not guarantee the accuracy of this report.  Any liability on the part of Real Property Scan is strictly limited to a refund
of the amount paid.  No claim is made for the actual existence of toxins at any site.  This report does not constitute a legal
opinion.

BROWNFIELDS DATABASES

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Contains low threat level properties with either confirmed or unconfirmed releases and the project proponents

have request that DTSC oversee investigation and/or cleanup activities and have agreed to provide coverage for
DTSC’s costs.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/04 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/02/04
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/28/05

US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Included in the listing are brownfields properties addresses by Cooperative Agreement Recipients and brownfields

properties addressed by Targeted Brownfields Assessments. Targeted Brownfields Assessments-EPA’s Targeted Brownfields
Assessments (TBA) program is designed to help states, tribes, and municipalities--especially those without EPA
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration Pilots--minimize the uncertainties of contamination often associated with
brownfields. Under the TBA program, EPA provides funding and/or technical assistance for environmental assessments
at brownfields sites throughout the country. Targeted Brownfields Assessments supplement and work with other efforts
under EPA’s Brownfields Initiative to promote cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields. Cooperative Agreement
Recipients-States, political subdivisions, territories, and Indian tribes become Brownfields Cleanup Revolving
Loan Fund (BCRLF) cooperative agreement recipients when they enter into BCRLF cooperative agreements with the
U.S. EPA. EPA selects BCRLF cooperative agreement recipients based on a proposal and application process. BCRLF
cooperative agreement recipients must use EPA funds provided through BCRLF cooperative agreement for specified
brownfields-related cleanup activities. TC1365843.2s     Page GR-20
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Date of Government Version: N/A Date of Last EDR Contact: N/A
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

Oil/Gas Pipelines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including some oil, but primarily
gas pipelines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source: PennWell Corporation
Telephone: (800) 823-6277
This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information is provided
on a best effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant its
fitness for any particular purpose.  Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Licensed Facilities
Source: Department of Social Services
Telephone: 916-657-4041

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
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STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2003 Geographic Data Technology, Inc., Rel. 07/2003. This product contains proprietary and confidential property of Geographic
Data Technology, Inc. Unauthorized use, including copying for other than testing and standard backup procedures, of this product is
expressly prohibited.
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forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in
of the soil, and nearby wells. Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the geologic strata.
Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

2. Groundwater flow velocity.
1. Groundwater flow direction, and

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principle investigative components:

and geologic characteristics of a site, and wells in the area.
additional physical setting sources generally include information about the topographic, hydrologic, hydrogeologic,
to assess the impact of migration of recognized environmental conditions in connection with the property. Such
Topographic Map (or equivalent) is generally obtained, pursuant to local good commercial or customary practice,
to migrate to or from the property, and (2) more information than is provided in the current USGS 7.5 Minute
when (1) conditions have been identified in which hazardous substances or petroleum products are likely
Elevation Model) be reviewed. It also requires that one or more additional physical setting sources be sought
Section 7.2.3 requires that a current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map (or equivalent, such as the USGS Digital
with the collection of physical setting source information in accordance with ASTM 1527-00, Section 7.2.3.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum has been developed to assist the environmental professional

3768663.8UTM Y (Meters): 
384697.0UTM X (Meters): 
Zone 11Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
118.249298 - 118˚ 14’ 57.5’’Longitude (West): 
34.054100 - 34˚ 3’ 14.8’’Latitude (North): 

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
200 S GRAND AVE
FOUR PARCELS DOWNTOWN LA

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE ADDENDUM®
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should be field verified.
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
Source: Topography has been determined from the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated

USGS 7.5 min quad indexSource:
General SouthGeneral Topographic Gradient:
34118-A2 LOS ANGELES, CAUSGS Topographic Map:

TARGET PROPERTY TOPOGRAPHY

should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
Surface topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow.  This information can be used to
TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information (from deep aquifers).
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
using site-specific well data. If such data is not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
Groundwater flow direction for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not Reported

GENERAL DIRECTIONLOCATION
GROUNDWATER FLOWFROM TPMAP ID

hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

AQUIFLOW®

 Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

* ©1996 Site−specific hydrogeological data gathered by CERCLIS Alerts, Inc., Bainbridge Island, WA.  All rights reserved.  All of the information and opinions presented are those of the cited EPA report(s), which were completed under
a Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) investigation.

Information is inferred in the CERCLIS investigation report(s)     Data Quality:
No information about a sole source aquifer is available     Sole Source Aquifer:
aquifer is hydraulically connected to underlying aquifers.
The uppermost aquifer at the site is the Gaspur aquifer.  The Gaspur     Hydraulic Connection:
approximately 37 feet.     Measured Depth to Water:
GENERALLY SE.     Groundwater Flow Direction:
CAD981989841     Site EPA ID Number:
SO CALIF RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT     Site Name:
1/2 - 1 Mile South     Location Relative to TP:
1.25 miles     Search Radius:

Site-Specific Hydrogeological Data*:

* ©1996 Site−specific hydrogeological data gathered by CERCLIS Alerts, Inc., Bainbridge Island, WA.  All rights reserved.  All of the information and opinions presented are those of the cited EPA report(s), which were completed under
a Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) investigation.

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area.  Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Not AvailableLOS ANGELES

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
NWI Electronic
Data CoverageNWI Quad at Target Property

0601370075C 
0601370065C Additional Panels in search area:

0601370074C Flood Plain Panel at Target Property:

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapLOS ANGELES, CA

FEMA FLOOD ZONE
FEMA Flood
Electronic DataTarget Property County

and bodies of water).
Refer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow.  Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00Not reportedNot reportedvariable 6 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Permeability Soil Reaction
Rate (in/hr) (pH)

 
> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Max:

> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

Not ReportedCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Soil does not meet the requirements for a hydric soil.

Not reportedSoil Drainage Class:

Not reportedHydrologic Group:

variableSoil Surface Texture:

URBAN LAND                    Soil Component Name:

The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data.
in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO) soil survey maps.
for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of soil patterns
Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION

Stratifed SequenceCategory:CenozoicEra:
QuaternarySystem:
QuaternarySeries:
QCode:    (decoded above as Era, System & Series)

at which contaminant migration may be occurring.
Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the relative speed
GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regional soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary
Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.
assessing sources that may impact groundwater flow direction, and in forming an opinion about the impact of
7.2.2 is water well information.  Water well information can be used to assist the environmental professional in
are obtained, pursuant to local, good commercial or customary practice."   One of the record sources listed in Section
useful, accurate, and complete in light of the objective of the records review (see 7.1.1), and (3) whether they
any, should be checked include (1) whether they are reasonably ascertainable, (2) whether they are sufficiently
and state sources... Factors to consider in determining which local or additional state records, if
records may be checked, in the discretion of the environmental professional, to enhance and supplement federal
According to ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.2.2, "one or more additional state or local sources of environmental

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD SOURCES

very fine sandy loam
sand
clay loam
gravelly - fine sandy loam
silty clay loam
weathered bedrock
very gravelly - sandy loam
stratified
sandy loam
gravelly - sandy loamDeeper Soil Types:

silty clay
sand
clay
sandy clay loam
sandy clay
gravelly - loam
fine sandy loamShallow Soil Types:

fine sand
fine sandy loam
gravelly - sand
sand
clay
silt loam
gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loamSurficial Soil Types:

fine sand
fine sandy loam
gravelly - sand
sand
clay
silt loam
gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loamSoil Surface Textures:

appear within the general area of target property.
Based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data, the following additional subordinant soil types may

OTHER SOIL TYPES IN AREA

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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No Wells Found

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.

1/4 - 1/2 Mile NorthCA1910248   1

FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

No Wells Found

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

1.000State Database
Nearest PWS within 1 mileFederal FRDS PWS
1.000Federal USGS

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)DATABASE

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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NoPWS currently has or had major violation(s) or enforcement:

2937Population:Mixed (treated and untreated)Treatment Class:
ACTONCity Served:

118 14 54Facility Longitude:34 03 36Facility Latitude:

Not ReportedAddressee / Facility: 

Source: Purchases surface water
Treatment Process: GASEOUS CHLORINATION, POST
Treatment Objective: DISINFECTION

ALHAMBRA,  CA 91803
LOS ANGELES CO WW DIST 37-ACTONPWS Name:

Not ReportedDate Deactivated:Not ReportedDate Initiated:
Not ReportedPWS Status:CA1910248PWS ID:

1
North
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Lower

CA1910248FRDS PWS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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0%0%100%0.933 pCi/LBasement
Not ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedLiving Area - 2nd Floor
0%2%98%0.711 pCi/LLiving Area - 1st Floor

% >20 pCi/L% 4-20 pCi/L% <4 pCi/LAverage ActivityArea

Number of sites tested: 63

Federal Area Radon Information for LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CA

             : Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
             : Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/L and <= 4 pCi/L.
     Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.

Federal EPA Radon Zone for LOS ANGELES County:  2 

0.000290012

_________________________________
Pct. > 4 Pci/L> 4 Pci/LTotal SitesZip

Radon Test Results                                                                                 

State Database: CA Radon                                                                           

AREA RADON INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®



TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source:  United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model in 2002. 7.5-Minute DEMs correspond to the USGS
1:24,000- and 1:25,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps.

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW       Information SystemR

Source:  EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD SOURCES

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System.  A PWS is any water system which provides water to at

least 25 people for at least 60 days annually.  PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995.  Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.
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STATE RECORDS

California Drinking Water Quality Database
Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  916-324-2319
The database includes all drinking water compliance and special studies monitoring for the state of California

since 1984. It consists of over 3,200,000 individual analyses along with well and water system information.

California Oil and Gas Well Locations for District 2, 3, 5 and 6
Source:  Department of Conservation
Telephone:  916-323-1779

RADON

State Database: CA Radon
Source: Department of Health Services
Telephone: 916-324-2208
Radon Database for California

Area Radon Information
Source: USGS
Telephone:  703-356-4020
The National Radon Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey.
The study covers the years 1986 - 1992. Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at
private sources such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-356-4020
Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potential for elevated indoor
radon levels.

OTHER

Airport Landing Facilities: Private and public use landing facilities
Source:  Federal Aviation Administration, 800-457-6656

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source:  Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

California Earthquake Fault Lines: The fault lines displayed on EDR’s Topographic map are digitized quaternary fault lines,
prepared in 1975 by the United State Geological Survey.  Additional information (also from 1975) regarding activity at specific fault
lines comes from California’s Preliminary Fault Activity Map prepared by the California Division of Mines and Geology.
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"Linking Technology with Tradition"®

Limited Permission to Photocopy

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this
Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT
LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF
DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts
regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide
information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Sanborn® Map Report

Copyright 2005 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources,
Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.  EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its
affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.

Ship To: Genevieve Proctor

Iris Environmental

1615 Broadway

Oakland, CA 94612

Order Date: 2/22/2005 Completion Date: 2/24/2005

Inquiry #: 1365843.3s

P.O. #: NA

Site Name: Four Parcels Downtown LA

Address: 200 S Grand Ave

City/State: Los Angeles, CA 90012

Cross Streets:

Customer Project: 05-347-A

2015150WIL 510-834-4747

1888 - 1 Map
1894 - 1 Map
1906 - 1 Map
1920 - 1 Map
1950 - 1 Map
1953 - 1 Map
1955 - 1 Map
1958 - 1 Map

1960 - 1 Map
1962 - 1 Map
1963 - 1 Map
1967 - 1 Map
1968 - 1 Map
1970 - 1 Map

Based on client-supplied information, fire insurance maps for the following years were identified

Total Maps: 14

Iris Environmental  (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance map accompanying this report solely for the limited use
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additional photocopies. This permission is conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.
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LIMITATIONS 
 
 

This report has been prepared exclusively for use by The Related Companies and may not be 
relied upon by any other person or entity without the express written permission of Iris 
Environmental.  The conclusions presented in this report represent Iris Environmental’s 
professional judgment based on the information available to us during the course of this 
assignment and on conditions that existed at the time of the assessment.  No independent 
verification of the information provided to Iris Environmental was made.  While Iris 
Environmental has no reason to doubt the accuracy of any of the information provided, this 
report is accurate and complete only to the extent that information provided to Iris 
Environmental was itself accurate and complete.
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Iris Environmental was retained by The Related Companies to conduct an environmental 
review of Parcel W-1, located in Los Angeles, California (the “Site”).  The purpose of the 
review was to identify any Recognized Environmental Conditions, as defined in the 
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard E 1527-00, Standard Practice 
for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process.  

This report presents the results of our investigation.  It is based on the following: 

• An inspection of the Site from the sidewalk by Ms. Genevieve Proctor of Iris 
Environmental on November 2, 2005. 

• A search of regulatory agency databases for the Site and vicinity conducted by 
Environmental Data Resources (EDR) and reported to Iris Environmental on October 20, 
2005.  A copy of the EDR report is presented as Appendix B. 

• A review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute historical 
topographic maps of Los Angeles dated 1953, 1966 (photo-revised 1972, 1981 and 
1994).  A review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute historical 
topographic maps of Hollywood dated 1966 (photo-revised 1981, 1972 and 1994).  A 
review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 6-minute historical topographic 
map of Los Angeles dated 1928.  A review of the United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) 15-minute historical topographic map of Los Angeles dated 1915.  A review of 
the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 15-minute historical topographic map of 
Pasadena dated 1913.  A review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 6-
minute historical topographic map of Santa Monica dated 1902.  Copies of the 
topographic maps are provided in Appendix C. 

• A review of historical aerial photographs dated 1928, 1938, 1947, 1956, 1965, 1976, 
1989, 1994, and 2002, provided by EDR.  Copies of the aerial photographs are provided 
in Appendix C. 

• A review of historical fire insurance (Sanborn) maps dated 1888, 1894, 1906, 1920, 1950, 
1953, 1955, 1958, 1960, 1962, 1963, 1967, 1968, and 1970, provided by EDR.  Copies of 
the Sanborn maps are provided in Appendix C. 

• A City Directory Abstract for the Site and vicinity, provided by EDR.  A copy of the City 
Directory is provided in Appendix C. 

• A review of files obtained from the City of Los Angeles Building and Safety Department. 

Iris Environmental requested documents on file at the Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB), the Los Angeles City Fire Department (LAFD), the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC), and the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD), all of which reported that no records were on file for the Site addresses.  At the 
time of report production, Iris Environmental had not received a response from the Los 
Angeles County Department of Health Services (LADHS). 

No environmental or drinking water samples were collected as part of Iris Environmental's 
efforts. 

I:\The Related Companies\05-347-D\FINALPhaseI.doc 1 IRIS ENVIRONMENTAL 



   

II. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Iris Environmental has performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in 
conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-00 of Parcel W-1, 
located in Los Angeles, California.  Exceptions or deletions from this practice are described 
in Section V of this report. 

ASTM Standard E-1527-00 defines a Recognized Environmental Condition as the presence 
or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products on a property under 
conditions that indicate an existing release, a past release, or a material threat of a release of 
any hazardous substances or petroleum products onto structures on the property or into the 
ground, groundwater or surface water of the property. 

This Phase I ESA has revealed no potential Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) at 
the Site. 

The following de minimis conditions or uncertainties were identified at the Site.  De minimis 
conditions are defined as those which do not generally present a material risk of harm to 
public health or the environment, and that generally would not be the subject of an 
enforcement action if brought to the attention of the appropriate governmental agencies.  
Uncertainties are potential issues that may require further assessment. 

• Records reviewed at the Los Angeles Building and Safety Department indicated that a 
gasoline station was constructed at 141 S. Hill Street in 1948.  Iris Environmental was 
unable to confirm the presence of the gasoline station on the Site using the available 
historical documents.  Based on the address, the likely location of this gasoline station is 
along the border between Parcels W-1 and W-2, an area which does not appear to have 
been graded or excavated in the past.  The possibility exists that underground storage 
tanks associated with the former gasoline station could be located at the Site.  However, 
the 1950 Sanborn map shows a structure on the northeast corner of adjacent Parcel W-2 
labeled “Gas and Oils”, which could potentially be the gasoline station.  During 
development of the Metro Station, located in this same vicinity, underground storage 
tanks were discovered and removed. 

• The Fernando Formation bedrock underlying the Site has been known to contain 
hydrogen sulfide gas and methane.  The presence of hydrogen sulfide gas or methane 
could necessitate specific health and safety measures during site redevelopment and/or 
specific mitigation measures for building construction.  The presence or absence of 
hydrogen sulfide or methane beneath the Site can only be assessed via subsurface 
sampling.  The Site is located outside of the City of Los Angeles Engineering Department 
“Methane Zone”. 

• Reports reviewed and investigations conducted indicate the presence of shallow fill 
materials on parcels adjacent to and in the vicinity of the Site.  The potential often exists 
for contaminants to be present in fill materials at elevated concentrations.  Elevated 
contaminant concentrations (e.g. metals) could result in the classification of soils as 
hazardous waste when submitted for off-site reuse or disposal.  This can result in 
significantly elevated soil management costs if large volumes of surplus fill soils are 
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generated during redevelopment.  In our experience, soil contaminants found in fill can 
frequently be managed with minimal complications during the course of site 
redevelopment.  Consideration should be given to assessing these potential uncertainties 
in the near future. 
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III. DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE AND ITS OPERATIONS 

A. SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY 

1. Physical Description and Setting 
The Site consists of Parcel W-1, located in Los Angeles, California, as shown on 
Figure 1.  The parcel designation has been assigned by the County of Los 
Angeles.  The Site covers an area of approximately 2.0 acres.  Key features for 
this parcel include (Figure 2): 

• Parcel W-1 is divided into two approximately equal halves, both operating 
as parking lots. 

• Both sides of the parcel are asphalt paved, ground-level, single-story 
parking lots that are surrounded by fences on all sides. 

• The western parking lot slopes down from the northwestern corner to the 
southeastern corner; the elevation change is approximately ten feet. 

• The eastern parking lot is flat, with steep slopes on the western and 
northern borders; the elevation change on the west side of the eastern lot is 
approximately 40 feet, and the elevation change on the northern boundary 
is approximately 30 feet. 

The approximate layout of the Site at the time of Iris Environmental’s Site visit is 
indicated in Figure 2.   The Site is bounded to the north by Parcel W-2 (owned by 
the County of Los Angeles), to the west by South Olive Street, to the south by 
West 2nd Street, and to the east by South Hill Street.  The Site is located in the 
downtown Los Angeles business district.  High-rise residences are located within 
½-mile of the Site.  No obvious potential areas of concern were noted during the 
drive-by of these adjacent properties. 

As the Site is used as parking lots, the only apparent utility observed during the 
Site visit was electricity to power the lighting systems in the lots.  Based on 
information obtained from Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) of 
adjacent properties, electricity is provided by the City of Los Angeles Department 
of Water and Power. 

2. General Site Conditions 
At the time of Iris Environmental’s Site visit, the parcel was being used for 
parking.   According to a sign located on the parcel, the parking lots are managed 
by L & R Auto Parks, Inc. doing business as Joe’s Auto Parks.  Observations 
made from the perimeter of the Site indicate that there was minimal surface 
staining presumably from cars dripping motor oil.  No obvious cracks were 
present in the asphalt at the parking lots. 

Although the detection of noise and odors is dependent on weather conditions, no 
odors or excessive noise were noted during the Site visit.  No information about 
complaints regarding noises, discharges or odors from the Site was available. 
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3. Geologic Setting 

The EDR report indicates that urban land is present at the Site and that sandy 
loam soils are present in the general vicinity of the Site.  Depth to bedrock is 
greater than 10 inches (EDR 2005).  According to a Tank Closure Report 
conducted by Parsons Company, Dillingham Construction, Inc. (PCDC 1990), 
discussed further in Section III.I.2 of the report, the geology in the vicinity of the 
Site consists of silty sand to clayey sand fill, underlain by thickly bedded clayey 
siltstone of the Pliocene Fernando Formation.  This Tank Closure Report pertains 
to a property to the northeast, located on the southeast corner of West First Street 
and South Hill Street, and immediately adjacent to Parcel W-2.  The geotechnical 
investigation conducted by Van Beveren and Butelo, Inc. (VBBI 2005), included 
the installation of two soil borings on Parcel W-2, which is located immediately 
north and adjacent to the Site.  Results of that investigation indicate that fill 
materials are present at depths of approximately one foot in the vicinity of the 
Site.  A LeRoy Crandall and Associates investigation of Parcel Q (LCA 1991), 
which is located to the west of the Site, across South Olive Street, is discussed 
further in Section III.I.2 of the report.  The report indicated that fill was 
encountered in subsurface borings at thicknesses less than five feet.  The report 
also indicated that underlying materials consisted of silty sand, clay, silt, silty 
clay, and clay underlain by massive siltstone.  The siltstone was typically 
encountered at approximately ten feet below ground surface (bgs).  These findings 
are consistent with the results of a Phase II investigation conducted by Iris 
Environmental in August 2005 on Parcel Q. 

4. Hydrogeologic Setting 
Based on a review of the Los Angeles, California USGS topographic map, ground 
elevation at the Site is approximately 330 feet above mean sea level.  The ground 
surface at the Site slopes to the southeast.  The nearest natural body of surface 
water is the Los Angeles River, located approximately one mile to the east of the 
Site.  The EDR Report (EDR 2005) indicates that the Site is located in either a 
100- or 500-year flood zone for the area. 

The EDR Report (EDR 2005) indicates that there is one Federal Reporting Data 
System (FRDS) Public Water Supply well approximately 0.48 miles north of the 
Site.  The EDR Report also indicates that the depth to groundwater is 
approximately 37 feet bgs, in the Gaspur Aquifer; the Gaspur Aquifer is 
hydraulically connected to underlying aquifers.  The Parsons Company, 
Dillingham Construction, Inc. Report (PCDC 1990) indicates that perched water 
zones may be present in the vicinity of the Site, and the regional continuous 
groundwater zone is located approximately 50 to 100 feet bgs.  The LeRoy 
Crandall and Associates report (LCA 1991) indicates that groundwater levels 
were measured in two wells on Parcel Q, with depths to water at 35.7 and 52.2 
feet below ground surface (bgs).  Based on a review of the Los Angeles, 
California USGS topographic map, regional groundwater likely flows to the 
southeast, toward the Los Angeles River. 
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B. SITE HISTORY 

Iris Environmental reviewed historical aerial photographs, historical topographic 
maps, historical fire insurance maps, and a city directory to develop an understanding 
of historical uses of the Site and surrounding area.  A chronological listing of 
observations and major land use changes as observed in these various sources is 
outlined below. 

• The 1888 Sanborn map shows Parcel W-1 developed with lodgings and the 
Argyle Hotel located on the northeast corner or South Olive Street and West 
2nd Street.  The major roads that currently exist at the Site are shown on the 
1888 Sanborn map.  The eastern boundary of the Site is listed as being near 
the edge of a bluff. 

• The 1894 Sanborn map shows lawn tennis courts located half on the Site and 
half on the property located just north (Parcel W-2) of the Site. 

• The 1906 Sanborn map shows the Argyle Hotel still present, the Hotel Locke 
has been constructed, and additional buildings labeled as “lodgings”.  The 
map indicates that the buildings located along the eastern side of the Site are 
on average 30 feet above South Hill Street. 

• The 1928 aerial photograph shows buildings on the west half of the Site, and 
the east half of the Site is vacant. 

• The 1950 Sanborn map shows the Hotel Argyle and lodgings on the west half 
of the Site, and auto parking on the east half of the Site.  The eastern half of 
the Site is now at the same elevation as South Hill Street.  Parcel W-2 to the 
north of the Site is listed as being approximately 40 feet above the street.  The 
West 2nd Street tunnel has been constructed. 

• The 1955 Sanborn map shows the entire Site being used for auto parking. 

• No changes were noted in any of the remaining Sanborn maps or aerial 
photographs from 1955 onwards. 

• The Site and vicinity appear today as they do in the 2002 aerial photograph.   

C. DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS 

1. Current Operations 
The Site currently operates as a parking lot. 

2. Past Operations 
Based on historical information, including Sanborn maps and aerial photographs, 
the Site had previously been developed with apartments and hotels, or other types 
of dwellings.  No additional information was available from the historical data 
provided by EDR. 
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D. POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS) AND ASBESTOS 

1. Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 
During the Site visit, Iris Environmental did not observe any transformers at the 
Site.  There is no evidence to suggest that PCBs were ever present at the Site.   

2. Asbestos 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of asbestos at the Site during the 
Site visit. 

E. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS USE AND STORAGE 

1. Hazardous Materials Use  
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of hazardous materials use and 
storage at the Site during the Site visit. 

2. Underground Storage Tanks 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of underground storage tanks 
(USTs) at the Site during the Site visit.  No evidence of former or current USTs at 
the Site was listed in the EDR Report (EDR 2005). 

3. Aboveground Storage Tanks 
Iris Environmental did not observe any aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) at the 
Site during the Site visit.  No evidence of former or current ASTs at the Site was 
listed in the EDR Report (EDR 2005). 

4. Drums and Small Containers 

Iris Environmental did not observe any drums or small containers at the Site 
during the Site visit. 

F. NONHAZARDOUS AND HAZARDOUS WASTE 

1. Non-hazardous Waste 
Based on observations during the Site visit, the only non-hazardous that appears 
to be generated at the Site is trash that is collected in trash cans.  No information 
is available regarding disposal of waste at the Site. 

2. Hazardous Waste 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of hazardous waste at the Site 
during the Site visit. 
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G. AIR EMISSIONS 

Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence of air emissions at the Site during 
the Site visit. 

H. WASTEWATER 

1. Industrial and Sanitary Wastewater 
Iris Environmental did not observe any evidence that industrial or sanitary 
wastewater is generated at the Site.  

2. Storm Water 
Iris Environmental did not observe any storm drains in either parking lot at the 
Site during the Site visit.   

I. SOIL AND GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 

1. Target Parcels 
No records indicating the presence of soil or groundwater contamination exist for 
the Site at any of the agencies contacted, and the Site was not identified in any 
federal ASTM-standard or ASTM-standard state databases reviewed by EDR 
(EDR 2005).  However, records reviewed at the Los Angeles Building and Safety 
Department indicated the presence of a gasoline station located at 141 S. Hill 
Street in 1948.  Iris Environmental has been unable to confirm the presence of the 
gasoline station on the Site using other available historical documents.  Based on 
the address, the likely location of this gasoline station is along the border between 
Parcels W-1 and W-2, an area which does not appear to have been graded or 
excavated in the past.  Therefore, the possibility exists that underground storage 
tanks associated with the former gasoline station could be located at the Site.  
However, the 1950 Sanborn map shows a structure on Parcel W-2 labeled “Gas 
and Oils”, which could potentially be the gasoline station.  During development of 
the Metro Station, located at the southwest corner of S. Hill Street and W. 1st 
Street and adjacent to Parcel W-2, tanks were discovered and removed. 

2. Adjacent Properties 
Iris Environmental reviewed files obtained from the City of Los Angeles Fire 
Department (LAFD) for the property located in the northeast corner of Parcel  
W-2, as part of a Phase I ESA conducted in March 2005.  The files included a 
Tank Closure Report submitted by Parsons Company, Dillingham Construction, 
Inc. (PCDC 1990) for the property located at 120 South Olive Street, which is 
currently the Civic Center Metro Station (see Figure 2). 

During excavation and construction work for the Civic Center Metro Station, two 
underground storage tanks (USTs), of 500 and 1,000 gallons, were encountered.  
The tanks were removed and soil was excavated to approximately 15 feet below 
ground surface (bgs) under the oversight of the LAFD.  No noticeable signs 
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(visual or olfactory) of petroleum contamination was present in the soil.  Three 
soil samples were collected from a depth of 15 feet bgs and analyzed for total 
recoverable petroleum hydrocarbons (TRPH) by EPA Method 418.1, and 
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes (BTEX) by EPA Method 8020.  
Samples were collected from the stockpiled soil and analyzed for TRPH, and 
CAM Metals by EPA Methods 6010 and 7471.  All of the constituents that were 
detected in the three soil samples were below LAFD Applied Actions Levels.  
The stockpiled soil was classified as non-hazardous and was disposed of at an 
appropriate landfill. 

Based on the sampling data, the LAFD determined that no further action was 
necessary at the property in a letter dated October 17, 1990.  As this case has been 
closed by the local oversight agency, Iris Environmental does not believe that 
contamination from this property is likely to have affected the Site. 

As part of a Phase I ESA conducted by Iris Environmental in March 2005, a 
Phase II investigation conducted on Parcel Q in 1991 by LeRoy Crandall and 
Associates was reviewed.  The investigation included a soil gas survey and the 
installation of soil borings and monitoring wells on Parcel Q.   

Results of the sampling on Parcel Q indicated that TFH and volatile aromatic 
hydrocarbons were not detected in soil, soil gas or groundwater, with one 
exception.  In one of the soil gas samples trace levels of benzene (0.030 parts per 
million [ppm]), and toluene (0.094 ppm) were detected.  No methane was 
detected in any of the air samples collected.  Trace concentrations of carbon 
disulfide were present in both groundwater samples collected, at 3 and 4 
micrograms per liter (µg/L). 

The report concluded that there was no evidence to suggest that soil and 
groundwater contamination is present on Parcel Q.  Based on the findings in this 
report, Iris Environmental does not believe that contamination from the former 
fueling facility exists on Parcel Q. 

Results of a Phase II investigation conducted by Iris Environmental in August 
2005 indicate that soils on Parcel Q do not contain environmental contaminants of 
concern that would result in the classification of the soils as hazardous.  Soil gas 
results for methane, fixed gases, and hydrogen sulfide indicate that there were no 
detections of these compounds at concentrations that would necessitate specific 
health and safety measures during site redevelopment and/or specific mitigation 
measures for building construction. 

J. RECORDS REVIEW 

Iris Environmental reviewed a report prepared by EDR that summarizes the results of 
a search of federal and state regulatory agency databases.  The EDR report is included 
in Appendix B. The database search was conducted to determine whether the Site or 
any nearby properties are under investigation for potential environmental issues or 
have been identified as conducting operations that could potentially impact the 
environment.  The findings of the EDR search are summarized below. 
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EDR conducted its search of environmental databases on October 20, 2005.  Because 
the environmental databases themselves are sometimes not updated by the specific 
regulatory agencies for periods of up to one year (depending on the database), the 
database search conducted herein will not necessarily list a facility or site for which 
an environmental investigation /listing has been initiated subsequent to the last 
update. 

EDR conducted searches of the following federal databases, and all search radii were 
selected in accordance with ASTM standards:   

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) National Priorities List (NPL) 
for Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites (updated July 2005) - one-mile radius; 

• USEPA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS; updated June 2005) and CERCLIS-No Further 
Remedial Action Planned (CERCLIS-NFRAP; updated May 2005) one-half-
mile radius; 

• Corrective Action Site List (CORRACTS) of Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) 
facilities subject to corrective action under RCRA (updated June 2005) - one-
mile radius;   

• RCRAInfo [formerly the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information 
System (RCRIS)] database of Transportation, Storage, and Disposal (TSD) 
facilities (updated August 2005) - one-half-mile radius; and the RCRAInfo 
listing of Large and Small Quantity hazardous waste Generators (LQG and 
SQG, respectively) (updated August 2005) – one-quarter-mile radius; and 

• Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS; updated December 2004) - 
property only.  

EDR also conducted searches of the following State of California databases: 

• Annual Work Plan (AWP; updated August 2005) - one-mile-radius;  

• CalSites database (updated August 2005) - one-half-mile-radius;  

• California Solid Waste Inventory System (SWIS; updated September 2005) - 
one-half-mile radius;  

• California Waste Management Unit Database (WMUDS; updated April 2000)  

• Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) Information System (updated July 
2005) - one-half-mile radius; and  

• Underground Storage Tank (UST) Registrations Database (updated July 2005) - 
property and adjoining properties. 

The Site was not identified on any of the ASTM standard state or federal databases 
reviewed by EDR.  No facilities in the vicinity of the Site were identified on any of 
the following databases within the radii specified in the ASTM Standard: NPL, 
CERCLIS/CERCLIS-NFRAP, CORRACTS, RCRAInfo-TSD, ERNS, AWP, 
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CalSites, WMUDS and SWIS.  The remaining results, from databases searched by 
EDR for facilities that are upgradient or cross-gradient from the Site, are discussed 
below.  Based upon our professional judgment, except where otherwise noted, Iris 
Environmental does not believe that any of the conditions discovered in the reviewed 
databases are likely of material impact to the Site. 

RCRAInfo  

No facilities within 0.5 miles of the Site are listed on the RCRAInfo-TSD database.      

Two facilities within 0.25 miles of the Site is listed on the RCRAInfo-LQG database.  
The listing for the John Ferraro Building (111 N. Hope Street), indicate that no 
violations were recorded.  The listing for the Los Angeles Times (202 W. 1st Street), 
indicate that no violations were recorded. 

Nine facilities within 0.25 mile of the Site is listed on the RCRAInfo-SQG database.  
No violations were recorded at any of these facilities. 

LUST 

Fifteen facilities within 0.5 miles of the Site are listed on the LUST database.  Of the 
15 facilities, ten are located downgradient of the Site.  Of the remaining five facilities, 
three of the cases have been closed.  The remaining two facilities are discussed 
below. 

The Fire Station #3 facility (108 N. Fremont Avenue) is located 0.48 miles northwest 
of the Site in the upgradient direction.  The facility is listed as a soil only case with 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) as the lead agency.  The diesel 
leak was discovered on June 13, 1986 during a tank test.  The status of the case is 
listed as “leak being confirmed”.  As this facility is a soil only case, it is unlikely that 
contamination at the facility would affect the Site. 

The Arco Parking Structure (400 S. Flower Street) is located 0.37 miles west-
southwest of the Site in the cross-gradient direction.  The facility is listed as a soil 
only case with the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) as the lead 
agency.  The waste oil leak was discovered February 4, 1987 during tank closure.  
The status of the case is listed as “leak being confirmed”.  As this facility is a soil 
only case, it is unlikely that contamination at the facility would affect the Site. 

UST

Sixteen facilities within 0.25 miles of the Site are listed on the UST database.  Of the 
16 listings, five are in the downgradient direction of the Site.  All 11 upgradient or 
cross-gradient facilities are listed as having one current UST each.  With one 
exception, none of the 11 facilities are listed on any databases that indicate a leak or 
spill of materials.  The General Office Building at 111 N. Hope Street is listed on the 
LUST database with the same address, but a different facility name (LA City 
Department of Water and Power).  The LUST listing indicates that the case was 
closed by the RWQCB on October 29, 2004. 

Nine “orphan” sites were identified in the EDR Report.  None of these orphan sites 
were observed within the vicinity of the Site. 
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K. INTERVIEWS WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 

Iris Environmental contacted the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), 
the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD), the Los Angeles Building and Safety Department 
(LABSD), the City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD), and the Los Angeles 
County Department of Health Services (LADHS) to inquire whether there are any 
recognized environmental conditions at the Site. 

The RWQCB, DTSC, SCAQMD and LAFD all reported that no records were on file 
for the Site address.  The LAFD did have a file pertaining to an underground storage 
tank removal on a nearby property.  This report is discussed in detail in Section 3.I.2. 

At the time of report production, Iris Environmental had not received a response from 
the LADHS. 

Los Angeles Building and Safety Department

Files reviewed at the LABSD included certificates of occupancy and building permits 
for multiple addresses on the Site, dating back to the early 1900’s.  All of the records 
reviewed were for residential-type properties with one exception.  An Application for 
the Erection of Buildings was submitted to the Building Division by the Union Oil 
Company in 1948 for the construction of a gasoline station at 141 S. Hill Street.  
Based on the address, the gasoline station would have been located on the border 
between Parcels W-1 and W-2.  A review of the 1950 Sanborn map provided by EDR 
(EDR 2005) shows a structure on the northern part of Parcel W-2 labeled “Gas and 
Oils,” which could be the gasoline station listed at 141 S. Hill Street.  No additional 
information about the gasoline station was available at the LABSD.
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V. DEVIATIONS FROM THE ASTM STANDARD 

There were two significant deviations from ASTM Practice E 1527-00 in conducting this 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment.  Iris Environmental was unable to conduct an on-site 
inspection of the property, or an interview with a person knowledgeable of operations at the 
Site.  The evaluation of superficial Site conditions was based on a visual reconnaissance of 
the perimeter of the property and its immediate surroundings. 
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GENEVIEVE L. PROCTOR 
 
 
EDUCATION 
 
1998  M.S., Civil and Environmental Engineering (Ground Water), University of California, 
 Berkeley 
1997  B.S. with honors, Geological Sciences, Brown University 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
Engineer in Training (EIT), 2000 
OSHA 40-hour HAZWOPER Training 
8-hour Supervisors Training Course 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Ms. Proctor is an Environmental Engineer/Geologist at Iris Environmental with over six years of 
experience including soil and groundwater investigations, Phase I site assessments, and database 
development and management.  The following projects are representative of Ms. Proctor's 
experience: 
 

• Conducted dust and construction monitoring at active construction sites in California.  As 
part of the projects, aided in managing site field investigation program which included the 
collection of air, soil and groundwater samples, prepared summary reports, documented sites 
activities with photos and daily notes, and interacted with site construction management. 

• Involved in the development of a Proposition 65 compliance program for sites in Milpitas 
and Fremont, California.  Project tasks included the review and compilation of chemical 
inventory data, development and management of an electronic database, preparation of a 
Proposition 65 chemical list, and interviews with department managers. 

• Assisted in the development of an environmental management system for regulatory 
compliance for an international manufacturing company.  Projects included development and 
maintenance of multiple electronic databases for proper information management. 

• Managed an ongoing quarterly ground water monitoring program at a site in Monterey, 
California, including bi-monthly passive skimmer maintenance, sample collection, data 
quality control, and reporting. 

• Developed site-specific cleanup goals for soil and groundwater based on protection of human 
health, surface water and groundwater for a site in Central Wisconsin.  Evaluated various 
treatment options including the pump and treat method.  

• Involved in the Brownfield redevelopment of the Mission Bay area in San Francisco, 
California.  As part of the project, aided in managing site field investigation programs which 
included the collection of soil and groundwater samples, prepared summary reports, prepared 
permit applications, conducted storm water monitoring, dust monitoring, and post-
development inspections.  
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• Conducted a field investigation at an active construction site involving collection of soil and 
ground water samples.  Supervised the removal of contaminated soils and drums from pile cap 
excavations, and the off-hauling of hazardous and non-hazardous soil to Class I and II landfills. 

• Developed and maintained a database of soil and ground water analytical results. 

• Worked as a field geologist on a regional methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) study in the Los 
Angeles area.  Included discrete-depth groundwater sampling using a combination of air rotary 
casing hammer and mud rotary drilling techniques and using the Simulprobe® sampling tool.  
The project also included continuous core sampling, geophysical logging, and monitoring well 
installation in multiple aquifers. 

• Assisted in creating geologic cross section-, and aquitard thickness maps, and summarized data 
validation activities for the regional MTBE study. 

• Conducted various Phase I site assessments at facilities located in California, Oregon, 
Washington, Colorado, and Kentucky.  Included conducting site visits; personnel interviews; 
research of various agency records; review of aerial photos, topographic maps, and Vista/EDR 
reports, and preparation of the Phase I reports. 

• Supervised shallow soil gas surveys of sites in California using a direct-push system and an on-
site mobile laboratory. 

• Conducted an investigation of areas potentially impacted by chemical warfare materiel at 
Edwards Air Force Base.  Included the review of aerial photos of suspected chemical 
weapons disposal sites; field investigations at the suspected sites; research of technologies for 
the destruction of chemical warfare agents; and the preparation of an Engineering Evaluation 
and Cost Analysis for a possible chemical weapons disposal site. 

• Conducted monitoring of vapor and groundwater treatment systems at Edwards Air Force Base.  
Included sampling both vapor and groundwater on a monthly basis, performing mass removal 
and system performance calculations for the quarterly monitoring reports, and preparation of the 
quarterly and annual monitoring reports. 

• Supervised the construction of a bioventing system at Edwards Air Force Base. 

• Conducted quarterly monitoring and sampling of ground water and soil vapor at a municipal 
landfill at Edwards Air Force Base.  Prepared concentration trend charts and data tables for 
monitoring reports. 

• Worked as a research assistant at the National Institute for Nuclear Investigations (ININ) in 
Toluca, Mexico.  Included analyzing sediment and water samples from a reservoir contaminated 
with industrial and domestic wastes using x-ray fluorescence, gamma ray and microscope 
analyses; determining distributions of heavy metals in the sediment and water; characterizing 
sediment composition, grain size and total carbon adsorbed onto the sediments. 

 
October 18, 2005 



NICHOLAS T. LOIZEAUX, P.G. 
 
EDUCATION 
 
1995 M.S., Geological Sciences, University of Colorado 
1991 B.A., Highest Honors, Geological Sciences (Environmental Studies minor), Williams 

College 
 
REGISTRATION AND CERTIFICATION 
 
Professional Geologist, State of California, 1998 
Registered Geologist, State of Washington, 2002 
40-Hour Hazardous Waste Operations/Emergency Response 
8-Hour Annual Refresher - Hazardous Waste Operations/Emergency Response 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Mr. Loizeaux is a Principal at Iris Environmental.  He has over twelve years of experience as a 
technical consultant in the fields of geology, hydrogeology, and contaminated site investigation 
and remediation.  Most of this work has been conducted under Superfund, due diligence, 
regulatory compliance, litigation, or Brownfields Redevelopment.  The following projects are 
representative of Mr. Loizeaux’s experience:  
 
• Provided technical leadership and overall project management for the 20-year build-out of 

the Mission Bay site in San Francisco, California, one of the largest Brownfields projects in 
the western United States.  The project covers an area over 300 acres, and is being 
redeveloped for mixed use residential and commercial uses.  New uses are to include a new 
University of California campus; an entertainment complex; high-density housing; public 
open space; retail and commercial uses; a hotel; a police and fire station; office; biotech; and 
research and development facilities.  Varied industrial uses and complex historical fill 
activities have resulted in a broad array of contaminants such as heavy metals, petroleum 
hydrocarbons, and asbestos requiring mitigation during construction and development.  Mr. 
Loizeaux provided strategic oversight on site investigations, hazardous waste handling and 
disposal, remediation of a mixed-fuel hydrocarbon plume, development of worker health and 
safety protocols, preparation of storm water pollution prevention plans, monitoring of storm 
water compliance, monitoring of dust emissions during construction activities, and 
compliance with the City of San Francisco Article 22A hazardous waste ordinance. 

 
• Provided technical leadership and overall project management for the site assessment, 

acquisition, and remediation of two Los Angeles Air Force Base sites for conversion to 
residential site use in the greater Los Angeles region.  The two sites, encompassing 55 acres, 
had been utilized since the 1950’s for classified aerospace research, office, and recreational 
purposes.  Iris Environmental prepared Phase I Environmental Site Assessments in 
accordance with ASTM Standard E 1527-00, and negotiated with the Air Force for further 
Phase II site investigations.  Based upon the results of site investigations, Iris Environmental 
prepared Site Characterization and Human Health Risk Assessment reports for review and 
approval by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board and Office of 
Emergency Health Hazard Assessment in Sacramento, California.  Both sites, with 
documented chlorinated solvent impacts in underlying groundwater, have been closed by the 
regulatory agencies, with residential redevelopment underway. 
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• Managed numerous facets of the closure and decommissioning of a former paperboard 

recycling and manufacturing Mill in Antioch, California.  Mr. Loizeaux oversaw preparation 
of a site-wide asbestos and lead paint survey, the revision of the facility’s Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and revision of its Spill Prevention, Control, and 
Countermeasures Plan (SPCC).  For an operating power plant on the property, Mr. Loizeaux 
oversaw all components of the facility’s compliance with its National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit including monthly, semi-annual, and annual sampling 
requirements of influent, effluent, and receiving water (San Joaquin River) and associated 
reporting. 

 
• Managed ground water monitoring program at a General Motors/Toyota automobile 

manufacturing plant in Fremont, CA with commingled hydrocarbon and solvent ground 
water plume.  Long-term success in ground water extraction and treatment, and semiannual 
monitoring have resulted in the site being a candidate for risk-based closure. 

 
• Served as expert witness for diatomaceous earth quarrying and processing client (defendant) 

in northeast California.  Plaintiff alleged violations of the Clean Water Act in regards to 
stormwater discharge and non-compliance with facility’s National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit issued and administered by a Regional Water Quality 
Control Board.  Mr. Loizeaux reviewed relevant documents including existing Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and deposition testimony, conducted a site visit to assess 
Best Management Practices, facility monitoring, and record-keeping practices, and issued an 
expert opinion on the merits of the plaintiff’s case.  The case was settled favorably for the 
client.  Mr. Loizeaux authored revisions and directed the re-issuance of the facility’s SWPPP. 

   
• Served as expert witness for one of country’s largest aggregate mining companies in defense 

of alleged unfair business and trade practices related to environmental matters at an 
aggregate mine in the Yuba Goldfields of California.  Mr. Loizeaux reviewed deposition 
testimony, conducted a site visit, interviewed facility personnel, reviewed facility documents 
and record-keeping, counseled client on the merits of the allegations, and provided expert 
witness deposition testimony.  Mr. Loizeaux’s testimony provided expert opinions on 
hazardous waste management, compliance with the Clean Water Act, compliance with Waste 
Discharge Requirements, compliance with the General Permit for Stormwater Discharges, 
assessment of the facility’s Spill Prevention and Pollution Prevention Plan (SPCC), and 
media sampling protocols.  The two-year old case settled favorably for the client within days 
of Mr. Loizeaux’s deposition testimony.  

 
• Provided technical leadership and overall project management for the redevelopment of a 

former large engine manufacturing factory in Oakland, CA on behalf of the new property 
owner. The site has been successfully redeveloped as a multi-tenant freight distribution 
center.  Redevelopment was conducted under the oversight of the California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board through the implementation of a Risk Management Plan.   

 
• Managed investigations for 300-acre Brownfield redevelopment in South of Market area in 

San Francisco, CA.  High profile project in a region of historical commercial and industrial 
use demanded constant interaction with counsel, client, and local and state regulatory 
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agencies.  Involved in all phases of project including investigation design and the selection of 
sample locations, supervision of three and eight week field programs, risk evaluations, 
contaminant modeling, and agency presentations. 

 
• Managed multiple projects to investigate and assess a PRP’s liability for a historic solvent 

release in a California Superfund site in San Leandro, CA.  Under CalEPA-DTSC oversight, 
the project scope evolved to include regulatory file reviews, work plan preparation, 
exploratory subsurface investigations, quarterly ground water monitoring, and contaminant 
delineation investigations.  Involved with submittal of removal action work plan, excavation 
of accessible vadose zone hotspots, and installation of two horizontal SVE wells beneath the 
operating facility. 

 
• Reviewed existing hydrogeologic data from an EPA Superfund site in Arizona in preparation 

for litigation and expert testimony.  An innovative and defensible hydrogeologic framework 
was proposed to refute allegations of contaminant migration to a public water supply well.  
The revised framework, combined with fate and transport modeling, was effective in 
identifying a more likely contaminant source. 

 
• Responsible for the installation of a 300-foot monitoring well downgradient from an EPA 

Superfund site in Orange County, CA.  The well was installed using dual-wall (reverse air) 
percussion hammer drilling on the 17th fairway of an exclusive country club.  The well, 
constructed of medical-grade stainless steel, was the deepest well in the area and was 
instrumental in pinpointing a clean aquifer zone. 

 
• Conducted the field implementation of a large remedial investigation for an EPA Superfund 

site.  Logged over 1500 feet of subsurface lithologies, installed more than 35 piezometers, 
monitoring wells, and extraction wells, and conducted aquifer pump tests. 

 
• Conducted a cone penetrometer field investigation for an EPA Superfund site.  Coordinated 

program logistics, including access issues, utility clearances, neighborhood notifications, and 
supervision of subcontractors.  Assisted with data interpretation and report preparation. 

 
• Implemented a monitoring well decommissioning project at a prominent electronics 

manufacturer.  Used hollow-stem auger and mud rotary drilling techniques to extract and 
abandon 27 wells, and decommissioned two wells by pressure grouting.  Assisted in 
preparing a technical memorandum. 

 
• Conducted the field implementation of a remedial design sampling program at an electronics 

manufacturing facility in Santa Clara County, California.  Continuously logged 31 
exploratory soil borings and selected samples for laboratory analysis.  Assisted in the report 
preparation. 

 
• Constructed geologic cross sections using lithologic and geophysical logs to construct 

subsurface stratigraphic framework.  Aquifers were delineated and structural contour maps 
were constructed to assist in the construction of a ground water drainage system at a Class I 
landfill in South Carolina. 
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• Performed hydrogeologic investigations at two sites that formerly housed underground fuel 
storage tanks in the Central Valley.  Drilled exploratory soil borings to delineate the extent of 
hydrocarbons in vadose zone soils.  Installed both single- and double-cased wells using a 
variety of drilling techniques to delineate the extent of hydrocarbons in ground water. 

 
• Visiting Scientist, Florida Geological Survey, Tallahassee, FL.  Worked closely with the 

Florida Geological Survey and the Southwest Florida Water Management District in a 
regional aquifer characterization effort. 

 
• W.M. Keck Fellow.  Sponsored by the W.M. Keck Foundation for geologic research on San 

Salvador Island, Bahamas.  Modeled seasonal sediment migrations in the nearshore environs. 
 Received additional funding for geologic research in the Caucasus Mountains, Republic of 
Georgia and Soviet Central Asia.  Interpreted the Caucasus' structural and sedimentary 
features to outline the region's young deformational history.  
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from
other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL
DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor
should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any
property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2005 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole
or in part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other
trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
(EDR). The report meets the government records search requirements of ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments,  E 1527-00. Search distances are per ASTM standard or custom
distances requested by the user.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

SOUTH OLIVE ST/WEST 2ND ST
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

COORDINATES

34.053800 - 34˚ 3’ 13.7’’Latitude (North): 
118.248200 - 118˚ 14’ 53.5’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 11Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
384798.1UTM X (Meters): 
3768629.2UTM Y (Meters): 

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

34118-A2 LOS ANGELES, CATarget Property:
USGS 7.5 min quad indexSource:

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ( "reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the ASTM E 1527-00 search radius around the target
property for the following databases:

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

NPL National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information
                                                System
CERC-NFRAP CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
CORRACTS Corrective Action Report
RCRA-TSDF Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
ERNS Emergency Response Notification System

STATE ASTM STANDARD

AWP Annual Workplan Sites
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Cal-Sites Calsites Database
CHMIRS California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
Notify 65 Proposition 65 Records
Toxic Pits Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites
SWF/LF Solid Waste Information System
WMUDS/SWAT Waste Management Unit Database
CA BOND EXP. PLAN Bond Expenditure Plan
VCP Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
ROD Records Of Decision
Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions
FINDS Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
MINES Mines Master Index File
NPL Liens Federal Superfund Liens
PADS PCB Activity Database System
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
US ENG CONTROLS Engineering Controls Sites List
ODI Open Dump Inventory
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites
DOD Department of Defense Sites
INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
FTTS INSP FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, &
                                                Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

AST Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
CLEANERS Cleaner Facilities
CA WDS Waste Discharge System
DEED Deed Restriction Listing
NFE Properties Needing Further Evaluation
SCH School Property Evaluation Program
WIP Well Investigation Program Case List
EMI Emissions Inventory Data
REF Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Agency
NFA No Further Action Determination
HAZNET Facility and Manifest Data
LOS ANGELES CO. HMS HMS: Street Number List
LA Co. Site Mitigation Site Mitigation List
AOCONCERN San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern

BROWNFIELDS DATABASES

US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites
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US INST CONTROL Sites with Institutional Controls
VCP Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties

EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

  See the EDR Proprietary Historical Database Section for details

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified.

Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed data on
individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

RCRAInfo: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting
 the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act ( RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste 
 Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. RCRAInfo replaces the data recording and reporting abilities of the 
 Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System(RCRIS). The database includes selective 
information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste as defined
 by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
 (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous
 waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous
 waste per month Large quantity generators generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste,
 or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that
 move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or 
 dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

     A review of the RCRA-LQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 08/11/2005 has revealed that there are 2
     RCRA-LQG sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

42O471/8 - 1/4 NNW  111 N HOPE ST     JOHN FERRARO BUILDING
51M551/8 - 1/4 ESE  202 W 1ST ST     LOS ANGELES TIMES - LOS ANGELE

RCRAInfo: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting
 the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act ( RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste 
 Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. RCRAInfo replaces the data recording and reporting abilities of the 
 Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System(RCRIS). The database includes selective 
information on sites which generate, transport, store , treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste as defined
 by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
 (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous
 waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous
 waste per month Large quantity generators generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste,
 or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that
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 move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or 
 dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

     A review of the RCRA-SQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 08/11/2005 has revealed that there are 9
     RCRA-SQG sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

8B60 - 1/8 E  122 SO HILL ST     CALIF STATE GARAGE
17140 - 1/8 SW  251 S OLIVE     HOTEL INTER CONTINENTAL
22F191/8 - 1/4 W  300 S GRAND     METROPOLITAN STUCTURE WEST
25231/8 - 1/4 SSE  240 S BROADWAY 5TH FL     HIGH PERFORMANCE MAGAZINE
26G251/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY RM 3131     CALIFORNIA DEPT OF JUSTICE
37M421/8 - 1/4 ESE  202 WEST 1ST STREET     TIMES MIRROR COMPANY
40L451/8 - 1/4 ESE  120 S SPRING ST     CALTRANS DISTRICT 7
49511/8 - 1/4 ESE  120 S SPRING ST     DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
57Q621/8 - 1/4 W  715 W THIRD ST     FIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CT

STATE ASTM STANDARD

CORTESE: This database identifies public drinking water wells with detectable levels of contamination,
hazardous substance sites selected for remedial action, sites with known toxic material identified
through the abandoned site assessment program, sites with USTs having a reportable release and all
solid waste disposal facilities from which there is known migration. The source is the California
Environmental Protection Agency/Office of Emergency Information.

     A review of the Cortese list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 18 Cortese sites within
     approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

13C90 - 1/8 S  240 HILL ST S     TIMES MIRROR
34381/8 - 1/4 NE  200 HILL     76 PRODUCTS STATION #1099
35L411/8 - 1/4 ESE  145 SPRING ST S     TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION
54P581/8 - 1/4 SW  363 OLIVE     THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN
65R681/4 - 1/2 NNE  500 TEMPLE ST W     LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.
67691/4 - 1/2 ENE  301 BROADWAY     FACILITY 10723-2
67711/4 - 1/2 WSW  420 S GRAND     PACIFIC BELL
71721/4 - 1/2 W  400 FLOWER ST S     ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE
74731/4 - 1/2 SE  214 002ND ST E     LOS ANGELES TIMES
76741/4 - 1/2 SW  501 005TH ST W     SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER
79S751/4 - 1/2 WSW  630 005TH     LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES
81S761/4 - 1/2 SW  633 5TH     LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI
83771/4 - 1/2 WSW  444 FLOWER     FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI
85781/4 - 1/2 SSE  322 LOS ANGELES     B EITLING P OPE TY #1
86791/4 - 1/2 NW  108 FREMONT AVE N     FIRE STATION #3
88801/4 - 1/2 S  425 MAIN ST     METRO RAIL CONSTRUCTION PROJ
88811/4 - 1/2 ESE  151 SAN PEDRO ST N     PARKER CENTER
89821/4 - 1/2 NW  1031 002ND ST W     UNOCAL #0122
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LUST: The Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports contain an inventory of reported
leaking underground storage tank incidents. The data come from the State Water Resources Control
Board Leaking Underground Storage Tank Information System.

     A review of the LUST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 07/11/2005 has revealed that there are 15
     LUST sites within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

13C90 - 1/8 S  240 HILL ST S     TIMES MIRROR
35L411/8 - 1/4 ESE  145 SPRING ST S     TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION
43O481/8 - 1/4 NNW  111 HOPE ST N     LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER
54P581/8 - 1/4 SW  363 OLIVE     THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN
65R681/4 - 1/2 NNE  500 TEMPLE ST W     LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.
67711/4 - 1/2 WSW  420 S GRAND     PACIFIC BELL
71721/4 - 1/2 W  400 FLOWER ST S     ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE
74731/4 - 1/2 SE  214 002ND ST E     LOS ANGELES TIMES
76741/4 - 1/2 SW  501 005TH ST W     SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER
79S751/4 - 1/2 WSW  630 005TH     LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES
81S761/4 - 1/2 SW  633 5TH     LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI
83771/4 - 1/2 WSW  444 FLOWER     FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI
86791/4 - 1/2 NW  108 FREMONT AVE N     FIRE STATION #3
89821/4 - 1/2 NW  1031 002ND ST W     UNOCAL #0122
91831/4 - 1/2 ESE  151 JUDGE JOHN AISO     PARKER CENTER

UST: The Underground Storage Tank database contains registered USTs. USTs are regulated under
Subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). The data come from the State
Water Resources Control Board’s Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database.

     A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 07/11/2005 has revealed that there are 16 UST
     sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

610 - 1/8 W  200 S OLIVE ST     ANGELUS PLAZA
12B80 - 1/8 ENE  122 S HILL ST     OFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION
16C110 - 1/8 S  245 S HILL ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
17130 - 1/8 ENE  111 N HILL ST     COUNTY COURT/LA CO. F.M.D..
26241/8 - 1/4 SW  300 S OLIVE ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
28H281/8 - 1/4 N  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO
29H291/8 - 1/4 N  140 N GRAND AVE     L.A. COUNTY FACILITY (PARKING)
31I331/8 - 1/4 WSW  300 S GRAND AVE     ONE CALIFORNIA PLAZA
33K371/8 - 1/4 SE  214 W 2ND ST     THE LOS ANGELES TIMES
34J401/8 - 1/4 ENE  145 N BROADWAY     AUTO PARK 10
42N461/8 - 1/4 WSW  333 S GRAND AVE     MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS
45O491/8 - 1/4 NNW  111 N HOPE ST     GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING
49M521/8 - 1/4 ESE  120 S SPRING ST     STATE OF CALIFORNIA
50531/8 - 1/4 S  320 S BROADWAY     HALL OF RECORDS/ LA CO. F.M.D.
57N601/8 - 1/4 WSW  350 S GRAND AVE     METROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W.INC
59Q631/8 - 1/4 W  715 W 3RD ST     CENTRAL PLANTS INC
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CA FID: The Facility Inventory Database contains active and inactive underground storage tank
locations. The source is the State Water Resource Control Board.

     A review of the CA FID UST list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 23 CA FID UST sites
     within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

620 - 1/8 N  120 S OLIVE ST     METOR RAIL
6A30 - 1/8 SSE  208 S HILL ST     CURRENT OCCUPANT
7A40 - 1/8 S  222 S HILL ST     WEBSTER CAREER COLLEGE
8B50 - 1/8 E  122 S HILL ST     OFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION
1070 - 1/8 WSW  251 S OLIVE ST     DINWIDDLE CONSTR. CO.
15C100 - 1/8 S  240 S HILL ST     CURRENT OCCUPANT
16C120 - 1/8 S  245 S HILL ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
18C150 - 1/8 S  255 S HILL ST     THE RHF BUNKER HILL CORP
19D170 - 1/8 ENE  111 N HILL ST     COUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D.
21E181/8 - 1/4 ESE  150 S BROADWAY     TRANSAMERICA OCCIDENTAL
22F201/8 - 1/4 W  300 S GRAND AVE     BUNKER HILL ASSOCIATES
23E211/8 - 1/4 ESE  130 S BROADWAY     LOS ANGELES TIMES
24G221/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY     LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD
27271/8 - 1/4 NNW  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO/C
29H311/8 - 1/4 N  140 N GRAND AVE     AUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D.
32351/8 - 1/4 SW  335 S OLIVE ST     BUNKER HILL ASSOC
34I391/8 - 1/4 WSW  313 S GRAND AVE     ROBERT F MAGUIRE III
50M541/8 - 1/4 ESE  202 W 1ST ST     THE TIMES MIRROR COMPANY
52561/8 - 1/4 ENE  145 N BROADWAY     PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES
53P571/8 - 1/4 SW  363 S OLIVE ST     COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
57N611/8 - 1/4 WSW  333 S GRAND AVE     MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS
63651/8 - 1/4 WSW  350 S GRAND AVE     METROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W. INC
64661/8 - 1/4 N  215 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER AHMANSON THEATRE

HIST UST: Historical UST Registered Database.

     A review of the HIST UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 10/15/1990 has revealed that there are
     11 HIST UST sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

12B80 - 1/8 ENE  122 S HILL ST     OFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION
19D160 - 1/8 ENE  111 N HILL ST     COUNTY COURTHOUSE
27G261/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY STE 1007     LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD
29H301/8 - 1/4 N  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER PAVILION THEATRE
30H321/8 - 1/4 N  140 N GRAND AVE     MALL PHASE I
32J341/8 - 1/4 E  145 N BROADWAY     PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES
37L431/8 - 1/4 ESE  120 S SPRING ST     07 DIST OFFICE
40L441/8 - 1/4 ESE  120 S SPRING ST     SUB SHOP 03
46O501/8 - 1/4 NNW  111 N HOPE ST     GENERAL OFFICE BLDG.
56591/8 - 1/4 N  215 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER ALMANSON THEATRE
62Q641/8 - 1/4 W  715 W 3RD ST     BUNKER HILL
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SWEEPS: Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System.  This underground storage
 tank listing was updated and maintained by a company contacted by the SWRCB in the early
 1980?s.  The listing is no longer updated or maintained.  The local agency is the contact
 for more information  on a site on the SWEEPS list.

     A review of the SWEEPS UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 06/01/1994 has revealed that there are
     26 SWEEPS UST sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

620 - 1/8 N  120 S OLIVE ST     METOR RAIL
6A30 - 1/8 SSE  208 S HILL ST     CURRENT OCCUPANT
7A40 - 1/8 S  222 S HILL ST     WEBSTER CAREER COLLEGE
1070 - 1/8 WSW  251 S OLIVE ST     DINWIDDLE CONSTR. CO.
12B80 - 1/8 ENE  122 S HILL ST     OFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION
15C100 - 1/8 S  240 S HILL ST     CURRENT OCCUPANT
16C120 - 1/8 S  245 S HILL ST     THE ANGELUS PLAZA
18C150 - 1/8 S  255 S HILL ST     THE RHF BUNKER HILL CORP
19D170 - 1/8 ENE  111 N HILL ST     COUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D.
21E181/8 - 1/4 ESE  150 S BROADWAY     TRANSAMERICA OCCIDENTAL
22F201/8 - 1/4 W  300 S GRAND AVE     BUNKER HILL ASSOCIATES
23E211/8 - 1/4 ESE  130 S BROADWAY     LOS ANGELES TIMES
24G221/8 - 1/4 E  107 S BROADWAY     LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD
28H281/8 - 1/4 N  135 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO
29H311/8 - 1/4 N  140 N GRAND AVE     AUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D.
32351/8 - 1/4 SW  335 S OLIVE ST     BUNKER HILL ASSOC
33K361/8 - 1/4 SE  214 W 2ND ST     THE TIMES MIRROR COMPANY
34I391/8 - 1/4 WSW  313 S GRAND AVE     ROBERT F MAGUIRE III
42N461/8 - 1/4 WSW  333 S GRAND AVE     MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS
45O491/8 - 1/4 NNW  111 N HOPE ST     GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING
49M521/8 - 1/4 ESE  120 S SPRING ST     STATE OF CALIFORNIA
52561/8 - 1/4 ENE  145 N BROADWAY     PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES
53P571/8 - 1/4 SW  363 S OLIVE ST     COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
59Q631/8 - 1/4 W  715 W 3RD ST     CENTRAL PLANTS INC
63651/8 - 1/4 WSW  350 S GRAND AVE     METROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W. INC
64661/8 - 1/4 N  215 N GRAND AVE     MUSIC CENTER AHMANSON THEATRE

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

CA SLIC: SLIC Region comes from the California Regional Water Quality Control Board.

     A review of the SLIC list, as provided by EDR, and dated 07/11/2005 has revealed that there are 2
     SLIC sites within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Site ____________________     ________     ________

64R671/4 - 1/2 NE  555 W. TEMPLE STREET     CATHEDRAL OF OUR LADY OF THE A
67701/4 - 1/2 NE  555 TEMPLE     CATHEDRAL CHURCH

EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

  See the EDR Proprietary Historical Database Section for details
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Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped:

Database(s)Site Name ________________________

CA FID UST, SWEEPS USTMATERIAL TEST LABORATORY
CLEANERSMICHAL JEWELRY
CHMIRS, San Bern. Co.2904 FRONTAGE RD.
Permit
CHMIRS, SLICMAIN ST AND FIRST ST
CERCLIS, RCRA-SQG, FINDSLA PUMPING PLANT #92
SLIC, HIST USTG & L LEASE
RCRA-SQG, FINDSCALTRANS
US BROWNFIELDSLOS ANGELES CONSERVATION CORPS
SLICBURTON PLATING FACILITY (FORMER)

http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz8UG2A378Gs3GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU53WNOmdFfR8tV.XzdxD3g6ck9drV9TVGm0vxZ3xjCjDGg06GtRRaQFW5WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz8UG2A378Gs3GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU58WNOmdFfR4tV.XzdxD6g6ck9drV7TVGm0vxZ7xjCjDGg04GtRRaQFW2WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz8UG2A378Gs3GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU57WNOmdFfR8tV.XzdxD9g6ck9drV8TVGm0vxZ7xjCjDGg0AGtRRaQFW3WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz8UG2A378Gs3GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU57WNOmdFfR8tV.XzdxD7g6ck9drV3TVGm0vxZ2xjCjDGg02GtRRaQFW5WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz83G2A378Gs2GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU52WNOmdFfR5tV.XzdxD7g6ck9drV2TVGm0vxZ3xjCjDGg0BGtRRaQFW5WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz8WG2A378Gs2GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU53WNOmdFfR7tV.XzdxD8g6ck9drV2TVGm0vxZ9xjCjDGg03GtRRaQFW6WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz83G2A378Gs2GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU52WNOmdFfRBtV.XzdxDAg6ck9drV7TVGm0vxZ2xjCjDGg03GtRRaQFW4WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz83G2A378Gs2GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU5AWNOmdFfR5tV.XzdxD9g6ck9drV9TVGm0vxZ2xjCjDGg02GtRRaQFW3WCyljuMF2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Eo4IxEZDoA82pJI6txOF9.dZcdDGv4CGARQ8yu2pipu9Jbo3RQ6XitqH7HDOleF.v3y5.ufd557XicFjdHY2X5GMfv7740HEnAodc2GxI3SxJd8zNZ3VDRX3UoADI8Z82nmph3JPC4Pz63itqi2YsOkFF882HI.jPdMJ73JcbYdt34atEeNoeY3yuIr7xwU2cqZc6DHt3C.And8d27Hxpm6J9z53H6.6t2B9XsOvCFgd7S2.WgdwH49Pc.Zdxe3S7GPgvhi1lJCteGZd4FjRPEQtuuJMyRxuvQ4tEEBzoKI3IpIgtxxy2PWZ3ADz8UG2A378Gs3GfpouJnP2aE6d8tU58WNOmdFfR6tV.XzdxDAg6ck9drV5TVGm0vxZBxjCjDGg09GtRRaQFW8WCyljuMF2
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000NPL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Proposed NPL
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500CERCLIS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CERC-NFRAP
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CORRACTS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500RCRA TSD
    2  NR   NR    NR      2    0 0.250RCRA Lg. Quan. Gen.
    9  NR   NR    NR      7    2 0.250RCRA Sm. Quan. Gen.
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPERNS

STATE ASTM STANDARD

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000AWP
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Cal-Sites
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCHMIRS
   18  NR   NR     14      3    1 0.500Cortese
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Notify 65
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Toxic Pits
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500State Landfill
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500WMUDS/SWAT
   15  NR   NR     11      3    1 0.500LUST
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CA Bond Exp. Plan
   16  NR   NR    NR     12    4 0.250UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250INDIAN UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN LUST
   23  NR   NR    NR     14    9 0.250CA FID UST
   11  NR   NR    NR      9    2 0.250HIST UST
   26  NR   NR    NR     17    9 0.250SWEEPS UST

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CONSENT
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000ROD
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Delisted NPL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFINDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHMIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPMLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250MINES
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPL Liens
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPADS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500UMTRA
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ODI
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000FUDS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DOD
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000INDIAN RESERV

TC1537521.2s   Page 4



MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRAATS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTRIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSSTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFTTS

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPAST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCA WDS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500DEED
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250NFE
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250SCH
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250WIP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPEMI
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250REF
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250NFA
    2  NR   NR      2      0    0 0.500SLIC
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHAZNET
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLos Angeles Co. HMS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLA Co. Site Mitigation
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000AOCONCERN

EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

   99  NR   NR    NR     60   39 0.250Gas Stations/Dry Cleaners
    2  NR     2      0      0    0 1.000Coal Gas

BROWNFIELDS DATABASES

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US BROWNFIELDS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US INST CONTROL
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP

NOTES:

   See the EDR Proprietary Historical Database Section for details

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database

TC1537521.2s   Page 5



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24335Facility ID:

State UST:

171 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
West 200 S OLIVE ST    N/A
1 USTANGELUS PLAZA U003780778

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          7831Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
425 S MAIN ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19054663Facility ID:

FID:

215 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
North SWEEPS UST120 S OLIVE ST    N/A
2 CA FID USTMETOR RAIL S101586970

Site 1 of 2 in cluster A
305 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE SWEEPS UST208 S HILL ST    N/A
A3 CA FID USTCURRENT OCCUPANT S101587844

TC1537521.2s   Page 6



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          5504Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
208 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056058Facility ID:

FID:

CURRENT OCCUPANT  (Continued) S101587844

          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          4386Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
222 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 687-8534Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19011640Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster A
366 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South SWEEPS UST222 S HILL ST    N/A
A4 CA FID USTWEBSTER CAREER COLLEGE S101584463
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :

WEBSTER CAREER COLLEGE  (Continued) S101584463

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
1416   10TH ST
Not reportedMail To:

(818) 620-4450Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00041494Regulate ID:19023961Facility ID:

FID:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster B
366 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East 122 S HILL ST    N/A
B5 CA FID USTOFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION S101629303

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 620-5946
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD981677388EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster B
366 ft.
< 1/8 HAZNETLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East FINDS122 SO HILL ST CAD981677388
B6 RCRA-SQGCALIF STATE GARAGE 1000249801
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
and zinc)
lead, mercury, molybdenum, nickel, selenium, silver, thallium, vanadium,
(antimony, arsenic, barium, beryllium, cadmium, chromium, cobalt, copper,
Organic liquids with metals Alkaline solution (pH <UN->  12.5) with metalsWaste Category:
.3127Tons:
FresnoTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD093459485TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Treatment, TankDisposal Method:
Aqueous solution with less than 10% total organic residuesWaste Category:
.3044Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT000613893TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Unspecified solvent mixture WasteWaste Category:
.1206Tons:
FresnoTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD093459485TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Unspecified organic liquid mixtureWaste Category:
.3753Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAL000113451TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

HAZNET:

CALIF STATE GARAGE  (Continued) 1000249801
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

13 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3116
122 S HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
STATE OF CALIFContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
.7089Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAD981677388Gepaid:

CALIF STATE GARAGE  (Continued) 1000249801

                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             7011SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             91212Facility ID :
                                             1993Year :

EMISSIONS :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-03-94Act Date :
          03-05-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          7924Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017
UNK
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19013634Facility ID:

FID:

391 ft.
< 1/8 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90017
WSW EMI251 S OLIVE ST    N/A
7 CA FID USTDINWIDDLE CONSTR. CO. S101584629

TC1537521.2s   Page 10
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             2NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             1Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             1Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             7011SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             91212Facility ID :
                                             1996Year :

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             0NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             1Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             7011SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             91212Facility ID :
                                             1995Year :

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             0NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             1Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :

DINWIDDLE CONSTR. CO.  (Continued) S101584629
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-002283-000002Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-18-94Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          44-012252Board Of Equalization :
          6Number :
          2283Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          2Number Of Tanks :
          REG UNLEADEDContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          10000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-002283-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-18-94Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          44-012252Board Of Equalization :
          6Number :
          2283Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

STATE GARAGEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(818) 620-4450Telephone:TOM KAWANOContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1416 10TH STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-DEPART. OFOwner Name:41494Facility ID:

STATE GARAGEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(818) 620-4450Telephone:TOM KAWANOContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1416 10TH STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-DEPART. OFOwner Name:41494Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster B
429 ft.
< 1/8 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ENE HIST UST122 S HILL ST    N/A
B8 USTOFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION U001560532

TC1537521.2s   Page 12



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24322Facility ID:

State UST:

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          REG UNLEADEDContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          10000Capacity :

OFFICE OF FLEET ADMINISTRATION  (Continued) U001560532

 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 ASStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 10 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1991-12-11 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1991-12-10 00:00:00Release Date:
1997-08-19 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
1991-12-10 00:00:00Prelim Assess:1991-12-10 00:00:00Workplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water tableAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  HydrocarbonsChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120107Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 1 of 5 in cluster C
460 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South Cortese240 HILL ST S    N/A
C9 LUSTTIMES MIRROR S101297033

TC1537521.2s   Page 13



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Remove Free ProductAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052298 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     TIMES MIRROR SQUARE, LOS ANGELES  CA  90053RP Address:
                                                     TIME MIRRORResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     10Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     1/1/1965Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/11/1991Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     9/29/1997Date Case Last Changed on Database:
ASStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
HydrocarbonsSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
12/10/1991Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

WELL ABANDONMENT
PRODUCT REMEDIATED                                     9/24/97 -
02/18/97, F.P. SHEEN IN MW-1                                FREE
03/03/97 - GW MONITORING OF WELLS                          Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700509Global Id:
TIMES MIRROR SQUARE, LOS ANGELES  CA  90053RP Address:

 TIME MIRRORResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1997-09-29 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :

TIMES MIRROR  (Continued) S101297033

TC1537521.2s   Page 14



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

               240 HILL ST SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

ABANDONMENT
REMEDIATED                                     9/24/97 - WELL
F.P. SHEEN IN MW-1                                FREE PRODUCT
03/03/97 - GW MONITORING OF WELLS                           02/18/97,Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700509 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     12/10/1991Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     8/19/1997Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     9/25/1996Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     12/10/1991Preliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1952.6467401634376073083642517Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :

TIMES MIRROR  (Continued) S101297033

          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          5505Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
240 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19003277Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 5 in cluster C
460 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South SWEEPS UST240 S HILL ST    N/A
C10 CA FID USTCURRENT OCCUPANT S101583289

TC1537521.2s   Page 15



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :

CURRENT OCCUPANT  (Continued) S101583289

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24341Facility ID:

State UST:

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             1NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             6512SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             64408Facility ID :
                                             1990Year :

EMISSIONS :

Site 3 of 5 in cluster C
483 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South EMI245 S HILL ST    N/A
C11 USTTHE ANGELUS PLAZA U003780785

Site 4 of 5 in cluster C
483 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South SWEEPS UST245 S HILL ST    N/A
C12 CA FID USTTHE ANGELUS PLAZA S101584586

TC1537521.2s   Page 16



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          1Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          550Capacity :
          09-22-93Actv Date :
          19-050-008128-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          8128Owner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          01-14-93Created Date :
          03-18-94Act Date :
          09-22-93Ref Date :
          44-034906Board Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          8128Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
245 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 623-4352Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19013153Facility ID:

FID:

THE ANGELUS PLAZA  (Continued) S101584586

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24319Facility ID:

State UST:

490 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ENE 111 N HILL ST    N/A
13 USTCOUNTY COURT/LA CO. F.M.D.. U003879444

532 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SW FINDS251 S OLIVE CAD983658113
14 RCRA-SQGHOTEL INTER CONTINENTAL 1000819810
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 356-4064
SELWYN MENDRIESContact:

CAD983658113EPA ID:
(213) 617-3300
CAL PLAZA HOTEL LP CARE OF DANIEL MONETOwner:

RCRAInfo:

HOTEL INTER CONTINENTAL  (Continued) 1000819810

                                             8742SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             76527Facility ID :
                                             1990Year :

EMISSIONS :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-10-93Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          7310Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
255 S HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056481Facility ID:

FID:

Site 5 of 5 in cluster C
542 ft.
< 1/8 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
South EMI255 S HILL ST    N/A
C15 CA FID USTTHE RHF BUNKER HILL CORP S101588240

TC1537521.2s   Page 18



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             2NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             1Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :

THE RHF BUNKER HILL CORP  (Continued) S101588240

COURTHOUSEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERNOwner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20715Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster D
659 ft.
< 1/8 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
ENE 111 N HILL ST    N/A
D16 HIST USTCOUNTY COURTHOUSE U001562244

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.0500Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster D
659 ft.
< 1/8 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ENE CA FID UST111 N HILL ST    N/A
D17 HAZNETCOUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D. S101583951
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

3 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
.5899Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAL000014649Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.1792Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.2375Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - 3117
111 N HILL STMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELESContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
.0458Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD108040858TSD EPA ID:
CAL000010001Gepaid:

COUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D.  (Continued) S101583951

TC1537521.2s   Page 20
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-10-93Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          5Number :
          5898Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
111 N HILL ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19007548Facility ID:

FID:

COUNTY COURT/LACO F.M.D.  (Continued) S101583951

          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          7183Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90011
150 S BROADWAY
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19005822Facility ID:

FID:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster E
669 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90011
ESE SWEEPS UST150 S BROADWAY    N/A
E18 CA FID USTTRANSAMERICA OCCIDENTAL S101583738

TC1537521.2s   Page 21
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          0Number Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :

TRANSAMERICA OCCIDENTAL  (Continued) S101583738

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 687-2004
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD982430506EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
GRAND AVENUE ASSOCOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster F
685 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
West FINDS300 S GRAND CAD982430506
F19 RCRA-SQGMETROPOLITAN STUCTURE WEST 1000455475

          03-09-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          3Number :
          6522Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
300 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19007341Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster F
698 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
West SWEEPS UST300 S GRAND AVE    N/A
F20 CA FID USTBUNKER HILL ASSOCIATES S101583917
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Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-09-93Act Date :

BUNKER HILL ASSOCIATES  (Continued) S101583917

          0Number Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          7269Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
130 S BROADWAY
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19011693Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster E
726 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE SWEEPS UST130 S BROADWAY    N/A
E21 CA FID USTLOS ANGELES TIMES S101584467
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedRef Date :
          44-014697Board Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          68138Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PRODUCTStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          10000Capacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          19-050-001882-000002Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          44-002878Board Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          1882Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

          2Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PRODUCTStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          5000Capacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          19-050-001882-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          44-002878Board Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          1882Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
107 S BROADWAY
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 620-3370Facility Tel:InactiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Inactive  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00033915Regulate ID:19019019Facility ID:

FID:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster G
770 ft.
1/8-1/4 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East EMI107 S BROADWAY    N/A
G22 CA FID USTLOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD S101617142
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                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             0NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             1Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             1Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             9199SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             12615Facility ID :
                                             1996Year :

EMISSIONS :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PRODUCTStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          10000Capacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          26-000-068138-000002Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          44-014697Board Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          68138Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

          2Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PRODUCTStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          7500Capacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          26-000-068138-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :

LOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD  (Continued) S101617142

777 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SSE FINDS240 S BROADWAY 5TH FL CAD981368434
23 RCRA-SQGHIGH PERFORMANCE MAGAZINE 1000238384
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 687-3658
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD981368434EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
ASTRO ARTZOwner:

RCRAInfo:

HIGH PERFORMANCE MAGAZINE  (Continued) 1000238384

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24352Facility ID:

State UST:

780 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SW 300 S OLIVE ST    N/A
24 USTTHE ANGELUS PLAZA U003780795

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD980673743EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster G
781 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East FINDS107 S BROADWAY RM 3131 CAD980673743
G25 RCRA-SQGCALIFORNIA DEPT OF JUSTICE 1000252205
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

OFFICEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 620-3370Telephone:MEL GILLIARD,Contact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1982Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
(2)Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 107 SOUTH BROADWAY, ROOM 1007Owner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner Name:33915Facility ID:

OFFICEOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 620-3370Telephone:MEL GILLIARD,Contact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1959Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
(1)Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 107 SOUTH BROADWAY, ROOM 1007Owner Address:
STATERegion:2Total Tanks:
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner Name:33915Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster G
789 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
East 107 S BROADWAY STE 1007    N/A
G26 HIST USTLOS ANGELES STATE OFFICE BUILD U001560524

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVEMailing Address:
(323) 267-3137Telephone:
BELINDA RAMIREZContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Polychlorinated biphenyls and material containing PCB’sWaste Category:
1.15Tons:
99Tsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAC002553352Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Mailing Address:
(213) 267-2823Telephone:
LOS ANGELES COUNTYContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
2.5284Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAC001023056Gepaid:

HAZNET:

839 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES CO. HMSLOS ANGELES, CA  90063
NNW CA FID UST135 N GRAND AVE    N/A
27 HAZNETMUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO/C S101617587
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EDR ID NumberDirection
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  Los Angeles County:Region:
 OPENFacility Status:
Not reportedPermit Status:Not reportedPermit Number:
 Not reportedFacility Type:
 3FArea:
 LARegion:
 012459-012609Facility Id:

HMS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00020717Regulate ID:19006163Facility ID:

FID:

Not reportedCounty

MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO/C  (Continued) S101617587

          10-22-92Actv Date :
          19-050-001460-000002Swrcb Tank Id :
          0000001460Owner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-16-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011798Board Of Equalization :
          4Number :
          1460Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          1Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PRODUCTStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          550Capacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          19-050-001460-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          44-011798Board Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          1460Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Site 1 of 5 in cluster H
872 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
North SWEEPS UST135 N GRAND AVE    N/A
H28 USTMUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO U003780768
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24324Facility ID:

State UST:

          1Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          500Capacity :

MUSIC CENTER OPERATING CO  (Continued) U003780768

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24123Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 2 of 5 in cluster H
902 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
North 140 N GRAND AVE    N/A
H29 USTL.A. COUNTY FACILITY (PARKING) U003780560

THEATREOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000550Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20717Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 5 in cluster H
912 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
North 135 N GRAND AVE    N/A
H30 HIST USTMUSIC CENTER PAVILION THEATRE U001562348

Site 4 of 5 in cluster H
934 ft.
1/8-1/4 L.A., CA  90012
North SWEEPS UST140 N GRAND AVE    N/A
H31 CA FID USTAUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D. S101584743
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          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-09-93Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          5Number :
          5896Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

L.A., CA 90012
140 N GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19015132Facility ID:

FID:

AUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D.  (Continued) S101584743

Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00007000Tank Capacity:
#2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:WASTE OILType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00000550Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 5 of 5 in cluster H
934 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
North 140 N GRAND AVE    N/A
H32 HIST USTMALL PHASE I U001562333
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COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
#5Container Num:5Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1981Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
#4Container Num:4Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:PREMIUMType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00003000Tank Capacity:
#3Container Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:5Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20719Facility ID:

COUNTYOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:

MALL PHASE I  (Continued) U001562333

PrivateAgency Type:
Discharge Requirements. 
Active - Any facility with a continuous or seasonal discharge that is under WasteFacility Status:
Solid Waste (Class I, II or III)
Other - Does not fall into the category of Municipal/Domestic, Industrial, Agricultural orFacility Type:

0.00050 Million Gal/DayBaseline Flow:0.00050 Million Gal/DayDesign Flow:
Not reportedAgency Phone:Not reportedAgency Contact:

0Agency Address: 
MAGUIRE PROPERTIESAgency Name:

Not reportedSIC Code 2:6511SIC Code:
(213) 687-2000Facility TelephoneKarl BreitenbachFacility Contact

Los Angeles River  196000193Facility ID:
WDS:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster I
944 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW CA WDS300 S GRAND AVE    N/A
I33 USTONE CALIFORNIA PLAZA U003780794
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24351Facility ID:

State UST:

4Subregion:
Regional Board
CAG994004 The 1st 2 characters designate the state. The remaining 7 are assigned by theNPDES Number:
The facility is not a POTW.POTW:
No reclamation requirements associated with this facility.Reclamation:
Not reportedComplexity:
0Threat to Water:
hazardous wastes (E.G., inorganic salts and heavy metals) are included in this category.
because of their high concentrations (E.G., BOD, Hardness, TRF, Chloride). ’Manageable’
Designated/Influent or Solid Wastes that pose a significant threat to water quality
wastes, water ride wastewater, ground water seepage and other wastes of this type) -
Miscellaneous (Includes wastes from dewatering, recreational lake overflow, swimming poolWaste Type:

ONE CALIFORNIA PLAZA  (Continued) U003780794

CO. ARCHIVESOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1968Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20713Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster J
962 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
East 145 N BROADWAY    N/A
J34 HIST USTPHASE II MALL ARCHIVES U001562359

          Not reportedStatus :
SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
335 S OLIVE ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056244Facility ID:

FID:

994 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SW SWEEPS UST335 S OLIVE ST    N/A
35 CA FID USTBUNKER HILL ASSOC S101588012
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          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          6467Comp Number :

BUNKER HILL ASSOC  (Continued) S101588012

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          04-26-94Act Date :
          04-22-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          4286Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster K
1036 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SE 214 W 2ND ST    N/A
K36 SWEEPS USTTHE TIMES MIRROR COMPANY S106932944

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24337Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster K
1036 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
SE 214 W 2ND ST    N/A
K37 USTTHE LOS ANGELES TIMES U003780780
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

1043 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90033
NE 200 HILL    N/A
38 Cortese76 PRODUCTS STATION #1099 S105024620

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          5073Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
313 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19055961Facility ID:

FID:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster I
1046 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW SWEEPS UST313 S GRAND AVE    N/A
I39 CA FID USTROBERT F MAGUIRE III S101587751

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24326Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster J
1072 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ENE 145 N BROADWAY    N/A
J40 USTAUTO PARK 10 U003780769
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1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700505Global Id:
145 S SPRING ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:

 TIMES MIRROR CORPORATIONResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1989-03-30 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 MALCOR, JOSEPH V.Operator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  Not reportedLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1988-06-03 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1988-04-27 00:00:00Release Date:
1989-03-30 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

No Action Required - incident is minor, requiring no remedial actionAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120061Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  1ST STCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 1 of 4 in cluster L
1091 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90021
ESE Cortese145 SPRING ST S    N/A
L41 LUSTTIMES MIRROR CORPORATION S102439123
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                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2365.9537613317074026355595998Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     MALCOR, JOSEPH V.Operator :
                                                     No Action RequiredAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052404 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     145 S SPRING ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:
                                                     TIMES MIRROR CORPORATIONResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     6/3/1988Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     3/30/1989Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
4/27/1988Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

OCCURED.
DETECTION PROGRAM. IT IS UNKNOWN AT THIS TIME WHETHER A LEAK HAS
LA CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT REQUESTED LARWQCB TO CONDUCT A LEAKSummary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:

TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION  (Continued) S102439123
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               145 SPRING ST SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

PROGRAM. IT IS UNKNOWN AT THIS TIME WHETHER A LEAK HAS OCCURED.
LA CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT REQUESTED LARWQCB TO CONDUCT A LEAK DETECTIONSummary :
                                                     1ST STCross Street:
                                                     T0603700505 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     4/27/1988Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     3/30/1989Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     2/17/1989Pollution Characterization Began:

TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION  (Continued) S102439123

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
NATIONAL EMISSIONS INVENTORY
HAZARDOUS WASTE TRACKING SYSTEM-DATAMART

Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:
FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD008382400EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 1 of 4 in cluster M
1106 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90053
ESE FINDS202 WEST 1ST STREET CAD008382400
M42 RCRA-SQGTIMES MIRROR COMPANY 1000221221

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
120 S SPRING STMailing Address:
(213) 305-2484Telephone:
CHRIS ROBLES/GEN SVCS/BLG MGRContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Off-specification, aged, or surplus organicsWaste Category:
0.01Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAL000231384Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Site 2 of 4 in cluster L
1107 ft.
1/8-1/4 EMILOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE HIST UST120 S SPRING ST    N/A
L43 HAZNET07 DIST OFFICE U001560491
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

 1120 N STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:3Total Tanks:
CALIF DEPT OF TRANSPORTATIONOwner Name:68072Facility ID:

UST HIST:

11 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
120 S SPRING STMailing Address:
(213) 305-2484Telephone:
CHRIS ROBLES/GEN SVCS/BLG MGRContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Other organic solidsWaste Category:
0.84Tons:
OrangeTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAL000231384Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
120 S SPRING STMailing Address:
(213) 305-2484Telephone:
CHRIS ROBLES/GEN SVCS/BLG MGRContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Off-specification, aged, or surplus organicsWaste Category:
0.84Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAL000231384Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
120 S SPRING STMailing Address:
(213) 305-2484Telephone:
CHRIS ROBLES/GEN SVCS/BLG MGRContact:
Treatment, TankDisposal Method:
Tank bottom wasteWaste Category:
0.83Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAL000231384Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
120 S SPRING STMailing Address:
(213) 305-2484Telephone:
CHRIS ROBLES/GEN SVCS/BLG MGRContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Off-specification, aged, or surplus inorganicsWaste Category:
0.04Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAL000231384Gepaid:

07 DIST OFFICE  (Continued) U001560491
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             1NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             9611SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             1914Facility ID :
                                             1990Year :

EMISSIONS :

Not reportedOther Type:Not reportedFacility Type:
(213) 620-3964Telephone:Not reportedContact Name:
 Not reportedLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
0000000003Container Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1120 N STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:3Total Tanks:
CALIF DEPT OF TRANSPORTATIONOwner Name:68072Facility ID:

Not reportedOther Type:Not reportedFacility Type:
(213) 620-3964Telephone:Not reportedContact Name:
 Not reportedLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1983Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
0000000002Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1120 N STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:3Total Tanks:
CALIF DEPT OF TRANSPORTATIONOwner Name:68072Facility ID:

Not reportedOther Type:Not reportedFacility Type:
(213) 620-3964Telephone:Not reportedContact Name:
 Not reportedLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1960Year Installed:00003000Tank Capacity:
0000000001Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

07 DIST OFFICE  (Continued) U001560491
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Not reportedOther Type:Not reportedFacility Type:
(213) 620-3964Telephone:Not reportedContact Name:
 Not reportedLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:WASTE OILType of Fuel:
1956Year Installed:00000200Tank Capacity:
0000000001Container Num:1Tank Num:
 WASTETank Used for:
 SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
 1120 N STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
CALIF DEPT OF TRANSPORTATIONOwner Name:68203Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 4 in cluster L
1107 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 120 S SPRING ST    N/A
L44 HIST USTSUB SHOP 03 U001560541

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90039
2187 RIVERSIDE DRMailing Address:
(213) 620-3328Telephone:
RICHARD CRAWFORDContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
0.06Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980895635Gepaid:

HAZNET:

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:

FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

(213) 620-3700
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGERContact:

CAD980895635EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 4 of 4 in cluster L
1107 ft.
1/8-1/4 HAZNETLOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE FINDS120 S SPRING ST CAD980895635
L45 RCRA-SQGCALTRANS DISTRICT 7 1000419389

TC1537521.2s   Page 40



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

50 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90039
2187 RIVERSIDE DRMailing Address:
(213) 620-3328Telephone:
RICHARD CRAWFORDContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
1.51Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980895635Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90039
2187 RIVERSIDE DRMailing Address:
(213) 620-3328Telephone:
RICHARD CRAWFORDContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Other inorganic solid wasteWaste Category:
0.02Tons:
San BernardinoTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980895635Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90039
2187 RIVERSIDE DRMailing Address:
(213) 620-3328Telephone:
RICHARD CRAWFORDContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Aqueous solution with less than 10% total organic residuesWaste Category:
1.05Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980895635Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90039
2187 RIVERSIDE DRMailing Address:
(213) 620-3328Telephone:
RICHARD CRAWFORDContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Other organic solidsWaste Category:
0.12Tons:
San BernardinoTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980895635Gepaid:

CALTRANS DISTRICT 7  (Continued) 1000419389
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24370Facility ID:

State UST:

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          09-20-93Act Date :
          09-20-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          3Number :
          7905Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster N
1113 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW SWEEPS UST333 S GRAND AVE    N/A
N46 USTMAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS U003780811

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
PERMIT COMPLIANCE SYSTEM
NATIONAL EMISSIONS INVENTORY
NATIONAL COMPLIANCE DATABASE SYSTEM
HAZARDOUS WASTE TRACKING SYSTEM-DATAMART

Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:
FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

4116.00F005
4116.00F0034981.00D001

__________________________________ Quantity (Lbs)WasteQuantity (Lbs)Waste

Last Biennial Reporting Year: 2003
BIENNIAL REPORTS:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Large Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD099450504EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 1 of 4 in cluster O
1115 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNW RCRA-LQG111 N HOPE ST CAD099450504
O47 FINDSJOHN FERRARO BUILDING 1000474498
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1Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700506Global Id:
111 N. HOPE ST, RM #1116RP Address:

 MARK SEDLACEKResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 Not reportedReview Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 KURODA, RANDALLOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 <GW Qualifier :
 ATStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 0.5 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  CLOSEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1984-01-17 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1984-06-29 00:00:00Release Date:
2004-10-29 00:00:00Close Date:

 2002-12-13 00:00:00Monitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water tableAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120070Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 4 in cluster O
1115 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNW 111 HOPE ST N    N/A
O48 LUSTLA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER S106517261
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                                                     5/27/1992Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     1/17/1984Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100649W Global ID :
                                                     2600649-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2710.8267851142112053319989676Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System :
                                                     KURODA, RANDALLOperator :
                                                     Remove Free ProductAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0564428 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     111 N. HOPE ST, RM #1116RP Address:
                                                     J. ALAN WALTIResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     17.3Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     =GW Qualifier:
                                                     2/14/2002Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     8/14/2002Date Case Last Changed on Database:
ATStaff:
4Region:
Post remedial action monitoring Status:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
6/29/1984Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

2001
2000; 1/18/01 4TH QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 413/01 1ST QTR GW MON RPT
2000; 7/13/00 2ND QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 10/2000 3RD QTR GW MON RPT
11,000 GAL OF FP RECOVERED 1984-1991;  4/14/00 1ST QTR GW MON RPTSummary : 
                   2600649-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100649Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System Name:

LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER  (Continued) S106517261
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2000; 1/18/01 4TH QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 413/01 1ST QTR GW MON RPT 2001
2000; 7/13/00 2ND QTR GW MON RPT 2000; 10/2000 3RD QTR GW MON RPT
11,000 GAL OF FP RECOVERED 1984-1991;  4/14/00 1ST QTR GW MON RPTSummary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700506 Global ID :
                                                     TA-GENEnforcement Type:
                                                     6/29/1984Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     12/13/2002Post Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     9/27/1996Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:

LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER  (Continued) S106517261

          4Number :
          3631Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          REG UNLEADEDContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          12000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-003631-000002Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-10-93Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          44-013172Board Of Equalization :
          4Number :
          3631Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          3Number Of Tanks :
          REG UNLEADEDContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          12000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-003631-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-10-93Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          44-013172Board Of Equalization :
          4Number :
          3631Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Site 3 of 4 in cluster O
1115 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNW SWEEPS UST111 N HOPE ST    N/A
O49 USTGENERAL OFFICE BUILDING U003879521
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24316Facility ID:

State UST:

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          WASTE OILContent :
          WStg :
          OILTank Use :
          1000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-003631-000003Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-10-93Act Date :
          03-10-93Ref Date :
          44-013172Board Of Equalization :

GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING  (Continued) U003879521

8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000270Tank Capacity:
0109/SUMPContainer Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000270Tank Capacity:
0108/SUMPContainer Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001600Tank Capacity:
0107/CLARIContainer Num:1Tank Num:
 WASTETank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 4 of 4 in cluster O
1115 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNW 111 N HOPE ST    N/A
O50 HIST USTGENERAL OFFICE BLDG. U001560514
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 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
0113/T-23Container Num:7Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00012000Tank Capacity:
0112/T-22Container Num:6Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
01110/T-21Container Num:5Tank Num:
 WASTETank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
8 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
Not reportedYear Installed:00000270Tank Capacity:
0000000001Container Num:4Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:

GENERAL OFFICE BLDG.  (Continued) U001560514
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WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000800Tank Capacity:
0118/T-9Container Num:12Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 VisualLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00000800Tank Capacity:
0117/T-8Container Num:11Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00010000Tank Capacity:
0116/T-27Container Num:10Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
0115/T-25Container Num:9Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
 111 N. HOPE STREETOwner Address:
STATERegion:12Total Tanks:
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWEROwner Name:64836Facility ID:

WATER/ELECTRIC UTILIOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 481-4460Telephone:JOHN JENNINGSContact Name:
 NoneLeak Detection:
Not ReportedTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1964Year Installed:00001000Tank Capacity:
0114/T-24Container Num:8Tank Num:

GENERAL OFFICE BLDG.  (Continued) U001560514
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD982467581EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
STATE OF CALIFORNIAOwner:

RCRAInfo:

1129 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 120 S SPRING ST CAD982467581
51 RCRA-SQGDEPT OF TRANSPORTATION 1000393256

          5Number :
          3658Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          3000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-003658-000005Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-05-93Act Date :
          03-05-93Ref Date :
          44-008226Board Of Equalization :
          5Number :
          3658Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          3Number Of Tanks :
          WASTE OILContent :
          WStg :
          OILTank Use :
          200Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-003658-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-05-93Act Date :
          03-05-93Ref Date :
          44-008226Board Of Equalization :
          5Number :
          3658Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Site 2 of 4 in cluster M
1142 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE SWEEPS UST120 S SPRING ST    N/A
M52 USTSTATE OF CALIFORNIA U003780766
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24321Facility ID:

State UST:

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          REG UNLEADEDContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          12000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-003658-000006Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-05-93Act Date :
          03-05-93Ref Date :
          44-008226Board Of Equalization :

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  (Continued) U003780766

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24365Facility ID:

State UST:

1148 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
South 320 S BROADWAY    N/A
53 USTHALL OF RECORDS/ LA CO. F.M.D. U003780805

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
202 W   1ST ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19055742Facility ID:

FID:

Site 3 of 4 in cluster M
1156 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 202 W 1ST ST    N/A
M54 CA FID USTTHE TIMES MIRROR COMPANY S101587543
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

Not reportedCounty
LA, CA 90012 - 3816
202 W 1ST ST 1ST FLOORMailing Address:
(213) 237-5014Telephone:
M E VOJTEK SR ENV ENGINEERContact:
Disposal, OtherDisposal Method:
Other organic solidsWaste Category:
57.31Tons:
KingsTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980896229Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LA, CA 90012 - 3816
202 W 1ST ST 1ST FLOORMailing Address:
(213) 237-5014Telephone:
M E VOJTEK SR ENV ENGINEERContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
0.45Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980896229Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LA, CA 90012 - 3816
202 W 1ST ST 1ST FLOORMailing Address:
(213) 237-5014Telephone:
M E VOJTEK SR ENV ENGINEERContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Other inorganic solid wasteWaste Category:
0.75Tons:
99Tsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980896229Gepaid:

HAZNET:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Large Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD980896229EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 4 of 4 in cluster M
1156 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE RCRA-LQG202 W 1ST ST CAD980896229
M55 HAZNETLOS ANGELES TIMES - LOS ANGELES 1000102051
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

217 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Not reportedCounty
LA, CA 90012 - 3816
202 W 1ST ST 1ST FLOORMailing Address:
(213) 237-5014Telephone:
M E VOJTEK SR ENV ENGINEERContact:
Transfer StationDisposal Method:
Other inorganic solid wasteWaste Category:
0.03Tons:
OrangeTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980896229Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
LA, CA 90012 - 3816
202 W 1ST ST 1ST FLOORMailing Address:
(213) 237-5014Telephone:
M E VOJTEK SR ENV ENGINEERContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Photochemicals/photoprocessing wasteWaste Category:
0.47Tons:
KernTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAD980896229Gepaid:

LOS ANGELES TIMES - LOS ANGELES  (Continued) 1000102051

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90020
ISDMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
Not reportedContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
.2085Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAC000907024Gepaid:

HAZNET:

1169 ft. SWEEPS UST
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES CO. HMSLOS ANGELES, CA  90063
ENE CA FID UST145 N BROADWAY    N/A
56 HAZNETPHASE II MALL ARCHIVES S101617589
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          1Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          5000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-001456-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-09-93Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011798Board Of Equalization :
          4Number :
          1456Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

  Los Angeles County:Region:
 OPENFacility Status:
Not reportedPermit Status:Not reportedPermit Number:
 Not reportedFacility Type:
 3FArea:
 LARegion:
 012458-012608Facility Id:

HMS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00020713Regulate ID:19055401Facility ID:

FID:

PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES  (Continued) S101617589

Site 1 of 2 in cluster P
1192 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SW SWEEPS UST363 S OLIVE ST    N/A
P57 CA FID USTCOMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY S101582707
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Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          6934Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013
363 S OLIVE ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19001145Facility ID:

FID:

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY  (Continued) S101582707

  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1986-01-17 00:00:00Release Date:
1996-07-19 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900130025Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  4THCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster P
1205 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SW Cortese363 OLIVE    N/A
P58 LUSTTHE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN S101297179
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Map ID
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Distance
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                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     3/27/1992Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
1/17/1986Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

LDP APPROVED 02/86. PLAN NOT YET IMPLEMENTED.Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700540Global Id:
363 S OLIVE ST, LOS ANGELES  CA  90013                     DRP Address:

 MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDINGResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1992-03-27 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :

THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN  (Continued) S101297179
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

LDP APPROVED 02/86. PLAN NOT YET IMPLEMENTED.Summary :
                                                     4THCross Street:
                                                     T0603700540 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     1/17/1986Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/19/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     6/16/1988Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1612.209829764908241499506889Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0513411 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     363 S OLIVE ST, LOS ANGELES  CA  90013RP Address:
                                                     MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDINGResponsible Party:

THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN  (Continued) S101297179

Not ReportedTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1969Year Installed:00000550Tank Capacity:
1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
 1100 N. EASTERN AVE.Owner Address:
STATERegion:1Total Tanks:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MECHANICALOwner Name:20712Facility ID:

UST HIST:

1211 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
North 215 N GRAND AVE    N/A
59 HIST USTMUSIC CENTER ALMANSON THEATRE U001562347
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THEATREOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 267-2242Telephone:L.A. COUNTY MECHANICAL DEPARTMContact Name:
 Stock InventorLeak Detection:

MUSIC CENTER ALMANSON THEATRE  (Continued) U001562347

Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24372Facility ID:

State UST:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster N
1226 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW 350 S GRAND AVE    N/A
N60 USTMETROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W.INC U003780813

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LA, CA 90071
333 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 253-4200Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19056538Facility ID:

FID:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster N
1230 ft.
1/8-1/4 LA, CA  90071
WSW 333 S GRAND AVE    N/A
N61 CA FID USTMAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS S101588293

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAT000623892EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster Q
1253 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
West HAZNET715 W THIRD ST CAT000623892
Q62 RCRA-SQGFIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CTL PLT 1000209625
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Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Liquids with halogenated organic compounds > 1000 mg/lWaste Category:
0.39Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 895-5676Telephone:
CENTRAL PLANTS INCContact:
RecyclerDisposal Method:
Waste oil and mixed oilWaste Category:
.3753Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAT080013352TSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 895-5676Telephone:
CENTRAL PLANTS INCContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
.5056Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 895-5676Telephone:
CENTRAL PLANTS INCContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Other inorganic solid wasteWaste Category:
1.2500Tons:
ImperialTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD000633164TSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

HAZNET:

No violations foundViolation Status:

FIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CTL PLT  (Continued) 1000209625
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29 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Not reportedCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90030 - 0900
PO BOX 30900Mailing Address:
(213) 244-4195Telephone:
STANLEY ZISON DIR SAFETY & ENVContact:
Disposal, OtherDisposal Method:
Unspecified oil-containing wasteWaste Category:
0.85Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT000623892Gepaid:

FIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CTL PLT  (Continued) 1000209625

          AStatus :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          15000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-000881-000002Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-15-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011463Board Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          881Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          4Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          15000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-000881-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-15-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011463Board Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          881Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster Q
1282 ft.
1/8-1/4 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90071
West EMI715 W 3RD ST    N/A
Q63 USTCENTRAL PLANTS INC U003780871
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MAP FINDINGS
Map ID
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                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             4961SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             9053Facility ID :
                                             2001Year :

                                                       1Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             1Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             1SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             80NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             52Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             36Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             383Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             4961SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             9053Facility ID :
                                             1996Year :

EMISSIONS :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          UNKNOWNContent :
          PStg :
          CHEMICALTank Use :
          750Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-000881-000004Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-15-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011463Board Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          881Comp Number :
          AStatus :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          5000Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-000881-000003Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-15-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011463Board Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          881Comp Number :

CENTRAL PLANTS INC  (Continued) U003780871
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
24442Facility ID:

State UST:

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             5NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             6Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             3Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             22Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             4961SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             9053Facility ID :
                                             2003Year :

                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             5NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             6Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             3Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             22Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             4961SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             9053Facility ID :
                                             2002Year :

                                                       1Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             1Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             49NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             22Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             12Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             128Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             BConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             YCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :

CENTRAL PLANTS INC  (Continued) U003780871
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DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.310 inchesTank Construction:Not reportedType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00000750Tank Capacity:
4Container Num:4Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.372 inchesTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00005000Tank Capacity:
3Container Num:3Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.372 inchesTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00015000Tank Capacity:
2Container Num:2Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

DISTRICT HTG/COOLINGOther Type:OtherFacility Type:
(213) 623-2563Telephone:HARRY KANGASContact Name:
 Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
.372 inchesTank Construction:DIESELType of Fuel:
1966Year Installed:00015000Tank Capacity:
#1Container Num:1Tank Num:
 PRODUCTTank Used for:
 COMMERCE, CA 90040
 6055 E. WASHINGTON BLVD.Owner Address:
STATERegion:4Total Tanks:
CENTRAL PLANTS, INC.Owner Name:7806Facility ID:

UST HIST:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster Q
1282 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
West 715 W 3RD ST    N/A
Q64 HIST USTBUNKER HILL U001560700
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                                                       0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers and Smaller Tons/Yr :
                                             0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr :
                                             0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                             1NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                             0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                             0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                             19County ID :
                                             19County Code :
                                             Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule :
                                             Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System :
                                             SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name :
                                             SCAir Basin :
                                             6512SIC Code :
                                             SCAir District Code :
                                             87213Facility ID :
                                             1995Year :

EMISSIONS :

          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          04-25-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          1Number :
          7596Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
300 S GRAND AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 687-2160Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19045547Facility ID:

FID:

1292 ft.
1/8-1/4 SWEEPS USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW EMI350 S GRAND AVE    N/A
65 CA FID USTMETROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W. INC S101586344
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          1Number Of Tanks :
          DIESELContent :
          PStg :
          M.V. FUELTank Use :
          550Capacity :
          04-20-88Actv Date :
          19-050-001455-000001Swrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          ATank Status :
          02-29-88Created Date :
          03-16-94Act Date :
          03-09-93Ref Date :
          44-011798Board Of Equalization :
          5Number :
          1455Comp Number :
          AStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063
1100 N EASTERN AVE
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 267-2242Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
00020712Regulate ID:19031721Facility ID:

FID:

1305 ft.
1/8-1/4 LOS ANGELES, CA  90063
North SWEEPS UST215 N GRAND AVE    N/A
66 CA FID USTMUSIC CENTER AHMANSON THEATRE S101617586

                    PETSubstance Released :
                    Not reportedFacility Status :
                    Not reportedRecent Dtw :
                    Not reportedResponsible Party :
                    827Lead Agency Case Number :
                    LOS ANGELES RWQCB (REGION 4)Lead Agency :
                    J. T. LIULead Agency Contact :
                    SLICSITEAssigned Name :
                    STATERegion :
                    SLT4L8271878Global Id :

CA STATE SLIC :

Site 1 of 2 in cluster R
1500 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  
NE 555 W. TEMPLE STREET    N/A
R67 SLICCATHEDRAL OF OUR LADY OF THE ANGELS S106485974
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                   DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700533Global Id:
500 WEST TEMPLE AVE, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:

 L.A. COUNTY HALL OF ADMINIST.Responsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1990-09-06 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 SARACCO, STEVEOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  PipingLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Inventory ControlHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1988-05-11 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1986-10-09 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1987-11-10 00:00:00Release Date:
1990-09-06 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120389Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  GRANDCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster R
1521 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NNE Cortese500 TEMPLE ST W    N/A
R68 LUSTLA CO HALL OF ADMINIST. S102432399
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                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     11/10/1987Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     PipingLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Inventory ControlHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     10/9/1986Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100649W Global ID :
                                                     2600649-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1525.2275374567153284021524833Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System :
                                                     SARACCO, STEVEOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0573048 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     500 WEST TEMPLE AVE, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012RP Address:
                                                     L.A. COUNTY HALL OF ADMINIST.Responsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     5/11/1988Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     9/6/1990Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
11/10/1987Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

Not reportedSummary : 
                   2600649-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100649Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:

LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.  (Continued) S102432399
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               500 TEMPLE ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     GRANDCross Street:
                                                     T0603700533 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     11/10/1987Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     9/6/1990Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:

LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST.  (Continued) S102432399

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

1566 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ENE 301 BROADWAY    N/A
69 CorteseFACILITY 10723-2 S105024588

 VOCsSubstance:
 JTLStaff:
 0827SLIC
 4Region:
 ClosureFacility Status:

SLIC Region 4:

1610 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NE 555 TEMPLE    N/A
70 SLICCATHEDRAL CHURCH S103547098

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Large Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAT080022809EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
NOT REQUIREDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

UST
RCRA-LQG

1651 ft. Cortese
1/4-1/2 LUSTLOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW HAZNET420 S GRAND CAT080022809
71 FINDSPACIFIC BELL 1000250339
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Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701232Global Id:
100 N STONEMAN, RM #120, ALHAMBRA CA 91801RP Address:

 PACIFIC BELLResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1997-02-28 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 OLD CASE #012391-03Operator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1991-01-23 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1990-12-10 00:00:00Release Date:
1997-03-13 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900710016Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT INFORMATION SYSTEM
HAZARDOUS WASTE TRACKING SYSTEM-DATAMART

Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site:
FINDS:

No violations foundViolation Status:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339

TC1537521.2s   Page 68



MAP FINDINGS
Map ID

EDR ID NumberDirection
Distance

EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteDistance (ft.)

                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1769.4992621950073388176431721Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     OLD CASE #012391-03Operator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.051262 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     100 N STONEMAN, RM #120, ALHAMBRA CA 91801RP Address:
                                                     PACIFIC BELLResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     1/23/1991Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     2/28/1997Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
12/10/1990Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

BETWEEN GRAND AND OLIVE.
433 S OLIVE ARE ALL THE SAME FACILITY. BLDG TAKES UP THEBLOCK
PACIFIC BELL LOS ANGELES COMPLEX LOCATED AT 420/434 S GRAND ANDSummary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339
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Not reportedCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095 3E000Mailing Address:
(925) 867-5741Telephone:
SHARON BAYLE/STAFF ASSOCContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
1.68Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095Mailing Address:
(925) 823-6161Telephone:
PACIFIC BELLContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
.8428Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD067786749TSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

Los AngelesCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095Mailing Address:
(925) 823-6161Telephone:
PACIFIC BELLContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
1.6856Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

HAZNET:

AND OLIVE.
OLIVE ARE ALL THE SAME FACILITY. BLDG TAKES UP THEBLOCK BETWEEN GRAND
PACIFIC BELL LOS ANGELES COMPLEX LOCATED AT 420/434 S GRAND AND 433 SSummary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603701232 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     12/10/1990Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     3/13/1997Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     10/25/1996Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     12/10/1990Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339
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Los Angeles, Los Angeles CountyLocal Agency:
STATERegion:
1Total Tanks:
23913Facility ID:

State UST:

               420 GRAND AVE SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

13 additional CA HAZNET record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

Los AngelesCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095Mailing Address:
(925) 823-6161Telephone:
PACIFIC BELLContact:
Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
29.4980Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

Not reportedCounty
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 - 0995
PO BOX 5095 3E000Mailing Address:
(925) 867-5741Telephone:
SHARON BAYLE/STAFF ASSOCContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
0.27Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
Not reportedTSD EPA ID:
CAT080022809Gepaid:

PACIFIC BELL  (Continued) 1000250339

Not reportedClose Date:
 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
1987-02-04 00:00:00Confirm Leak:1987-02-04 00:00:00Review Date:
  Leak being confirmedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  Waste OilChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900710034Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  5TH STCross Street:

State LUST:

2001 ft. SWEEPS UST
1/4-1/2 CA FID USTLOS ANGELES, CA  90071
West Cortese400 FLOWER ST S    N/A
72 LUSTARCO PARKING STRUCTURE S101586515
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                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     4/23/1987Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     8/10/1987Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Leak being confirmedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
Waste OilSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
2/4/1987Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

Not reportedSummary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701234Global Id:
444 S FLOWER ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90017RP Address:

 ARCOResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 1987-02-04 00:00:00Stop Date :
 1987-08-10 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Tank ClosureHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1987-04-23 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1987-02-04 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1987-02-04 00:00:00Release Date:

ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE  (Continued) S101586515
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               400 FLOWER ST SFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     5TH STCross Street:
                                                     T0603701234 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     2/4/1987Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     2/4/1987Date Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     2/4/1987Date The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Tank ClosureHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     2/4/1987Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2439.2347312715564438223653667Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052674 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     444 S FLOWER ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90017RP Address:
                                                     ARCOResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :

ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE  (Continued) S101586515
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          Not reportedNumber Of Tanks :
          Not reportedContent :
          Not reportedStg :
          Not reportedTank Use :
          Not reportedCapacity :
          Not reportedActv Date :
          Not reportedSwrcb Tank Id :
          Not reportedOwner Tank Id :
          Not reportedTank Status :
          Not reportedCreated Date :
          Not reportedAct Date :
          Not reportedRef Date :
          Not reportedBoard Of Equalization :
          Not reportedNumber :
          4510Comp Number :
          Not reportedStatus :

SWEEPS:

Not reportedComments:
Not reportedEPA ID:

00/00/00Modified:10/22/93Creation:
Not reportedNPDES No:Not reportedDUNs No:
Not reportedContact Tel:Not reportedContact:

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
400 S FLOWER ST
Not reportedMail To:

(213) 000-0000Facility Tel:ActiveStatus:
Not reportedSIC Code:Not reportedCortese Code:

Active  Underground Storage Tank LocationReg By:
Not reportedRegulate ID:19053089Facility ID:

FID:

ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE  (Continued) S101586515

 1992-11-04 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1992-10-19 00:00:00Release Date:
1996-07-19 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120252Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  BROADWAYCross Street:

State LUST:

2046 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  
SE Cortese214 002ND ST E    N/A
73 LUSTLOS ANGELES TIMES S104406275
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                                                     LOS ANGELES TIMESResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     11/4/1992Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     11/10/1992Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
10/19/1992Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

Not reportedSummary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700521Global Id:
145 S SPRING ST, 9TH FL, SAFETY DEPT, LA  CA  90053        DRP Address:

 LOS ANGELES TIMESResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1992-11-10 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 OLD CASE #111092-01Operator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:

LOS ANGELES TIMES  (Continued) S104406275
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               214 002ND ST EFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     BROADWAYCross Street:
                                                     T0603700521 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     10/19/1992Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/19/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     8/21/1992Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2218.0336620359892245006855142Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     OLD CASE #111092-01Operator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0499191 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     145 S SPRING ST, 9TH FL, SAFETY DEPT, LA  CA  90053RP Address:

LOS ANGELES TIMES  (Continued) S104406275

  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900130052Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  OLIVE & GRANDCross Street:

State LUST:

2101 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90013
SW Cortese501 005TH ST W    N/A
74 LUSTSOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER S102437788
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4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
2/17/1989Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

12/23/98 - CASE REVIEW
NEED TO VISIT LA CO ASSESSOR FOR CURRENT OWNER,INFO LTR 3/12/97; Summary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700542Global Id:
555 W. 5TH ST., SUITE #700RP Address:

 MIKE HENEFENTResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1990-04-17 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 ADDRESSES 501 THROUGH 503Operator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 <GW Qualifier :
 ATStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  2APriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 2 Parts per BillionMax MTBE GW :
 1965-01-01 00:00:00MTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Subsurface MonitoringHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 Not reportedEnter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1989-01-17 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1989-02-17 00:00:00Release Date:
2001-06-06 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:

SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER  (Continued) S102437788
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               501 005TH ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

12/23/98 - CASE REVIEW
NEED TO VISIT LA CO ASSESSOR FOR CURRENT OWNER,INFO LTR 3/12/97; Summary :
                                                     OLIVE & GRANDCross Street:
                                                     T0603700542 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     2/17/1989Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     6/6/2001Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     3/1/1989Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Subsurface MonitoringHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     1/17/1989Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1272.7994321393827397328468529Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :
                                                     ADDRESSES 501 THROUGH 503Operator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     2APriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0495171 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     555 W. 5TH ST., SUITE #700RP Address:
                                                     MIKE HENEFENTResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     2Hist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     <GW Qualifier:
                                                     1/1/1965Historical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate Leak Record Entered:
                                                     4/17/1990Date Case Last Changed on Database:
ATStaff:

SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER  (Continued) S102437788
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                   Not reportedWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700581Global Id:
600 S SPRING ST, SUITE 200, LOS ANGELES  CA  90014         DRP Address:

 CITY OF LOS ANGELESResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1989-04-07 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 CENTRAL LIBRARY PARKING LOTOperator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1984-11-09 00:00:00Release Date:
1996-07-24 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900170016Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 1 of 2 in cluster S
2213 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90017
WSW Cortese630 005TH    N/A
S75 LUSTLA CITY GENERAL SERVICES S100866067
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                                                     4/21/1988Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     Not reportedW Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedAssigned Name :
                                                     1864.3867231258478104662997962Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     Not reportedWater System :
                                                     CENTRAL LIBRARY PARKING LOTOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.050342 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     600 S SPRING ST, SUITE 200, LOS ANGELES  CA  90014RP Address:
                                                     CITY OF LOS ANGELESResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     4/7/1989Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
11/9/1984Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

04/89 REPORT HAS BEEN DELAYED
LIBRARY. (3/88)LIBRARY REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE GROUNDWATER.
SA WORK COMPLETED. CLEANUP PLANNED DURING CONSTRUCTION OFSummary : 
                   Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:

LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES  (Continued) S100866067
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

BEEN DELAYED
(3/88)LIBRARY REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE GROUNDWATER. 04/89 REPORT HAS
SA WORK COMPLETED. CLEANUP PLANNED DURING CONSTRUCTION OF LIBRARY.Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603700581 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     11/9/1984Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/24/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:

LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES  (Continued) S100866067

 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  CorrosionLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  OMHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1987-08-14 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1987-07-31 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1987-08-04 00:00:00Release Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Pollution CharacterizationStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  Waste OilChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900710043Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  4TH STCross Street:

State LUST:

Site 2 of 2 in cluster S
2213 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
SW Cortese633 5TH    N/A
S76 LUSTLIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI S104406319
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                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0529799 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     445 S. FIGUEROA ST., LOS ANGELES, CA 90071RP Address:
                                                     TURNER CONSTRUCTIONResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     8/14/1987Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     3/3/2000Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Pollution CharacterizationStatus:
SoilCase Type:
Waste OilSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
8/4/1987Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

FOR LIBRARY SQUARE . (SEE INFORM. LTR PRIOR  3/3/00)
ADDRESS FOR TURNER CONSTRUCTION WHO WAS THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTOR
OLD CASE #005057; 445 S. FIGUEROA ST. LOS ANGELES IS  OFFICESummary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701235Global Id:
445 S. FIGUEROA ST., LOS ANGELES, CA 90071RP Address:

 TURNER CONSTRUCTIONResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 1987-08-04 00:00:00Stop Date :
 2000-03-03 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 TODD, WILLIAMOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :

LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI  (Continued) S104406319
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

SQUARE . (SEE INFORM. LTR PRIOR  3/3/00)
FOR TURNER CONSTRUCTION WHO WAS THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTOR FOR LIBRARY
OLD CASE #005057; 445 S. FIGUEROA ST. LOS ANGELES IS  OFFICE ADDRESSSummary :
                                                     4TH STCross Street:
                                                     T0603701235 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     8/4/1987Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     8/4/1987Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     8/4/1987Date The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     CorrosionCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     OMHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     7/31/1987Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     1919.9624139828820275426704634Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     TODD, WILLIAMOperator :

LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI  (Continued) S104406319

 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 Not reportedDiscover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1998-06-17 00:00:00Release Date:
1998-06-17 00:00:00Close Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Local AgencyLead Agency:
  1Chemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900710025Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  Not reportedCross Street:

State LUST:

2241 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90071
WSW Cortese444 FLOWER    N/A
77 LUSTFORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI S103438000
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                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     6/29/1998Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     6/17/1998Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
1Substance:
19050Local Agency:
Local AgencyLead Agency:
6/17/1998Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

Not reportedSummary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603701233Global Id:
Not reportedRP Address:

 BLANK RPResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1998-06-17 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  Not reportedLeak Source:
  Not reportedLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1998-06-29 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:

FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI  (Continued) S103438000
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               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Summary :
                                                     Not reportedCross Street:
                                                     T0603701233 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     6/17/1998Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     6/17/1998Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedLeak Source:
                                                     Not reportedCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2283.5402581688112584998334621Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.052134 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     Not reportedRP Address:
                                                     BLANK RPResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:

FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI  (Continued) S103438000

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

2251 ft.
1/4-1/2 , CA  90013
SSE 322 LOS ANGELES    N/A
78 CorteseB EITLING P OPE TY #1 S105022418
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                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700532Global Id:
419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL.RP Address:

 MR. RENE VILLA-AGUSTINResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 1986-06-16 00:00:00Stop Date :
 1999-09-21 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 CECStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 3910Local Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  PipingLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Tank TestHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1986-12-31 00:00:00Enter Date :
  SELEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1986-06-13 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1986-06-16 00:00:00Release Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
1986-06-16 00:00:00Confirm Leak:1986-06-16 00:00:00Review Date:
  Leak being confirmedStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120361Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  1ST STCross Street:

State LUST:

2266 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NW Cortese108 FREMONT AVE N    N/A
79 LUSTFIRE STATION #3 S105035331
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                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     6/16/1986Date Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     6/16/1986Date The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     PipingLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Tank TestHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     6/13/1986Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100649W Global ID :
                                                     2600649-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     3281.0564667090121895117585445Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     DAVE GRIFFITH L A D W PWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     3910Local Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0583237 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL.RP Address:
                                                     MR. RENE VILLA-AGUSTINResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/31/1986Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     9/21/1999Date Case Last Changed on Database:
CECStaff:
4Region:
Leak being confirmedStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
6/16/1986Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

90013)
ALSO RP ADDRESS (419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL., LOS ANGELES, CASummary : 
                   2600649-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100649Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:

FIRE STATION #3  (Continued) S105035331
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               108 FREMONT AVE NFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

ALSO RP ADDRESS (419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL., LOS ANGELES, CA 90013)Summary :
                                                     1ST STCross Street:
                                                     T0603700532 Global ID :
                                                     SELEnforcement Type:
                                                     6/16/1986Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:

FIRE STATION #3  (Continued) S105035331

               Not reportedFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

Los AngelesCounty
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
900 LYONMailing Address:
(000) 000-0000Telephone:
Not reportedContact:
Not reportedDisposal Method:
Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
4.2140Tons:
Los AngelesTsd County:
Los AngelesGen County:
CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
CAD982030405Gepaid:

HAZNET:

No violations foundViolation Status:

Not reportedTSDF Activities:
Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:

Not reportedContact:

CAD982030405EPA ID:
(415) 555-1212
SO CALIF RTDOwner:

RCRAInfo:

2284 ft.
1/4-1/2 CorteseLOS ANGELES, CA  90013
South HAZNET425 MAIN ST CAD982030405
80 RCRA-SQGMETRO RAIL CONSTRUCTION PROJ 1000366293

               151 SAN PEDRO ST NFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

2392 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 151 SAN PEDRO ST N    N/A
81 CortesePARKER CENTER S101297231
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                   UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System Name:
1Mtbe Fuel:
0MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700503Global Id:
376 S VALENCIA AVE, RM F-107, BREA CA 92621                DRP Address:

 UNOCAL CORPResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1999-06-24 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 Not reportedOperator :
 UNNAMED BASINHydr Basin #:
 Not reportedSoil Qualifier :
 Not reportedMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 UNKStaff :
 Not reportedBeneficial:
 Not reportedLocal Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  UNKLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 YesInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Not reportedHow Discovered:
 PEJStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1987-09-09 00:00:00Enter Date :
  Not reportedEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1993-11-15 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1986-10-24 00:00:00Release Date:
1996-07-30 00:00:00Close Date:

 1988-01-07 00:00:00Monitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
Not reportedPrelim Assess:Not reportedWorkplan:
1993-11-23 00:00:00Confirm Leak:1993-11-23 00:00:00Review Date:

Remove Free Product - remove floating product from water tableAbate Method:
  Case ClosedStatus:
  Other ground water affectedCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  GasolineChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120043Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  BEAUDRYCross Street:

State LUST:

2466 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
NW Cortese1031 002ND ST W    N/A
82 LUSTUNOCAL #0122 S104406270
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                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     11/23/1993Date Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     UNKLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     11/15/1993Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0607701254W Global ID :
                                                     3901254-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     3134.2823700919786695898075162Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     UNOCAL - JIM SCOTTWater System :
                                                     Not reportedOperator :
                                                     Remove Free ProductAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     PEJLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0576837 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     YesSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     376 S VALENCIA AVE, RM F-107, BREA CA 92621RP Address:
                                                     UNOCAL CORPResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     0Hist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     NDSoil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     9/9/1987Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     6/24/1999Date Case Last Changed on Database:
UNKStaff:
4Region:
Case ClosedStatus:
GroundwaterCase Type:
GasolineSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
10/24/1986Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

DISPENSER REPLACEMENT
SOIL SAMPLING RPT FOR TANK TOP UPGRADE & PRODUCT LINE AND
                                                      11/19/98 -
FREE PRODUCT REMOVED BY BOILING. MONITORING PROGRAM IN PROGRESS. Summary : 
                   3901254-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0607701254Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:

UNOCAL #0122  (Continued) S104406270
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               1031 002ND ST WFac Address 2: 
               CORTESERegion: 

CORTESE:

REPLACEMENT
SAMPLING RPT FOR TANK TOP UPGRADE & PRODUCT LINE AND DISPENSER
                                                 11/19/98 - SOIL
FREE PRODUCT REMOVED BY BOILING. MONITORING PROGRAM IN PROGRESS.      Summary :
                                                     BEAUDRYCross Street:
                                                     T0603700503 Global ID :
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                                                     10/24/1986Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     7/30/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                     1/7/1988Post Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:

UNOCAL #0122  (Continued) S104406270

 Not reportedBeneficial:
 2220Local Case # :
  Not reportedPriority:
  MTBE Detected. Site tested for MTBE & MTBE detectedMTBE Tested:
 Not reportedMax MTBE GW :
 Not reportedMTBE Date :
  TankLeak Source:
  UNKLeak Cause:
 Not reportedInterim :
  Not reportedHow Stopped:
  Tank TestHow Discovered:
 Not reportedStaff Initials:
  Not reportedFunding:
 1991-12-12 00:00:00Enter Date :
  SELEnf Type:
 Not reportedEnforcement Dt :
 1990-06-22 00:00:00Discover Date :
 Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :

1990-07-02 00:00:00Release Date:
Not reportedClose Date:

 Not reportedMonitoring:
 Not reportedRemed Action:
Not reportedRemed Plan:Not reportedPollution Char:
1990-07-02 00:00:00Prelim Assess:1990-07-02 00:00:00Workplan:
Not reportedConfirm Leak:Not reportedReview Date:
  Preliminary site assessment underwayStatus:
  Soil onlyCase Type:
  19050Local Agency :
  Regional BoardLead Agency:
  DieselChemical:
  Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
  900120352Case Number
  Not reportedQty Leaked:
  001ST STCross Street:

State LUST:

2586 ft.
1/4-1/2 LOS ANGELES, CA  90012
ESE 151 JUDGE JOHN AISO    N/A
83 LUSTPARKER CENTER S106116238
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                                                     DEPT. OF GEN’L SVCOperator :
                                                     Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                     Not reportedSubstance Quantity :
                                                     2220Local Case No :
                                                     Not reportedSuspended :
                                                     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id :
                                                     Not reportedPriority :
                                                     Not reportedBeneficial Use :
                                                     Not reportedLocal Agency Staff:
                                                     34.0496911 / -1Lat / Long :
                                                     LUSTProgram :
                                                     Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                     419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL.RP Address:
                                                     MR. RENE VILLA-AGUSTINResponsible Party:
                                                     Not reportedOwner Contact:
                                                     04Regional Board:
                                                     Not reported Organization :
                                                     Los AngelesCounty:
                                                     .005Hist Max MTBE Conc in Soil :
                                                     Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                     <Soil Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                     Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                     12/12/1991Date Leak Record Entered:
                                                     5/16/1996Date Case Last Changed on Database:
JWStaff:
4Region:
Preliminary site assessment underwayStatus:
SoilCase Type:
DieselSubstance:
19050Local Agency:
Regional BoardLead Agency:
7/2/1990Report Date:

LUST Region 4:

REFER TO LA CITY FD. FOR SITE ADDRESSSummary : 
                   2600582-001GENWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                   W0605100582Waste Discharge Global ID:
                   0Distance To Lust:
                   Not reportedWell Name:
                   YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System Name:
0Mtbe Fuel:
1MTBE Conc:
Not reportedContact Person:
Not reportedOrg Name:
T0603700531Global Id:
419 S. SPRING ST., 12TH FL.RP Address:

 MR. RENE VILLA-AGUSTINResponsible Party
 Not reportedWork Suspended :
 Not reportedStop Date :
 1996-05-16 00:00:00Review Date :

LUSTOversight Prgm:
 DEPT. OF GEN’L SVCOperator :
 SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
 <Soil Qualifier :
 0.005 Parts per MillionMax MTBE Soil :
 Not reportedGW Qualifier :
 JWStaff :

PARKER CENTER  (Continued) S106116238
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REFER TO LA CITY FD. FOR SITE ADDRESSSummary :
                                                     001ST STCross Street:
                                                     T0603700531 Global ID :
                                                     SELEnforcement Type:
                                                     7/2/1990Date Leak First Reported:
                                                     Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                     Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                     Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                     Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                     Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                     7/2/1990Preliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                     Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                     Not reportedDate Confirmation Leak Began:
                                                     Not reportedDate The Leak was Stopped:
                                                     TankLeak Source:
                                                     UNKCause of Leak:
                                                     Not reportedHow the Leak was Stopped:
                                                     Tank TestHow the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     6/22/1990Date the Leak was Discovered:
                                                     Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                     W0605100582W Global ID :
                                                     2600582-001GENAssigned Name :
                                                     2716.6851966966848129627837016Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft) :
                                                     Not reportedWell Name :
                                                     YMCA CAMP OF LOS ANGELES 2Water System :

PARKER CENTER  (Continued) S106116238
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Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES431 W 2DADAMS J R1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES431 W 2DADAMS JAS1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SSECALOS ANGELES426 W 2DBOEHNER OLIVER1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8NNWCALOS ANGELES139 S OLIVE STBRIGGS W M1933
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES431 W 2DCAPLAN NATHAN1929
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES431 W 2DCAPLAN NATHAN1924
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers< 1/8SSECALOS ANGELES426 W 2DCHAPMAN JACOB1924
Gasoline And Oil Service Station< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES208 S GRAND AVECOWELL   HERMAN1929
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES208 S GRAND AVECOWELL C A1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8ENECALOS ANGELES104 N HILL STDEL PRATO JOHN1937
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES313 W 2DDURAND ALEX1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES321 W 2DDURRAND ALEX1933
Automobile Repairing< 1/8SWCABURBANK264   S OLIVE STFISCHER S AUTO REPAIRING1937
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8ENECALOS ANGELES101 S HILL STFREEMAN H V1933
Gasoline And Oil Service Station< 1/8ENECALOS ANGELES101 S HILL STFREEMAN H V1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8ENECALOS ANGELES424 W 1ST TERFUJII H1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8ENECALOS ANGELES424 W 1ST TERFUJII HIDEICH1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SouthCALOS ANGELES256 S HILL STGROSS A M1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES209 S GRAND AVEHALLNER H F1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES209 S GRAND AVEHALLNER H F1933
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES209 S GRAND AVEHALLNER H F1924
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES331 W 2DJEROME JOS1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES329 W 2DJEROME JOS1933
Laundries Oriental< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERLEE WONG1942
Laundries Oriental< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERLEE WONG1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES203 S GRAND AVELUCAS ANNA MRS1937
Automobile Repairing< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES515 W 2D S PEDROMAHONY T F1924
Laundries Oriental< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES427 W 2DNEW TUNNEL LAUNDRY1929
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations< 1/8WNWCALOS ANGELES208 S GRAND AVEPASSINO R A1942
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8NNWCALOS ANGELES116 S GRAND AVEREMERO FRANK1929
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8NNWCALOS ANGELES116 S GRAND AVEREMERO FRANK1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES528 W 1ST TERSIMONS SAML1937
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES329 W 2DSPECTOR   JEROME1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES318 W 2DSTANMAN DANL1937
Laundries Oriental< 1/8SECALOS ANGELES315 W 2DSUE S H1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners< 1/8SWCALOS ANGELES256 S OLIVE STTROTTER W H1937
Laundries Chinese< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERWONG LEE1937
Laundries Chinese< 1/8NorthCALOS ANGELES530 W 1ST TERWONG LEE1933
Laundries Oriental< 1/8SWCALOS ANGELES259 S OLIVE STYEE HENRY1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES309 W 1ST TERAMBO TORRAICHI1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STARTUSY M G1937
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4SSWCALOS ANGELES354 S HILL STAVERILL MORGAN CO1924
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES709 W 3DBASDEN S F1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES312 W 1ST TERBLUMENFELD EVELYN MRS1933
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Laundries Steam1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES710 W 3DCARLSON HENRY1929
Laundries1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES708 W 3DCARLSON LANDRY1924
Laundries Steam1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES718 W 3DCARLSON LAUNDRY1933
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4SouthCALOS ANGELES224 W 3DCOHEN W J1929
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4WSWCALOS ANGELES336 S GRAND AVEDUMBLETON CAMILLE MRS1924
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES234 W 2DECONOMY GUS1937
Gasoline And Oil Service Stations1/8-1/4NWCALOS ANGELES125 S HOPE STFLOR RAY1933
Laundries1/8-1/4ENECAPASADENA274   N HILL STFORMAN E S (SELF SERVICE)1947
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES304 S GRAND AVEFRANKS HARRY1924
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES103 N GRAND AVEGERALD G H1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES103 N GRAND AVEGERALD G H1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES719 W 3DGREY SAML1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES719 W 3DGREY SAML1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES714 W 3DGRIJALVA BROTHERS STAR MOTOR CARS1924
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES720 W 3DHALE FLORENCE MRS1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES720 W 3DHALE FLORENCE MRS1937
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES709 W 3DJONES J B1924
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES630 W 1ST TERKELER MEYER1933
Automobile Repairing And Service Stations1/8-1/4WSWCALOS ANGELES346 S GRAND AVEKENDALL DAVID1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES642 W 1ST TERKLEIMAN BENJ1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES630 W 1ST TERKLEINMAN BENJ1937
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES714 W 3DLAWTON   PEEK1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STMC BRIDE R F1942
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STMENICUCCI BENNIE1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES359 S OLIVE STMETROPOLITAN WATER DIST GARAGE1942
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SouthCALOS ANGELES324 W 3DMOFFETT JOHN1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES306 W 1ST TERMORRIS A A1937
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4NECALOS ANGELES405 N HILL STNEAL A F1942
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4NECALOS ANGELES405 N HILL STNEAL A F1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4EastCALOS ANGELES125 N BROADWAYNEEDLEMAN LOUIS1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SouthCALOS ANGELES224 W 3DNEUMAN MAURICE1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SouthCALOS ANGELES226 W 3DNEUMAN MAURICE1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES729 W 1ST TEROKAMOTO W H1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES119 W 2DOKOMOTO W H1937
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES304 S GRAND AVEPOGRELL A H1929
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES304 S GRAND AVEPOGRELL A H1929
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES103 N GRAND AVESCHULMAN C C1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WNWCALOS ANGELES144 N FLOWER STSCHULMAN JACOB1937
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES309 W 2DSELER ABRAHAM1924
Laundries Chinese1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES729 W 1ST TERSEO SAICHI1937
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES350 S OLIVE STSHAFFNER   AITUSY1933
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES259 S GRAND AVESILVERMAN ABR1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4WSWCALOS ANGELES359 S GRAND AVESILVERMAN ABR1933
Clothes Pressers Cleaners And Repairers1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES259 S GRAND AVESILVERMAN ABR1929
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MAP FINDINGS - EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

YEAR NAME ADDRESS CITY ST DIR. DIST. ELEV. TYPE

Laundries1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES255 S GRAND AVESMITH W J1924
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SouthCALOS ANGELES322 S BROADWAYSOLOMON ABR1933
Clothes Cleaners Pressers And Dyers1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES642 W 1ST TERSPOTLESS HAND CLEANERS1924
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4NNWCALOS ANGELES642 W 1ST TERSPOTLESS HAND LAUNDRY1929
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4SECALOS ANGELES125 W 2DSTRAUSS LOUIS1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4ESECALOS ANGELES236 W 1ST TERULLMAN HERMAN1937
Clothes Pressers And Cleaners1/8-1/4ESECALOS ANGELES236 W 1ST TERULMER HAMMOND1933
Laundries Hand1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES255 S GRAND AVEUNICKEL J I1933
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4WestCALOS ANGELES318 S GRAND AVEWESTERHOLT C V1942
Automobile Repairing And Service Stations1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES331 S OLIVE STZISKA MATHEW1929
Automobile Repairing1/8-1/4SWCALOS ANGELES331 S OLIVE STZISKA MICHL1924
LOS ANGELES1/2-1EastCALOS ANGELESSOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS CO. DUCOMMUN ST. PLANT, 424 CENTER STREETN/A

Description: 1906 Los Angeles Gas and Electric Co. is located on East side of Center Street b un and Jackson.  By 1937, site is called Southern California Gas Co. with additi nter between
Commercial and Ducommun.  Gas holders also located on West side of cial and Ducommun and between Ducommun and Jackson.

©Copyright 1993 Real Property Scan, Inc.

LOS ANGELES1/2-1EastCALOS ANGELESSOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS CO.- BUTADIENE DIVISION, 803 CENTER STREET (PLANT OFFICE)N/A
Description: Large plant covers multi-block area bordered by Commercial, Lyon and E. Macy.  1 es Gas Co. on Southern portion of site.  By 1894, expanded site called Los Angel 906, called Los
Angeles Gas and Electric Co.  1937, site called Southern Califor ne Division.

©Copyright 1993 Real Property Scan, Inc.
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LOS ANGELES 1008377001 LOS ANGELES CONSERVATION CORPS 1400 SPRING STREET US BROWNFIELDS
LOS ANGELES 1000350193 LA PUMPING PLANT #92 900 W SOUTHERLAND AVE 90012 CERCLIS, RCRA-SQG, FINDS
LOS ANGELES S105651003 MAIN ST AND FIRST ST 90012 CHMIRS, SLIC
LOS ANGELES S106483976 BURTON PLATING FACILITY (FORMER) 333 SOUTH HOPE ST 48TH FL 90071 SLIC
LOS ANGELES S106245520 MICHAL JEWELRY 448 S HILL ST STE 703 90013 CLEANERS
LOS ANGELES S101617143 MATERIAL TEST LABORATORY 510 E 2ND ST 90012 CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
LOS ANGELES 1000985012 CALTRANS RTE 134 BETWEEN 0.5 MI E OF 90012 RCRA-SQG, FINDS
HIGHLAND S105676581 2904 FRONTAGE RD. 90012 CHMIRS, San Bern. Co. Permit
BREA U001560714 G & L LEASE IMPERIAL HIGHWAY 90017 SLIC, HIST UST

ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJA3quskUkA22eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVcASvzyvpHj5wGckQJC59CwQqBuqe9mfHNJqdZ2S4gkjaVC2csgboRiQ3HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJA3quskUkA22eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc2SvzyvpHj5wGckQJC57CwQqBuqe2mfHNJqdZ3S4gkjaVCBcsgboRiQ5HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJAUquskUkA23eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc7SvzyvpHj8wGckQJC57CwQqBuqe3mfHNJqdZ2S4gkjaVC2csgboRiQ5HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJAUquskUkA23eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc8SvzyvpHj6wGckQJC5ACwQqBuqe5mfHNJqdZBS4gkjaVC9csgboRiQ8HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJAUquskUkA23eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc8SvzyvpHj4wGckQJC56CwQqBuqe7mfHNJqdZ7S4gkjaVC4csgboRiQ2HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJAUquskUkA23eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc3SvzyvpHj8wGckQJC53CwQqBuqe9mfHNJqdZ3S4gkjaVC6csgboRiQ5HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJA3quskUkA22eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc2SvzyvpHjBwGckQJC5ACwQqBuqe7mfHNJqdZ2S4gkjaVC3csgboRiQ4HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJAUquskUkA23eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc7SvzyvpHj8wGckQJC59CwQqBuqe8mfHNJqdZ7S4gkjaVCAcsgboRiQ3HxPrfbMs2
http://www.edrnet.com/scripts/acctsvc/sr.asp?ID=4Ki4xHKohisk2W3xGiHzp9cJoQuhHq4gasgRkPb2ToWbd3dG3j2GDRi8L7rNzKSpgH3QKcSrJ6H7kWQD4ubR230HrqqHk4skKO8iJL2HOxTVHan8Reo44hve3KXsoFkCl2FiWV43jy4K6GQYiT72vFz4Zpx02RCcKOJcz7nVQ8qufm4jJKk0i0C3dzxyMHAe2MComrhjO3sVsHxkg27oRWg03ms5eoGk9ibm97wzidpPw7R9cfYJGq4WDQAhuDL3U.Hozq0s1kuggQamW4C.g0qRGYuJaPKtbEx4OGKD9i9S3bCxHdHnY28zoEhhJAWquskUkA22eHWJq3OJ29jGE5iVc3SvzyvpHj7wGckQJC58CwQqBuqe2mfHNJqdZ9S4gkjaVC3csgboRiQ6HxPrfbMs2
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EPA Waste Codes Addendum

DescriptionCode
____________________________________________________________________________________________

IGNITABLE HAZARDOUS WASTES ARE THOSE WASTES WHICH HAVE A FLASHPOINT OF LESSD001
THAN 140 DEGREES FAHRENHEIT AS DETERMINED BY A PENSKY-MARTENS CLOSED CUP
FLASH POINT TESTER.  ANOTHER METHOD OF DETERMINING THE FLASH POINT OF A
WASTE IS TO REVIEW THE MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET, WHICH CAN BE OBTAINED
FROM THE MANUFACTURER OR DISTRIBUTOR OF THE MATERIAL.  LACQUER THINNER IS AN
EXAMPLE OF A COMMONLY USED SOLVENT WHICH WOULD BE CONSIDERED AS IGNITABLE
HAZARDOUS WASTE.

THE FOLLOWING SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: XYLENE, ACETONE, ETHYLF003
ACETATE, ETHYL BENZENE, ETHYL ETHER, METHYL ISOBUTYL KETONE, N-BUTYL
ALCOHOL, CYCLOHEXANONE, AND METHANOL; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS
CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, ONLY THE ABOVE SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS; AND
ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, ONE OR MORE OF THE
ABOVE NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS, AND, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY
VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE OF THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED IN F001, F002, F004, AND
F005, AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT
SOLVENT MIXTURES.

THE FOLLOWING SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: TOLUENE, METHYL ETHYL KETONE,F005
CARBON DISULFIDE, ISOBUTANOL, PYRIDINE, BENZENE, 2-ETHOXYETHANOL, AND
2-NITROPROPANE; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, A
TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE OF THE ABOVE
NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED IN F001, F002, OR F004;
AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT
SOLVENT MIXTURES.



To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that this EDR report meets or exceeds the 90-day updating requirement
of the ASTM standard.

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD RECORDS

NPL:  National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/03/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/22/05
Number of Days to Update: 19

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 08/03/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 8
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 4
Telephone 404-562-8033

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites

Date of Government Version: 04/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/04/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/16/05
Number of Days to Update: 12

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 08/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CERCLIS:  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 06/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/22/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/17/05
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-413-0223
Last EDR Contact: 09/20/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CERCLIS-NFRAP:  CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
As of February 1995, CERCLIS sites designated "No Further Remedial Action Planned" (NFRAP) have been removed
from CERCLIS. NFRAP sites may be sites where, following an initial investigation, no contamination was found,
contamination was removed quickly without the need for the site to be placed on the NPL, or the contamination
was not serious enough to require Federal Superfund action or NPL consideration. EPA has removed approximately
25,000 NFRAP sites to lift the unintended barriers to the redevelopment of these properties and has archived them
as historical records so EPA does not needlessly repeat the investigations in the future. This policy change is
part of the EPA’s Brownfields Redevelopment Program to help cities, states, private investors and affected citizens
to promote economic redevelopment of unproductive urban sites.
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Date of Government Version: 05/17/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/20/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/17/05
Number of Days to Update: 58

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-413-0223
Last EDR Contact: 09/20/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.

Date of Government Version: 06/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/05/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA:  Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. RCRAInfo replaces
the data recording and reporting abilities of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS).
The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of
hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small
quantity generators (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous
waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per
month. Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg
of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that move hazardous waste from
the generator off-site to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store,
or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 08/11/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/23/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 44

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 08/23/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/24/05
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-260-2342
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL RECORDS

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/17/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/04/05
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 09/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Biennially

TC1537521.2s     Page GR-2

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING



CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Government Version: 12/14/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/15/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/25/05
Number of Days to Update: 69

Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 06/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/11/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Last EDR Contact: 07/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

DELISTED NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/03/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/22/05
Number of Days to Update: 19

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 08/03/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Government Version: 07/11/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/19/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  (415) 947-8000
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 06/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/22/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/01/05
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Last EDR Contact: 07/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.
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Date of Government Version: 07/14/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/22/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/22/05
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes
violation information.

Date of Government Version: 05/13/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Last EDR Contact: 09/27/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, the USEPA has the authority to file liens against real property in order
to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner receives notification of potential liability.
USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/91
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/94
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/94
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 03/30/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/10/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/24/05
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-3887
Last EDR Contact: 08/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/12/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/21/03
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-692-8801
Last EDR Contact: 08/09/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized. In 1978,
24 inactive uranium mill tailings sites in Oregon, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Pennsylvania, and on Navajo and Hopi tribal lands, were targeted for cleanup by the Department of
Energy.

Date of Government Version: 12/29/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/07/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/14/05
Number of Days to Update: 66

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 09/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258
Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/85
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/04
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 05/23/95
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
Last EDR Contact: 06/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/12/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/21/03
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
Last EDR Contact: 08/09/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

US ENG CONTROLS:  Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 08/02/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/12/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8867
Last EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/02/06
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/95
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/95
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/95
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/13/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/17/05
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Last EDR Contact: 09/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/02
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/27/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/21/04
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)

Date of Government Version: 07/15/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/22/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 09/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/25/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4203
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 07/15/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/22/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 09/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ASTM STANDARD RECORDS

AWP:  Annual Workplan Sites
Known Hazardous Waste Sites. California DTSC’s Annual Workplan (AWP), formerly BEP, identifies known hazardous
substance sites targeted for cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

CAL-SITES:  Calsites Database
The Calsites database contains potential or confirmed hazardous substance release properties. In 1996, California
EPA reevaluated and significantly reduced the number of sites in the Calsites database.
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Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Toxic Substance Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CHMIRS:  California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System. CHMIRS contains information on reported hazardous material
incidents (accidental releases or spills).

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/25/04
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Office of Emergency Services
Telephone:  916-845-8400
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CORTESE:  "Cortese" Hazardous Waste & Substances Sites List
The sites for the list are designated by the State Water Resource Control Board (LUST), the Integrated Waste
Board (SWF/LS), and the Department of Toxic Substances Control (Cal-Sites). This listing is no longer updated
by the state agency.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/01
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/29/01
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/01
Number of Days to Update: 58

Source:  CAL EPA/Office of Emergency Information
Telephone:  916-323-9100
Last EDR Contact: 07/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

NOTIFY 65:  Proposition 65 Records
Proposition 65 Notification Records. NOTIFY 65 contains facility notifications about any release which could impact
drinking water and thereby expose the public to a potential health risk.

Date of Government Version: 10/21/93
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/01/93
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/93
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-445-3846
Last EDR Contact: 07/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

TOXIC PITS:  Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites
Toxic PITS Cleanup Act Sites. TOXIC PITS identifies sites suspected of containing hazardous substances where cleanup
has not yet been completed.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/95
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/30/95
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/26/95
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-227-4364
Last EDR Contact: 08/01/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SWF/LF (SWIS):  Solid Waste Information System
Active, Closed and Inactive Landfills. SWF/LF records typically contain an inve ntory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills. These may be active or i nactive facilities or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Section
4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal sites.

Date of Government Version: 09/12/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/13/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Integrated Waste Management Board
Telephone:  916-341-6320
Last EDR Contact: 09/13/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

WMUDS/SWAT:  Waste Management Unit Database
Waste Management Unit Database System. WMUDS is used by the State Water Resources Control Board staff and the
Regional Water Quality Control Boards for program tracking and inventory of waste management units. WMUDS is composed
of the following databases: Facility Information, Scheduled Inspections Information, Waste Management Unit Information,
SWAT Program Information, SWAT Report Summary Information, SWAT Report Summary Data, Chapter 15 (formerly Subchapter
15) Information, Chapter 15 Monitoring Parameters, TPCA Program Information, RCRA Program Information, Closure
Information, and Interested Parties Information.
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Date of Government Version: 04/01/00
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/10/00
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/10/00
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-227-4448
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST:  Geotracker’s Leaking Underground Fuel Tank Report
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground
storage tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 07/11/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/12/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Contact:  Los Angeles City Fire Department, (213) 978-3700
Contact:  Los Angeles County Public Works, (626) 458-3511
Last EDR Contact: 07/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST REG 1:  Active Toxic Site Investigation
Del Norte, Humboldt, Lake, Mendocino, Modoc, Siskiyou, Sonoma, Trinity counties. For more current information,
please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/01
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/28/01
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/29/01
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board North Coast (1)
Telephone:  707-576-2220
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 2:  Fuel Leak List

Date of Government Version: 09/30/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/20/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/04
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone:  510-286-0457
Last EDR Contact: 07/11/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST REG 3:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database

Date of Government Version: 05/19/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/19/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/02/03
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone:  805-549-3147
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 4:  Underground Storage Tank Leak List
Los Angeles, Ventura counties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control
Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 09/07/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/07/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/12/04
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone:  213-576-6600
Last EDR Contact: 09/27/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 5:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database

Date of Government Version: 07/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/02/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/01/05
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (5)
Telephone:  916-464-3291
Last EDR Contact: 07/08/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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LUST REG 6L:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 09/09/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/10/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/07/03
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region (6)
Telephone:  916-542-5424
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 6V:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing

Date of Government Version: 06/07/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/07/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/29/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Victorville Branch Office (6)
Telephone:  760-346-7491
Last EDR Contact: 07/08/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing

Date of Government Version: 02/26/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/26/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/24/04
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Colorado River Basin Region (7)
Telephone:  760-346-7491
Last EDR Contact: 09/27/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
California Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8). For more current information, please refer
to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 02/14/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/15/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/28/05
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Telephone:  951-782-4130
Last EDR Contact: 08/08/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LUST REG 9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Report
Orange, Riverside, San Diego counties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources
Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 03/01/01
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/23/01
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/21/01
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Telephone:  858-467-2980
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CA BOND EXP. PLAN:  Bond Expenditure Plan
Department of Health Services developed a site-specific expenditure plan as the basis for an appropriation of
Hazardous Substance Cleanup Bond Act funds. It is not updated.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/89
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/94
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/02/94
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  916-255-2118
Last EDR Contact: 05/31/94
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CA  UST:

UST:  Active UST Facilities
Active UST facilities gathered from the local regulatory agencies
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Date of Government Version: 07/11/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/12/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/11/05
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  SWRCB
Contact:  Los Angeles City Fire Department, (213) 978-3700
Contact:  Los Angeles County Public Works, (626) 458-3511
Last EDR Contact: 07/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
Contains low threat level properties with either confirmed or unconfirmed releases and the project proponents
have request that DTSC oversee investigation and/or cleanup activities and have agreed to provide coverage for
DTSC’s costs.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 04/18/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/16/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/31/05
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368
Last EDR Contact: 08/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 06/02/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/03/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/01/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
Last EDR Contact: 08/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 06/14/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/14/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/15/05
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 08/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CA FID UST:  Facility Inventory Database
The Facility Inventory Database (FID) contains a historical listing of active and inactive underground storage
tank locations from the State Water Resource Control Board. Refer to local/county source for current data.

Date of Government Version: 10/31/94
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/05/95
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/29/95
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-341-5851
Last EDR Contact: 12/28/98
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

HIST UST:  Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
The Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database is a historical listing of UST sites. Refer to local/county
source for current data.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/90
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/25/91
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/12/91
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5851
Last EDR Contact: 07/26/01
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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SWEEPS UST:  SWEEPS UST Listing
Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System. This underground storage tank listing was updated and
maintained by a company contacted by the SWRCB in the early 1980?s. The listing is no longer updated or maintained.
The local agency is the contact for more information on a site on the SWEEPS list.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/94
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/07/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/11/05
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/03/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL RECORDS

AST:  Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/30/05
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5712
Last EDR Contact: 08/16/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CLEANERS:  Cleaner Facilities
A list of drycleaner related facilities that have EPA ID numbers. These are facilities with certain SIC codes:
power laundries, family and commercial; garment pressing and cleaner’s agents; linen supply; coin-operated laundries
and cleaning; drycleaning plants, except rugs; carpet and upholster cleaning; industrial launderers; laundry and
garment services.

Date of Government Version: 04/18/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/18/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  Department of Toxic Substance Control
Telephone:  916-327-4498
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

CA WDS:  Waste Discharge System
Sites which have been issued waste discharge requirements.

Date of Government Version: 09/19/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/20/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5227
Last EDR Contact: 09/20/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DEED:  Deed Restriction Listing
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Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Facility Sites with Deed Restrictions & Hazardous Waste Management
Program Facility Sites with Deed / Land Use Restriction. The DTSC Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program
(SMBRP) list includes sites cleaned up under the program’s oversight and generally does not include current
or former hazardous waste facilities that required a hazardous waste facility permit. The list represents deed
restrictions that are active. Some sites have multiple deed restrictions. The DTSC Hazardous Waste Management
Program (HWMP) has developed a list of current or former hazardous waste facilities that have a recorded land
use restriction at the local county recorder’s office. The land use restrictions on this list were required by
the DTSC HWMP as a result of the presence of hazardous substances that remain on site after the facility (or
part of the facility) has been closed or cleaned up. The types of land use restriction include deed notice, deed
restriction, or a land use restriction that binds current and future owners.

Date of Government Version: 08/02/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/02/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/01/05
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

NFA:  No Further Action Determination
This category contains properties at which DTSC has made a clear determination that the property does not pose
a problem to the environment or to public health.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

EMI:  Emissions Inventory Data
Toxics and criteria pollutant emissions data collected by the ARB and local air pollution agencies.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/19/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/11/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  California Air Resources Board
Telephone:  916-322-2990
Last EDR Contact: 07/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

WIP:  Well Investigation Program Case List
Well Investigation Program case in the San Gabriel and San Fernando Valley area.

Date of Government Version: 07/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/28/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/11/05
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  Los Angeles Water Quality Control Board
Telephone:  213-576-6726
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

REF:  Unconfirmed Properties Referred to Another Agency
This category contains properties where contamination has not been confirmed and which were determined as not
requiring direct DTSC Site Mitigation Program action or oversight. Accordingly, these sites have been referred
to another state or local regulatory agency.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SCH:  School Property Evaluation Program
This category contains proposed and existing school sites that are being evaluated by DTSC for possible hazardous
materials contamination. In some cases, these properties may be listed in the CalSites category depending on the
level of threat to public health and safety or the environment they pose.
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Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NFE:  Properties Needing Further Evaluation
This category contains properties that are suspected of being contaminated. These are unconfirmed contaminated
properties that need to be assessed using the PEA process. PEA in Progress indicates properties where DTSC is
currently conducting a PEA. PEA Required indicates properties where DTSC has determined a PEA is required, but
not currently underway.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SLIC:  Statewide SLIC Cases
The Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups (SLIC) listings includes unauthorized discharges from spills
and leaks, other than from underground storage tanks or other regulated sites.

Date of Government Version: 07/11/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/12/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Contact:  Los Angeles City Fire Department, (213) 978-3700
Contact:  Los Angeles County Public Works, (626) 458-3511
Last EDR Contact: 07/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

SLIC REG 1:  Active Toxic Site Investigations

Date of Government Version: 04/03/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/07/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/25/03
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, North Coast Region (1)
Telephone:  707-576-2220
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SLIC REG 2:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Any contaminated site that impacts groundwater or has the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/20/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/04
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone:  510-286-0457
Last EDR Contact: 07/11/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SLIC REG 3:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Any contaminated site that impacts groundwater or has the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 08/19/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/22/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone:  805-549-3147
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 4:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Any contaminated site that impacts groundwater or has the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 11/17/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/18/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/04/05
Number of Days to Update: 47

Source:  Region Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone:  213-576-6600
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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SLIC REG 5:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
Unregulated sites that impact groundwater or have the potential to impact groundwater.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/05/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (5)
Telephone:  916-464-3291
Last EDR Contact: 07/08/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 6V:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing

Date of Government Version: 05/24/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/16/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board, Victorville Branch
Telephone:  619-241-6583
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 6L:  SLIC Sites

Date of Government Version: 09/07/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/07/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/12/04
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region
Telephone:  530-542-5574
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SLIC REG 7:  SLIC List

Date of Government Version: 11/24/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/29/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/04/05
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  California Regional Quality Control Board, Colorado River Basin Region
Telephone:  760-346-7491
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SLIC REG 8:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing

Date of Government Version: 07/01/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/10/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/08/04
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  California Region Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Telephone:  951-782-3298
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 9:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing

Date of Government Version: 06/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Telephone:  858-467-2980
Last EDR Contact: 09/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

HAZNET:  Facility and Manifest Data
Facility and Manifest Data. The data is extracted from the copies of hazardous waste manifests received each year
by the DTSC. The annual volume of manifests is typically 700,000 - 1,000,000 annually, representing approximately
350,000 - 500,000 shipments. Data are from the manifests submitted without correction, and therefore many contain
some invalid values for data elements such as generator ID, TSD ID, waste category, and disposal method.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/02
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/24/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/08/04
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-255-1136
Last EDR Contact: 08/23/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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LOCAL RECORDS

ALAMEDA COUNTY:

Underground Tanks

Date of Government Version: 06/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/28/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone:  510-567-6700
Last EDR Contact: 06/28/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Contaminated Sites
A listing of contaminated sites overseen by the Toxic Release Program (oil and groundwater contamination from
chemical releases and spills) and the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program (soil and ground water contamination
from leaking petroleum USTs).

Date of Government Version: 08/16/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/16/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/01/05
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone:  510-567-6700
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY:

Site List
List includes sites from the underground tank, hazardous waste generator and business plan/2185 programs.

Date of Government Version: 08/29/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/30/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 37

Source:  Contra Costa Health Services Department
Telephone:  925-646-2286
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FRESNO COUNTY:

CUPA Resources List
Certified Unified Program Agency. CUPA’s are responsible for implementing a unified hazardous materials and hazardous
waste management regulatory program. The agency provides oversight of businesses that deal with hazardous materials,
operate underground storage tanks or aboveground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 07/22/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/25/05
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Dept. of Community Health
Telephone:  559-445-3271
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

KERN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites & Tank Listing
Kern County Sites and Tanks Listing.

Date of Government Version: 05/10/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/10/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  Kern County Environment Health Services Department
Telephone:  661-862-8700
Last EDR Contact: 09/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY:

List of Solid Waste Facilities

Date of Government Version: 02/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/18/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/28/05
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  La County Department of Public Works
Telephone:  818-458-5185
Last EDR Contact: 08/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

City of El Segundo Underground Storage Tank

Date of Government Version: 08/29/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/28/05
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  City of El Segundo Fire Department
Telephone:  310-524-2236
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

City of Long Beach Underground Storage Tank

Date of Government Version: 03/28/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/23/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/26/03
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  City of Long Beach Fire Department
Telephone:  562-570-2563
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

City of Torrance Underground Storage Tank

Date of Government Version: 08/16/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/14/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/28/05
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  City of Torrance Fire Department
Telephone:  310-618-2973
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

City of Los Angeles Landfills

Date of Government Version: 03/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/18/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Engineering & Construction Division
Telephone:  213-473-7869
Last EDR Contact: 09/13/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

HMS: Street Number List
Industrial Waste and Underground Storage Tank Sites.

Date of Government Version: 04/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/08/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Department of Public Works
Telephone:  626-458-3517
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Site Mitigation List
Industrial sites that have had some sort of spill or complaint.

Date of Government Version: 05/25/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/01/05
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Community Health Services
Telephone:  323-890-7806
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern
San Gabriel Valley areas where VOC contamination is at or above the MCL as designated by region 9 EPA office.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/98
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/07/99
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3178
Last EDR Contact: 07/06/99
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

MARIN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites
Currently permitted USTs in Marin County.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/26/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/28/05
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  Public Works Department Waste Management
Telephone:  415-499-6647
Last EDR Contact: 08/01/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

NAPA COUNTY:

Sites With Reported Contamination

Date of Government Version: 06/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Napa County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-253-4269
Last EDR Contact: 09/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Closed and Operating Underground Storage Tank Sites

Date of Government Version: 06/27/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Napa County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-253-4269
Last EDR Contact: 09/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ORANGE COUNTY:

List of Underground Storage Tank Cleanups
Orange County Underground Storage Tank Cleanups (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 09/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/19/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 17

Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Last EDR Contact: 09/09/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

List of Underground Storage Tank Facilities
Orange County Underground Storage Tank Facilities (UST).

Date of Government Version: 06/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/10/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/13/05
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Last EDR Contact: 09/09/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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List of Industrial Site Cleanups
Petroleum and non-petroleum spills.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/19/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 17

Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Last EDR Contact: 09/09/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

PLACER COUNTY:

Master List of Facilities
List includes aboveground tanks, underground tanks and cleanup sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/10/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/31/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/05
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Placer County Health and Human Services
Telephone:  530-889-7312
Last EDR Contact: 09/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

RIVERSIDE COUNTY:

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
Riverside County Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 09/15/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/16/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  951-358-5055
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Storage Tank Tank List

Date of Government Version: 05/24/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/16/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Health Services Agency
Telephone:  951-358-5055
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SACRAMENTO COUNTY:

CS - Contaminated Sites

Date of Government Version: 08/19/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/02/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone:  916-875-8406
Last EDR Contact: 08/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

ML - Regulatory Compliance Master List
Any business that has hazardous materials on site - hazardous material storage sites, underground storage tanks,
waste generators.

Date of Government Version: 07/25/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/19/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/05
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone:  916-875-8406
Last EDR Contact: 08/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY:

Hazardous Material Permits
This listing includes underground storage tanks, medical waste handlers/generators, hazardous materials handlers,
hazardous waste generators, and waste oil generators/handlers.

Date of Government Version: 09/20/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/20/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  San Bernardino County Fire Department Hazardous Materials Division
Telephone:  909-387-3041
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SAN DIEGO COUNTY:

Solid Waste Facilities
San Diego County Solid Waste Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/00
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/13/01
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/15/02
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  619-338-2209
Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Hazardous Materials Management Division Database
The database includes: HE58 - This report contains the business name, site address, business phone number, establishment
’H’ permit number, type of permit, and the business status. HE17 - In addition to providing the same information
provided in the HE58 listing, HE17 provides inspection dates, violations received by the establishment, hazardous
waste generated, the quantity, method of storage, treatment/disposal of waste and the hauler, and information
on underground storage tanks. Unauthorized Release List - Includes a summary of environmental contamination cases
in San Diego County (underground tank cases, non-tank cases, groundwater contamination, and soil contamination
are included.)

Date of Government Version: 05/16/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/16/05
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Hazardous Materials Management Division
Telephone:  619-338-2268
Last EDR Contact: 07/08/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY:

Local Oversite Facilities

Date of Government Version: 09/07/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/08/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Department Of Public Health San Francisco County
Telephone:  415-252-3920
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Storage Tank Information

Date of Government Version: 09/07/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/08/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/20/05
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  415-252-3920
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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SAN MATEO COUNTY:

Fuel Leak List

Date of Government Version: 08/11/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/12/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/05
Number of Days to Update: 32

Source:  San Mateo County Environmental Health Services Division
Telephone:  650-363-1921
Last EDR Contact: 07/11/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Business Inventory
List includes Hazardous Materials Business Plan, hazardous waste generators, and underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 08/17/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  San Mateo County Environmental Health Services Division
Telephone:  650-363-1921
Last EDR Contact: 07/11/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SANTA CLARA COUNTY:

Fuel Leak Site Activity Report

Date of Government Version: 03/29/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/30/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Santa Clara Valley Water District
Telephone:  408-265-2600
Last EDR Contact: 09/27/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Hazardous Material Facilities

Date of Government Version: 09/13/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/13/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  City of San Jose Fire Department
Telephone:  408-277-4659
Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SOLANO COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks

Date of Government Version: 06/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/28/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-784-6770
Last EDR Contact: 09/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Storage Tanks

Date of Government Version: 06/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/28/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-784-6770
Last EDR Contact: 09/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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SONOMA COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Sites

Date of Government Version: 07/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/25/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/25/05
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  707-565-6565
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SUTTER COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tanks

Date of Government Version: 01/29/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/29/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/23/04
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Sutter County Department of Agriculture
Telephone:  530-822-7500
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

VENTURA COUNTY:

Inventory of Illegal Abandoned and Inactive Sites
Ventura County Inventory of Closed, Illegal Abandoned, and Inactive Sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/20/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 09/09/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
Ventura County Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 06/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/05/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 09/13/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Tank Closed Sites List
Ventura County Operating Underground Storage Tank Sites (UST)/Underground Tank Closed Sites List.

Date of Government Version: 07/05/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/22/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/04/05
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 07/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Business Plan, Hazardous Waste Producers, and Operating Underground Tanks
The BWT list indicates by site address whether the Environmental Health Division has Business Plan (B), Waste
Producer (W), and/or Underground Tank (T) information.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/06/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Ventura County Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 09/13/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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YOLO COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Comprehensive Facility Report

Date of Government Version: 07/19/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/08/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/30/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Yolo County Department of Health
Telephone:  530-666-8646
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually

EDR PROPRIETARY HISTORICAL DATABASES

EDR Historical Gas Station and Dry Cleaners: EDR has searched select national collections of business directories and has
collected listings of potential dry cleaner and gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to
EDR researchers.  EDR’s review was limited to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning
and gas station/filling station/service station establishments.  The categories reviewed included, but were not limited to:
gas, gas station, gasoline station, filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station, service station, dry
cleaner, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash & dry, etc.

This information is meant to assist and complement environmental professionals in their conduct of environmental site
assessments, and is not meant to be a substitute for a full historical investigation as defined in ASTM E1527.  The
information provided in this proprietary database may or may not be complete; i.e., the absence of a dry cleaner or gas
station/filling station/service station site does not necessarily mean that such a site did not exist in the area covered
by this report.

(A note on "dry cleaning" sites: it is not possible for EDR to differentiate between establishments that use PERC on-site as
a cleaning solvent and sites that function simply as drop-off and pick-up locations or that are traditional wet cleaning/laundry
facilities.  Therefore, it is essential for environmental professionals to incorporate professional judgment in the evaluation of
each site.)

Former Manufactured Gas (Coal Gas) Sites: The existence and location of Coal Gas sites is provided exclusively to
EDR by Real Property Scan, Inc.  ©Copyright 1993 Real Property Scan, Inc.  For a technical description of the types
of hazards which may be found at such sites, contact your EDR customer service representative.

Disclaimer Provided by Real Property Scan, Inc.

The information contained in this report has predominantly been obtained from publicly available sources produced by entities
other than Real Property Scan.  While reasonable steps have been taken to insure the accuracy of this report, Real Property
Scan does not guarantee the accuracy of this report.  Any liability on the part of Real Property Scan is strictly limited to a refund
of the amount paid.  No claim is made for the actual existence of toxins at any site.  This report does not constitute a legal
opinion.

BROWNFIELDS DATABASES

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
Contains low threat level properties with either confirmed or unconfirmed releases and the project proponents
have request that DTSC oversee investigation and/or cleanup activities and have agreed to provide coverage for
DTSC’s costs.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Included in the listing are brownfields properties addresses by Cooperative Agreement Recipients and brownfields
properties addressed by Targeted Brownfields Assessments. Targeted Brownfields Assessments-EPA’s Targeted Brownfields
Assessments (TBA) program is designed to help states, tribes, and municipalities--especially those without EPA
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration Pilots--minimize the uncertainties of contamination often associated with
brownfields. Under the TBA program, EPA provides funding and/or technical assistance for environmental assessments
at brownfields sites throughout the country. Targeted Brownfields Assessments supplement and work with other efforts
under EPA’s Brownfields Initiative to promote cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields. Cooperative Agreement
Recipients-States, political subdivisions, territories, and Indian tribes become Brownfields Cleanup Revolving
Loan Fund (BCRLF) cooperative agreement recipients when they enter into BCRLF cooperative agreements with the
U.S. EPA. EPA selects BCRLF cooperative agreement recipients based on a proposal and application process. BCRLF
cooperative agreement recipients must use EPA funds provided through BCRLF cooperative agreement for specified
brownfields-related cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 08/18/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/18/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 49

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Last EDR Contact: 08/11/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

US INST CONTROL:  Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally
required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 01/10/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/11/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 54

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8867
Last EDR Contact: 07/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

Oil/Gas Pipelines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including some oil, but primarily
gas pipelines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source: PennWell Corporation
Telephone: (800) 823-6277
This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information is provided
on a best effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant its
fitness for any particular purpose.  Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.
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Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Licensed Facilities
Source: Department of Social Services
Telephone: 916-657-4041

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2004 Geographic Data Technology, Inc., Rel. 07/2004. This product contains proprietary and confidential property of Geographic
Data Technology, Inc. Unauthorized use, including copying for other than testing and standard backup procedures, of this product is
expressly prohibited.
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forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in
of the soil, and nearby wells. Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the geologic strata.
Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

2. Groundwater flow velocity.
1. Groundwater flow direction, and

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principle investigative components:

and geologic characteristics of a site, and wells in the area.
additional physical setting sources generally include information about the topographic, hydrologic, hydrogeologic,
to assess the impact of migration of recognized environmental conditions in connection with the property. Such
Topographic Map (or equivalent) is generally obtained, pursuant to local good commercial or customary practice,
to migrate to or from the property, and (2) more information than is provided in the current USGS 7.5 Minute
when (1) conditions have been identified in which hazardous substances or petroleum products are likely
Elevation Model) be reviewed. It also requires that one or more additional physical setting sources be sought
Section 7.2.3 requires that a current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map (or equivalent, such as the USGS Digital
with the collection of physical setting source information in accordance with ASTM 1527-00, Section 7.2.3.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum has been developed to assist the environmental professional

3768629.2UTM Y (Meters): 
384798.1UTM X (Meters): 
Zone 11Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
118.248199 - 118˚ 14’ 53.5’’Longitude (West): 
34.053799 - 34˚ 3’ 13.7’’Latitude (North): 

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SOUTH OLIVE ST/WEST 2ND ST
PARCEL W-1

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE ADDENDUM®
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should be field verified.
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
Source: Topography has been determined from the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated

USGS 7.5 min quad indexSource:
General SouthGeneral Topographic Gradient:
34118-A2 LOS ANGELES, CAUSGS Topographic Map:

TARGET PROPERTY TOPOGRAPHY

should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
Surface topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow.  This information can be used to
TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information (from deep aquifers).
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
using site-specific well data. If such data is not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
Groundwater flow direction for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not Reported

GENERAL DIRECTIONLOCATION
GROUNDWATER FLOWFROM TPMAP ID

hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

AQUIFLOW®

 Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

* ©1996 Site−specific hydrogeological data gathered by CERCLIS Alerts, Inc., Bainbridge Island, WA.  All rights reserved.  All of the information and opinions presented are those of the cited EPA report(s), which were completed under
a Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) investigation.

Information is inferred in the CERCLIS investigation report(s)     Data Quality:
No information about a sole source aquifer is available     Sole Source Aquifer:
aquifer is hydraulically connected to underlying aquifers.
The uppermost aquifer at the site is the Gaspur aquifer.  The Gaspur     Hydraulic Connection:
approximately 37 feet.     Measured Depth to Water:
GENERALLY SE.     Groundwater Flow Direction:
CAD981989841     Site EPA ID Number:
SO CALIF RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT     Site Name:
1/2 - 1 Mile South     Location Relative to TP:
1.25 miles     Search Radius:

Site-Specific Hydrogeological Data*:

* ©1996 Site−specific hydrogeological data gathered by CERCLIS Alerts, Inc., Bainbridge Island, WA.  All rights reserved.  All of the information and opinions presented are those of the cited EPA report(s), which were completed under
a Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) investigation.

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area.  Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Not AvailableLOS ANGELES

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
NWI Electronic
Data CoverageNWI Quad at Target Property

0601370075C 
0601370066C 
0601370065C Additional Panels in search area:

0601370074C Flood Plain Panel at Target Property:

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapLOS ANGELES, CA

FEMA FLOOD ZONE
FEMA Flood
Electronic DataTarget Property County

and bodies of water).
Refer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow.  Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Max:

> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

Not ReportedCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Soil does not meet the requirements for a hydric soil.

Not reportedSoil Drainage Class:

Not reportedHydrologic Group:

variableSoil Surface Texture:

URBAN LAND                    Soil Component Name:

The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data.
in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO) soil survey maps.
for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of soil patterns
Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION

Stratifed SequenceCategory:CenozoicEra:
QuaternarySystem:
QuaternarySeries:
QCode:    (decoded above as Era, System & Series)

at which contaminant migration may be occurring.
Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the relative speed
GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regional soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary
Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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very fine sandy loam
sand
clay loam
gravelly - fine sandy loam
silty clay loam
weathered bedrock
very gravelly - sandy loam
stratified
sandy loam
gravelly - sandy loamDeeper Soil Types:

silty clay
sand
clay
sandy clay loam
sandy clay
gravelly - loam
fine sandy loamShallow Soil Types:

fine sand
fine sandy loam
gravelly - sand
sand
clay
silt loam
gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loamSurficial Soil Types:

fine sand
fine sandy loam
gravelly - sand
sand
clay
silt loam
gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loamSoil Surface Textures:

appear within the general area of target property.
Based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data, the following additional subordinant soil types may

OTHER SOIL TYPES IN AREA

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00Not reportedNot reportedvariable 6 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Permeability Soil Reaction
Rate (in/hr) (pH)

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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No Wells Found

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.

1/4 - 1/2 Mile NorthCA1910248   1

FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

No Wells Found

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

1.000State Database
Nearest PWS within 1 mileFederal FRDS PWS
1.000Federal USGS

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)DATABASE

contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.
assessing sources that may impact groundwater flow direction, and in forming an opinion about the impact of
7.2.2 is water well information.  Water well information can be used to assist the environmental professional in
are obtained, pursuant to local, good commercial or customary practice."   One of the record sources listed in Section
useful, accurate, and complete in light of the objective of the records review (see 7.1.1), and (3) whether they
any, should be checked include (1) whether they are reasonably ascertainable, (2) whether they are sufficiently
and state sources... Factors to consider in determining which local or additional state records, if
records may be checked, in the discretion of the environmental professional, to enhance and supplement federal
According to ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.2.2, "one or more additional state or local sources of environmental

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD SOURCES

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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NoPWS currently has or had major violation(s) or enforcement:

2937Population:Mixed (treated and untreated)Treatment Class:
ACTONCity Served:

118 14 54Facility Longitude:34 03 36Facility Latitude:

Not ReportedAddressee / Facility: 

           Process: GASEOUS CHLORINATION, POSTTreatment Objective: DISINFECTION
Source: Purchases surface water

ALHAMBRA,  CA 91803
LOS ANGELES CO WW DIST 37-ACTONPWS Name:

Not ReportedDate Deactivated:Not ReportedDate Initiated:
Not ReportedPWS Status:CA1910248PWS ID:

1
North
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Lower

CA1910248FRDS PWS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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0%0%100%0.933 pCi/LBasement
Not ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedLiving Area - 2nd Floor
0%2%98%0.711 pCi/LLiving Area - 1st Floor

% >20 pCi/L% 4-20 pCi/L% <4 pCi/LAverage ActivityArea

Number of sites tested: 63

Federal Area Radon Information for LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CA

             : Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
             : Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/L and <= 4 pCi/L.
     Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.

Federal EPA Radon Zone for LOS ANGELES County:  2 

0.000290012

_________________________________
Pct. > 4 Pci/L> 4 Pci/LTotal SitesZip

Radon Test Results                                                                                 

State Database: CA Radon                                                                           

AREA RADON INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®



TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source:  United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model in 2002. 7.5-Minute DEMs correspond to the USGS
1:24,000- and 1:25,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps.

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW       Information SystemR

Source:  EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD SOURCES

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System.  A PWS is any water system which provides water to at

least 25 people for at least 60 days annually.  PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995.  Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.
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STATE RECORDS

California Drinking Water Quality Database
Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  916-324-2319
The database includes all drinking water compliance and special studies monitoring for the state of California

since 1984. It consists of over 3,200,000 individual analyses along with well and water system information.

California Oil and Gas Well Locations for District 2, 3, 5 and 6
Source:  Department of Conservation
Telephone:  916-323-1779

RADON

State Database: CA Radon
Source: Department of Health Services
Telephone: 916-324-2208
Radon Database for California

Area Radon Information
Source: USGS
Telephone:  703-356-4020
The National Radon Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey.
The study covers the years 1986 - 1992. Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at
private sources such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-356-4020
Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potential for elevated indoor
radon levels.

OTHER

Airport Landing Facilities: Private and public use landing facilities
Source:  Federal Aviation Administration, 800-457-6656

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source:  Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

California Earthquake Fault Lines: The fault lines displayed on EDR’s Topographic map are digitized quaternary fault lines,
prepared in 1975 by the United State Geological Survey.  Additional information (also from 1975) regarding activity at specific fault
lines comes from California’s Preliminary Fault Activity Map prepared by the California Division of Mines and Geology.
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Environmental Data Resources, Inc.'s (EDR) Historical Topographic Map Report is designed to assist
professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property, and its surrounding area, resulting from past
activities. ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3 on Historical Use Information, identifies the prior use requirements for
a Phase I environmental site assessment. The ASTM standard requires a review of reasonably ascertainable
standard historical sources. Reasonably ascertainable is defined as information that is publicly available,
obtainable from a source with reasonable time and cost constraints, and practically reviewable. To meet the
prior use requirements of ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3.4, the following standard historical sources may be
used: aerial photographs, city directories, fire insurance maps, topographic maps, property tax files, land title
records (although these cannot be the sole historical source consulted), building department records, or
zoning/and use records. ASTM E 1527-00 requires. All obvious uses of the property shall be identified from
the present, back to the property's obvious first developed use, or back to 1940, whichever is earlier. This
task requires reviewing only as many of the standard historical sources as are necessary, and that are
reasonably ascertainable and likely to be useful. . (ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3.2 page 12.)

EDR's Historical Topographic Map Report includes a search of available public and private color historical
topographic map collections.

Topographic Maps
A topographic map (topo) is a color coded line-and-syrnboJ r~resentation of natural and selected artificial
features plotted to a scale. Topos show the shape, elevation, and development of the terrain in precise detail
by using contour lines and color coded symbols. Many features are shown by lines that may be straight,
curved, solid, dashed, dotted, or in any combination. The colors of the lines usually indicate similar classes of
information. For example, topographic contours (brown); lakes, streams, irrigation ditches, etc. (blue); land
grids and important roads (red); secondary roads and trails, railroads, boundaries, etc. (black); and features
that have been updated using aerial photography, but not field verified, such as disturbed land areas (e.g.,
gravel pits) and newly developed water bodies (purple).

For more than a century, the USGS has been creating and revising topographic maps for the entire country at
a variety of scales. There are about 60,000 U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) produced topo maps covering the
United States. Each map covers a specific quadrangle (quad) defined as a four-sided area bounded by
latitude and longitude. Historical topographic maps are a valuable historical resource for documenting the prior
use of a property and its surrounding area, and due to their frequent availability can be particularly heJpful
when other standard historical sources (such as city directories, fire insurance maps, or aerial photographs)
are not reasonably ascertainable.

-~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~~-
Dieclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounclng pr~rties 00es not exist
from other soorces. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPUED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT.
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECfFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING
WITHOUT UMITATlON, MERCHANTABIUTY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE
USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENV1RONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE UABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT
UMITATlON, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY UABlUTY ON THE PART OF
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. tS STRICTLY UMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THtS REPORT.
Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are
provided for iUuatrative purposes only, and are not intended to provK», nor ahoukIlhey be interpreted as provking any facts regar(jng. or
pre<Iction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any ~. Only a Phase I Environmental SIte Assessment performed by an
environmental professional can provK» information regarding the environmental risk for any property. ~ltIonaIIy. the information provided in
this Report Is not to be constroed as legal advk:e.

Copyright C 2005 by Environmental Data Resources. Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any mecia or fom\at. In whole or in
part. of any ~ or ~ of Enviroomental Data Resources. I~.. or Its affiHates. is ~tjted wittnJt prior written pennissioo.

EDR and its logos (1~Iu<ing Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources. Inc. or Its affiliates.
All other trademarks used hereWI are the property of their respective owners.
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Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
Aerial Photography Print Service

Environmental Data Resources, loc.'s (EDR) Aerial Photography Print Service is a screening tool designed to assist
professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. ASTM E 1527-00, Section
7.3 on Historical Use Information, identifies the prior use requirements for a Phase I environmental site assessment. The
ASTM standard requires a review of reasonably ascertainable standard historical sources. Reasonably ascertainable
means information that is publicly available, obtainable from a source with reasonable time and cost constraints, and

practically reviewable.

To meet the prior use requirements of ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3.4, the following standard historical sources may be
used: aerial photographs, fIfe insurance maps, property tax ftIes, land title records (although these cannot be the sole
historical source consulted), topographic maps, city directories, building department records, or zoning/land use records.
ASTM E 1527-00 requires "All obvious uses of the property shall be identified from the present, back to the property's
obvious first developed use, or back to 1940, whichever is earlier. This task requires reviewing only as many of the
standard historical sources as are necessary, and that are reasonably ascertainable and likely to be useful." (ASTM E

1527-00, Section 7.3.2, page 12.)

Aerial Photographs

When delivered electronically by EDR, the aerial photo images included with this report are for ONE TIME USE
ONLY. Further reproduction of these aerial photo images is prohibited without permission from EDR. For more

information contact your EDR Account Executive.

Aerial photographs are a valuable historical resource for documenting past land use and can be particularly helpful when
other historical sources (such as city directories or flfe insurance maps) are not reasonably ascertainable. The EDR Aerial
Photograph Print Service includes a search of local aerial photograph collections flown by public and private agencies.
EDR's professional field-based researchers provide digitally reproduced historical aerial photographs at ten year

intervals.

Please call Environmental Data Resources, Inc. Nationwide Customer Service at

1-800-352-0050 (8am-8pm ET)
with questions or c~ts about your report.

Thank you for your business!

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

'This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources. Inc,
It CamlOt be concluOOd from this Repon that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources, NO
WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL
DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH W ARRANnES, INCLUDING WITHOUT
LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER.
IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE UABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCmENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING,
WITHOUT LIMIT A TION, SPECIAL, INCmENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABIUTY ON THE
PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAW FOR THIS
REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Repon "AS IS". Any analyses. estimates. ratings. environmental risk levels or risk coOOs provi~d in this Repon are
proviOOd for illustrative purposes only. and are not intended to provide. nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding. or prediction or
forecast of. any environmental risk for any propeny. Only a Phase I EnvironlIk:ntal Site Assessm:nt perform:d by an environlIk:ntal professional can
provi~ information regarding the environlIk:ntal risk for any propeny. Additionally. the information proviOOd in this Repon is not to be construed as

legal advice.

Copyright 2005 by EnvironlIk:ntal Data Resources. Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any m:dia or format, in whole or in pan, of any report or
map of Environm:nta1 Data Resources. Inc. or its affiliates. is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are tra~marIts of Environnx:ntal Data Resources. Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks
used herein are the property of dleir respective owners.
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"Linking Technology with Tradition"®

Limited Permission to Photocopy

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this
Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT
LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF
DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts
regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide
information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Sanborn® Map Report

Copyright 2005 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources,
Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.  EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its
affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.

Ship To: Genevieve Proctor

Iris Environmental

1615 Broadway

Oakland, CA 94612

Order Date: 10/20/2005 Completion Date: 10/21/2005

Inquiry #: 1537521.3s

P.O. #: NA

Site Name: Parcel W-1

Address: South Olive St/West 2nd St

City/State: Los Angeles, CA 90012

Cross Streets:

Customer Project: 05-347-D

2015150VLA 510-834-4747

1888 - 1 Map
1894 - 1 Map
1906 - 1 Map
1920 - 1 Map
1950 - 1 Map
1953 - 1 Map
1955 - 1 Map
1958 - 1 Map

1960 - 1 Map
1962 - 1 Map
1963 - 1 Map
1967 - 1 Map
1968 - 1 Map
1970 - 1 Map

Based on client-supplied information, fire insurance maps for the following years were identified

Total Maps: 14

Iris Environmental  (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance map accompanying this report solely for the limited use
of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request made directly to an EDR Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited number of
additional photocopies. This permission is conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.



USER'S GUIDE

This User's Guide provides guidelines for accessing Sanborn Map® images and for transferring them to your Word Processor.

Reading Sanborn Maps
• Sanborn Maps document historical property use by displaying property information through words, abbreviations, and map

symbols.  The Sanborn Map Key provides information to help interpret the symbols and abbreviations used on Sanborn Maps.
The Key is available from EDR's Web Site at: http://www.edrnet.com/reports/samples/key.pdf

Organization of Electronic Sanborn Image File

• Sanborn Map Report, listing years of coverage
• User's Guide
• Oldest Sanborn Map Image
• Most recent Sanborn Map Image

Navigating the Electronic Sanborn Image File
1.    Open file on screen.
2.    Identify TP (Target Property) on the most recent map.
3.    Find TP on older printed images.
4.    Using Acrobat® Reader®, zoom to 250% in order to view more
clearly.  (200-250% is the approximate equivalent scale of
hardcopy Sanborn Maps.)
      A. On the menu bar, click "View" and then "Zoom to..."
      B. Or, use the magnifying tool and drag a box around the TP

Printing a Sanborn Map From the Electonic File
• EDR recommends printing images at 300 dpi (300 dpi prints faster than 600 dpi)
• To print only the TP area, cut and paste from Acrobat to your word processor application.

Acrobat Versions 6 and 7
1.	Go to the menu bar
2.	Click the "Select Tool"
3.	Draw a box around the area selected
4.	"Right click" on your mouse
5.	Select "Copy Image to Clipboard"
6.	Go to Word Processor such as Microsoft Word, paste and print.

Acrobat Version 5
1.	Go to the menu bar
2.	Click the "Graphics Select Tool"
3.	Draw a box around the area selected
4.	Go to "Menu"
5.	Highlight "Edit"
6.	Highlight "Copy"
7.	Go to Word Processor such as Microsoft Word, paste and print.

Important Information about Email Delivery of Electronic Sanborn Map Images
• Images are grouped intro one file, up to 2MB.
• In cases where in excess of 6-7 map years are available, the file size typically exceeds 2MB.  In these cases,

you will receive multiple files, labeled as "1 of 3", "2 of 3", etc. including all available map years.
• Due to file size limitations, certain ISPs, including AOL, may occasionally delay or decline to deliver files.  Please

contact your ISP to identify their specific file size limitations.



LHE1888Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1888Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1894Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1894Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1906Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1920Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1950Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1953Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1955Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1958Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1960Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1962Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1963Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1967Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1968Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



LHE1970Copyright© The Sanborn Library, LLC

The Sanborn Library, LLC

Reproduction in whole or in part of any map of The Sanborn Library, LLC may be prohibited without prior written
permission from The Sanborn Library, LLC.

Year EDR Research Associate



The Standard
In Environmental
Risk Management
Information

440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, Connecticut 06461

Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone: 1-800-352-0050
1-800-231-6802Fax:

 
The EDR-City Directory

Abstract

 
 
 

Parcel W-1
South Olive St/West 2nd St

Los Angeles, CA  90012
 

Latitude = 34.0538
Longitude = 118.2482

October 21, 2005
 

Inquiry Number: 1537521-5
 



Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
City Directory Abstract

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Abstract is a screening tool designed to
assist professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. ASTM E 1527-00,
Section 7.3 on Historical Use Information, identifies the prior use requirements for a Phase I environmental site assessment. The ASTM
standard requires a review of reasonably ascertainable standard historical sources. Reasonably ascertainable means information 
that is publicly available, obtainable from a source with reasonable time and cost constraints, and
practically reviewable.

To meet the prior use requirements of ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3.4, the following standard historical sources
may be used: aerial photographs, fire insurance maps, property tax files, land title records (although these cannot be the sole
historical source consulted), topographic maps, city directories, building department records, or zoning/land use records.
ASTM E 1527-00 requires "All obvious uses of the property shall be identified from the present, back to the property’s
obvious first developed use, or back to 1940, whichever is earlier. This task requires reviewing only as many  of the standard historical
sources as are necessary, and that are reasonably ascertainable and likely to be useful." (ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3.2, page 12.)

EDR’s City Directory Abstract includes a search and abstract of avai lable ci ty directory data.

City Directories
City directories have been published for cities and towns across the U.S. since the 1700s. Originally a list of residents, the
city directory developed into a sophisticated tool for locating individuals and businesses in a particular urban or suburban
area. Twentieth century directories are generally divided into three sections: a business index, a list of resident names and
addresses, and a street index. With each address, the directory lists the name of the resident or, if a business is operated
from this address, the name and type of business (if unclear from the name). While city directory coverage is
comprehensive for major cities, it may be spotty for rural areas and small towns. ASTM E 1527-00 specifies that a 
"review of city directories (standard historical sources) at less than approximately five year intervals is not required by
this practice." (ASTM E 1527-00, Section 7.3.2.1, page 12.)

NAICS (North American Industry Classification System) Codes
NAICS is a unique, all-new system for classifying business establishments. Adopted in 1997 to replace the
pr ior  Standard Industry  Class i f icat ion (SIC)  system, i t  is  the system used by the s tat is t ica l
agencies of the United States. It is the first economic classification system to be constructed based on a
single economic concept. To learn more about the background, the development and difference between
NAICS and SIC, visit the following Census website: http://www.census.gov/epcd/www/naicsdev.htm.

Please call EDR Nationwide Customer Service at
1-800-352-0050 (8am-8pm EST)

with questions or comments about your report.
Thank you for your business!

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc.  
It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO 
WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT.  ENVIRONMENTAL 
DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE.  ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER.  
IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF 
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING, 
WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES.  ANY LIABILITY ON THE 
PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS 
REPORT.  Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS".  Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are 
provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or 
forecast of, any environmental risk for any property.  Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can 
provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property.  Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as 
legal advice. 

Copyright 2005 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.  All rights reserved.  Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or 
map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates.  All other trademarks 
used herein are the property of their respective owners. 



4. SUMMARY

City Directories:

Business directories including city, cross reference and telephone directories were reviewed, if available, at 
approximately five year intervals for the years spanning 1920 through 2004.  (These years are 
not necessarily inclusive.)  A summary of the information obtained is provided in the text 
of this report.

T h i s  r e p o r t  c o m p i l e s  i n f o r m a t i o n  b y  g e o c o d i n g  t h e  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t i e s  ( t h a t  i s ,  
p lo t t ing  the  l a t i t ude  and  long i tude  fo r  such  sub jec t  p rope r t i e s  and  ob ta in ing  da ta
concerning properties within 1/16th of a mile of the subject properties).   There is no  
warranty or guarantee that geocoding will report or list all properties within the specified
radius of the subject properties and any such warranty or guarantee is expressly disclaimed.
Accordingly, some properties within the aforementioned radius and the information concerning
those properties may not be referenced in this report.

1537521-5
1



Date EDR Searched Historical Sources:
City Directories    Oct 21, 2005

Target Property:
South Olive St/West 2nd St
Los Angeles, CA  90012

PUR ID
SourceNAICSUsesYear

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1920

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1921

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1923

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1924

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1925

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1926

--
Kaasen Directory Company PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1927

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1928

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1929

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1930

--
Los Angeles Directory Company PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1931

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1932

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1933

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1934

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1935

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1936

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1937

--
Los Angeles Directory Company PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1938

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1939

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1940

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1942

--
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1944

--
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1945

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1946

--
Pacific Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1947

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1948

1537521-5
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PUR ID
SourceNAICSUsesYear

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1949

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1950

--
Los Angeles Directory Co PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1951

--
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1952

--
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1954

--
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1955

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1956

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1957

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1958

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1960

--
Luskey Brothers & CoN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1961

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1962

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1963

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1964

--
GTEN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1965

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1966

--
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1967

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1969

--
R. L. POLK & CO.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1970

--
B&G PublicationsN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1971

--
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1972

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1975

--
R.L. Polk & co PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1976

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1980

--
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1981

--
Pacific BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1985

--
Pacific BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1986

--
Pacific BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1990

1537521-5
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PUR ID
SourceNAICSUsesYear

--
Pacific  BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1991

--
Pacific Bell TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1995

--
GTEN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1996

--
Haines  CompanyN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1999

--
Pacific Bell TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2000

--
Haines & Company, Inc.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2001

--
Haines & CompanyN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2003

--
Haines  CompanyN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2004

Adjoining Properties

SURROUNDING
Multiple Addresses
Los Angeles, CA  90012     

PUR ID
SourceNAICSUsesYear

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1920

 
1921 **CLAY ST**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
MENDOZA VICENTE (201)

OLD TIME PENTECOST MISSION (202)

PARTILLO LIVORIO (205)

CARSON J B MRS (214)

GRIFFIN W W (219)

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1923

 
1924 **CLAY**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
ROGERS WM COND R (210)

ADIE ROBT N AUTO PARK (215)

JONES THOS H (219)

KENNEDY E A H (219)

MC KELVEY J A H (219)

PIERSON LOUIS L OIL MN H (219)

SIEGRIST J H (219)

SIMMENS THEO H (219)

TAGGART A R (219)

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1925
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1926 **S OLIVE ST**
Los Angeles Directory Co.

LIBBEY HARRY A FLORENCE VARSITY BARBER SHOP (220)

 
1927 **CLAY ST**

Kaasen Directory Company Publishers
HOWARD MOTOR CO SERVICE DEPT (201)

HURTEDO JESUS (202)

BRESANLO MANUEL (214)

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1928

 
1929 **CLAY**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
VOLKER HENRY LAB CITY ENG R (210)

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1930

 
1931 **S OLIVE ST**

Los Angeles Directory Company Publishers
LIBBEY HARRIET B ELK B C PENNOCK (220)

LIBBEY HARRY A FLORENCE BARBER STEVE MOORE (220)

 
1932 **CLAY ST**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
MESA VELENTINE (202)

N/AVACANT (214)

 
1933 **CLAY**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
BRESSLER HENRY W AGNES (219)

SIMMEN THEO JOSIE (219)

MIRRA JULIA LNDY WKR (250)

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1934

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1935

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1936

 
1937 **CLAY**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
ROBINSON JOHN E SADIE CLK (219)

BURT R C SCIENTIFIC LABTRY (211)

K O LABORATORY (211)

 
Los Angeles Directory Company PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1938

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1939

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1940

 
1942 **CLAY**

Los Angeles Directory Co.
BENZEQUIN MARY (219)

1537521-5
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1942 (continued)

BILLODUE LILLIAN G MRS (219)

FAILER B F (219)

KAPPEL ELIZ S (219)

ROSE LEWIS W (219)

SABINS GEO (219)

OBERING WALTER G DORCEL AUTO PK (223)

 
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1944

 
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1945

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1946

 
Pacific Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1947

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1948

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1949

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1950

 
Los Angeles Directory Co PublishersN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1951

 
Los Angeles Directory Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1952

 
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1954

 
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1955

 
1956 **S OLIVE ST**

Pacific Telephone
SMALLWOOD MARGARET E MRS (206)

PENNOCK BERT C (220)

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1957

 
1958 **S HILL ST**

Pacific Telephone
CALIFORNIA STATE OF ARCHITECTURE DIV OF (198)

DIST VII (198)

LEVIS BARBER SHOP (206)

ASTOR HOTEL (208)

GUNNELL RICHARD W (208)

HOTEL ASTOR (208)

WERNER H M (210)

RAINBOW CAFE (212)

WONG DAVID H (212)

RESCUE ARMY SALVAGE STORE (214)

1537521-5
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PUR ID
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1958 (continued)

FIRE PREVENTION BUREAU & EXECUTIVE OFCS (217)

FIRE PREVENTION BUREAU & EXECUTIVE OFCS (217)

KENNISTON S H (217)

LOS ANGELES CITY OF FIRE DEPARTMENT (217)

**S OLIVE ST**

LAWRENCE S (200)

MISSION APTS & HOTEL (201)

GATTA LAURA (208)

ANDERSON LESTER N (218)

MORRISSEY KATHRYN (221)

JOHNSON A W (224)

BARNEY ELLA A MRS (226)

ROUSSO JACQUES (229)

 
1960 **S OLIVE ST**

Pacific Telephone
SMALLWOOD MARGARET E MRS (206)

PENNOCK BERT C (220)

SWOVELAND CLARA S MRS (228)

 
Luskey Brothers & CoN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1961

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1962

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1963

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1964

 
1965 **CLAY ST**

GTE
PASADENA BRAKE BOND CO INC RECONDITIONED BRAKE SHOES (211)

 
1966 **CLAY CT**

Pacific Telephone
PASA BRAKE BOND CO (211)

 
1967 **CLAY**

R. L. Polk & Co.
PASADENA BRAKE BOND CO (211)

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1969

 
1970 **S HILL ST**

R. L. POLK & CO.
CORPORATION SUPPLY SERV (204)

 
1971 **CLAY ST**

B&G Publications
VACANT (211)

AMBASSADOR COLLEGE (BLDG & GROUNDS DEPT) (235)

 
R. L. Polk & Co.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1972
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1975 **S HILL**
Pacific Telephone

CORPORATION SUPPLY SERVICE (204)

 
1976 **S HILL ST**

R.L. Polk & co Publishers
AMERICAN INS (200)

CORPORATION SUPPLY SERVICE (204)

CORPORATION SUPPLY SERVICE (204)

LEVIS BARBER SHOP (206)

ASTOR APARTMENTS (208)

ASTOR APARTMENTS (208)

ASTOR APARTMENTS (208)

ASTOR HOTEL (208)

CASTILLO ESTHER (208)

JACKSON JAS (208)

JIMENEZ RAUL E (208)

MARINO MARY (208)

MC LOYD NORSE (208)

MIGUEL FRANK A (208)

SOSA MANUEL A (208)

STANDISH C J (208)

VALLEDOR LUIS A (208)

WARE H H (208)

BUENO & DRESSELHAUS ATTYS (210)

BUENO ANTONIO G BUENO & DRESSELHAUS ATTYS (210)

DRESSELHAUS CARL BUENO & DRESSELHAUS ATTYS (210)

NUNGESSER KENDALL E ATTY (212)

ROOT GLADYS TOWLES ATTY (212)

RUTH GLADYS TOWLES ATTY (212)

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME FOR THE AGED BLIND & DISABLED S (219)

 
Pacific TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1980

 
1981 **E 7TH**

Pacific Telephone
KENYATTA MALIK (413)

 
Pacific BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1985

 
1986 **S OLIVE**

Pacific Bell
ALSHEL RAY & EVELYN (200)

ALSTON CURTIS REV (200)

ALTMAN JAY (200)

ALVAREZ MERCEDES (200)

1537521-5
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1986 (continued)

ANDREWS ROBT A (200)

ATELMANN MAVIS (200)

BARBOSA CONCEPCION (200)

BARTON RANI (200)

BELL MAGGIE (200)

BELL R E (200)

BELL WONNER (200)

BERRO REBECCA (200)

BLACK HARRY (200)

BLAKEY S (200)

BRACKETT H (200)

BRIERLEY WM A (200)

BROOKS CHAS E (200)

BROSNAHAN WM (200)

BROWN FAYE DOROTHY (200)

BURNS MOLLIE (200)

CAMPO MARIO G (200)

CARDOSO AGUSTIN (200)

CASTELLANOS AGRIPINA (200)

CASTILLERO MARGARET (200)

CHILTON G E (200)

CHON POK NAN (200)

CONE PAULINE (200)

COWENS LEATTA (200)

DEANE BERNIECE (200)

DEMPSEY A B (200)

DI GUARDIA NICHOLAS (200)

DORSEY HILDEGARD (200)

DOUGHERTY WALTER (200)

DOZIE JESSE (200)

DURAN G (200)

ESTRADA BENJAMIN (200)

EVANS EDNA B (200)

FAIRCLOTH JOHN (200)

FALLIG GEO J (200)

FEJES GABOR (200)

FERNANDEZ RENE (200)

FIALLO R (200)

FRANCIS R M (200)

1537521-5
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1986 (continued)

FU CHUNG-YUEH (200)

GALLAHER BERNICE (200)

GEE KING WONG MRS (200)

GOMEZ MANUEL (200)

GREY EVELYN (200)

GROHMANN C (200)

HAO PEI-YU (200)

HAUNSCHILD L (200)

HOLGUIN DAN (200)

HOLLAND ARTHUR J (200)

JAVIER NICASIO S (200)

JOHNSON ROBT CART (200)

JONES ANNETTE (200)

JOSHUA SILVIA I (200)

KANNER GERTRUDE (200)

KEAN MARIANNE (200)

KIM JUNG SOOK (200)

KIM WOONG CHAN (200)

KING JOSEPHINE (200)

KIRSCHNER GAIL MD (200)

KLEBANOFF LEO (200)

KNIGHT C (200)

KONECNY THOS D (200)

LAMPE OLIVE N (200)

LANDS GLADYS (200)

LANE TOM (200)

LANIN KENNETH J (200)

LEATHERS GERVASE (200)

LEE BONG HWAN (200)

LEE YUET WO (200)

LEGRA CARLOS (200)

MYART JAS B (200)

NEUMEYER JAS F JR (200)

OJALVA J (200)

OLAGUE MARY (200)

OLGUIN SARA A (200)

OVALL E V (200)

PACE FLORA MRS (200)

PANIGEL SYLVIA (200)

1537521-5
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1986 (continued)

PANIGUA EPIFANIA (200)

PEREZ JESUS (200)

PIRANIAN RICHARD (200)

PORUSH LEON S (200)

RAINES RUBYE S (200)

RALEIGH M (200)

RICARDO DELIA (200)

ROBERTS M L (200)

RUFATT ESTHER (200)

RUIZ MARTIN (200)

SALAZAR PAULINA DIAZ (200)

SANTOYO RAMON A (200)

SCHMIDT CARL YORK BISHOP (200)

SCHMITZ EDW (200)

SCOTT FLORENCE MRS (200)

SHEPARD LILLIE B (200)

SIMON LEONARD (200)

SIMS JOHN (200)

SMITH BEATRICE (200)

SMITH JACK (200)

SMITH MERLE L (200)

SOCLOF I (200)

SPIEGEL E (200)

STANLEY S (200)

STARK ALEX (200)

STEWART BRYCE (200)

SUAREZ FILIBERTO (200)

SWEET ANNE K (200)

SZUKIEWICZ STANISLAW (200)

TANG BILL (200)

TAVARES M (200)

VEGA FRANCISCA (200)

WELSCH ROSALIE F (200)

WESTON FRANCES (200)

WILLIAMS HAZEL B (200)

WILLIAMS LAQULLA H (200)

WUN CHIN HE (200)

WYNN PINKLE (200)

ZIEMLEWSKI ANNA ROSE (200)
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1986 (continued)

ACUNA FRANCISCO (220)

AKSENOW HELENA (220)

AVALOS ROBT (220)

BARTLETT M M (220)

BELVILLE JACK W (220)

BIEDRYK ROSALIE (220)

BOHNEN CHARLOTTE (220)

BOYD M (220)

BOYLAND MOSES N (220)

BRYSON ESTES W (220)

CAMPOMENOSI R (220)

CHAMPION M S (220)

CHEFETZ HARRY (220)

COCKRELL R S (220)

CONROY M (220)

CORTES JEAN (220)

DANG KAM MAY (220)

DOLL JOHN (220)

DUNN JENNY A (220)

DUNN V (220)

ELUSTRISIMO ZACARIAS (220)

FELTON ARTHUR (220)

FINKEL JEROME (220)

FLORES FRANCISCO G (220)

FLORES IGNACIO (220)

FRANCOSO EMMA (220)

FRIEDMAN ANNE C (220)

FU JO YU (220)

GALLAHER B M (220)

GREEN H C (220)

GREENE BERTHA M (220)

GUTIERREZ CASEY (220)

HARGRAVE TOLLA (220)

HAWKINS MALINDA (220)

HAYES JOHN C JR (220)

HEDALGO BIRTUDES (220)

HUGHLEY L (220)

JONAS H (220)

KENNEDY EUNICE W (220)
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1986 (continued)

KING LLOYD (220)

KOCH NICHOLAS (220)

LAWS O H (220)

LEE HENRY H (220)

MUNOZ ALICIA (220)

ORELLANA-SEGOVIA NARCISO (220)

PEDRAJA HUMBERTO (220)

REDD ELBERT D (220)

RICHLEY ROBT M (220)

RIVERA FRANCISCA (220)

ROBERTS JOHN J (220)

ROCHE L (220)

RODRIGUEZ ANNIE (220)

ROMERO JOHN F (220)

ROSS R B (220)

RUIZ MANUEL (220)

RUNNER E LEE (220)

SERRANO AURORA (220)

SHARE LOUIE H (220)

SHU SU KWAN (220)

SIMON LEE (220)

SISON MINERVA V (220)

SIU YAN SAN (220)

SMITH E C (220)

SOMERS RUTH (220)

TERRILL LUTHER G (220)

TOLSON H M (220)

VALDES CANDIDA (220)

VAUGHAN J (220)

VINEYARD ROBT (220)

WILLIAMS LADY (220)

WILLIAMS T M (220)

 
Pacific BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1990

 
Pacific  BellN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1991

 
1995 **S OLIVE ST**

Pacific Bell Telephone
VOICE COMMUNICATIONS (145)

SHAMLIN JOHN (204)

1537521-5
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1995 (continued)

BRUMMSJ (208)

JORGE FRANCISCO (208)

WLLKERSON P (208)

QUANG LANG TU (216)

BRADEN WM E (217)

HANIF MOHAMMED (217)

TRUONG WU LE (220)

BANNER WILLIAM (221)

IBRAHIM KHALED (221)

NAVACH MATT (221)

SOZANSKI JOSEPH & BENITA (221)

SPEAR GEORGE J (221)

GATEWAY COMMUNITY CHURCH (226)

BERRY SHAWN (229)

GAMBLE DANA B (229)

ROUSSOJACQUES (229)

SANDERS ANN (229)

TAROY T (229)

 
GTEN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1996

 
Haines  CompanyN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source1999

 
Pacific Bell TelephoneN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2000

 
Haines & Company, Inc.N/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2001

 
Haines & CompanyN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2003

 
Haines  CompanyN/AAddress not Listed in Research Source2004

1537521-5
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1.0 OVERVIEW 
 

The Grand Avenue Project, known herein as the “Project”, consists of the 

following three components: (1) the creation of a 16-acre Civic Park that builds 

and expands upon the existing Civic Center Mall that connects Los Angeles’ City 

Hall to Grand Avenue; (2) streetscape improvements along Grand Avenue 

between 5th Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue; and (3) development of five 

parcels located within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area, and referred 

to as Parcels Q, W-1, W-2, L, and M-2 (see attached Site Map on Page 3 for 

locations). 

 

The Project as proposed consists of the following two development options:  (1) 

Project with County Office Building Option, and (2) Project with Additional 

Residential Development Option.  For the purposes of this report, these two 

development options are collectively referred to as the “Project.”  Land uses 

proposed on the five Parcels consist of a combination of residential, retail, office, 

and hotel uses. 

 

Under the Project with County Office Building Option, total development 

proposed for the five proposed Parcels consists of up to 2,060 residential units, 

20 percent of which (up to 412 units) would be provided as affordable housing; 

up to 275 hotel rooms, including 15,000 square feet of hotel meeting rooms; up 

to 449,000 square feet of retail space; up to 681,000 square feet (gross) of 

County office space; and up to 5,035 parking spaces.  Maximum floor area would 

be 3,600,000 square feet (gross).  Under the Project with Additional Residential 

Development Option, the 681,000-square-foot County office building proposed 

for Parcels W-1/W-2 would be replaced by up to 600 additional residential units, 

20 percent of which (up to 120 units) would be provided as affordable housing.  

All other components of the proposed Project would be unchanged under the 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option.  Thus, the land use 

development proposed under the Additional Residential Development Option 
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consists of up to 2,660 residential units, 20 percent of which (up to 532 units) 

would be provided as affordable housing, up to 275 hotel rooms, 15,000 square 

feet of hotel meeting rooms, up to 449,000 square feet of retail uses, and 5,255 

parking spaces.  No office development would occur under the Additional 

Residential Development Option.  A summary of the land uses proposed under 

both options is presented in Table 1 on page 5. 
 

Parcel Q  
 
This 3.68 acre portion of the Project site is located in downtown Los Angeles.  It 

is bounded by Grand Avenue to the west, 1st Street to the north, Olive Street to 

the east, and 2nd Street to the south.  A tunnel under 2nd Street runs west from 

Hill Street to Figueroa Street.  The site lies within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 

Project area and the site is zoned for Residential and Commercial Uses with a 

height and bulk designation of 4D (R5-4D and C2-4D).  The site currently 

contains a multi-level metal parking structure.   

 

The proposed development on Parcel Q can be generally described as the 

following:  the construction of a multi-story mixed use development consisting of 

retail, residential, and hotel uses.  The Project’s retail space totals approximately 

284,000 gross square feet (gsf) along with up to  275 hotel rooms and  up to an 

additional 15,000 gross square feet of hotel meeting space (see attached Grand 

Avenue Project Land Use Mix on Page 5).  The residential component within 

Parcel Q will include 500 condo and apartment units. 

 

Parcels W-1 / W-2 
 
This 3.92 acre portion of the Project site is located in downtown Los Angeles.  It 

is bounded by Olive Street to the west, 1st Street to the north, Hill Street to the 

east, and 2nd Street to the south.  A tunnel under 2nd Street runs west from Hill 

Street to Figueroa Street.  The site lies within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 

Project area and the site is zoned for Residential and Commercial Uses with a 
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height and bulk designation of 4D (R5-4D and C2-4D).  The site is currently 

paved for surface parking.   

 
The proposed development on Parcels W-1/W-2 can be generally described as 

the following:  the construction of a multi-story mixed use development consisting 

of County office, retail, and residential space.  The Project’s retail and County 

office space totals  approximately 745,000 million gross square feet (gsf) (see 

attached Grand Avenue Project Land Use Mix, Table 1 on Page 6).  The 

residential component within Parcels W-1 / W-2 will include approximately 710 

condo and apartment units. 

Table 1 
 

Grand Avenue Project Land Use Mix 
 

Project with County 
Office Building Option 

Project with Additional 
Residential Development 

Option 

Parcel Land Use Type of Use 
Square 

Feet 
Units/ 

Rooms 
Square 

Feet 
Units/ 

Rooms 
Retail 157,000 157,000 
Health Club 50,000 50,000 
Restaurants 77,000 77,000 

Commercial 

Total Commercial 284,000 284,000 
Guest Rooms 275  275Hotel 
Meeting Space 15,000 15,000 
1 Bedroom 290  290
2 Bedroom 155  155
3 Bedroom 55  55

Parcel Q 

Residential 

Total Residential 500  500
Retail 64,000 64,000 
Office 681,000  

Commercial 

Total Commercial 745,000 64,000 
1 Bedroom 419  773
2 Bedroom 257  474
3 Bedroom 34  63

Parcel W-1/W-2 

Residential 

Total Residential 710  1,310
Retail 86,000 86,000 
Restaurant 15,000 15,000 

Commercial 

Total Commercial 101,000 101,000 
1 Bedroom 502  502
2 Bedroom 307  307
3 Bedroom 41  41

Parcel L/M-2 

Residential 

Total Residential 850  850
Civic Park Commercial Restaurant 10,000 10,000 
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The proposed Project with Additional Residential Development Option would 

eliminate the County office space and include the build-out of 64,000 gross 

square feet of retail space and 1,310 condo and apartment units. 

 

Parcels L / M-2 
 

This 2.71 acre portion of the Project site is located south of the Walt Disney 

Concert Hall.  It is bounded by Grand Avenue to the east, Hope Street to the 

west, 2nd Street to the north, and south of General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way.  

The Project site lies within the Bunker Hill Redevelopment Project Area.  The site 

is zoned for Residential Uses with a height and bulk designation of 4D (R5-4D).  

The site is currently paved for surface parking.   

 

The proposed development on Parcels L/M-2 can be generally described as the 

following:  the construction of a multi-story mixed use development consisting of 

retail, restaurant and residential uses.  The Project’s retail and restaurant space 

total approximately 101,000 gross square feet (gsf).  The residential component 

within this portion of the Project includes approximately 850 condo and 

apartment units. 

 

Park and Street Improvements 
 

North of Parcels Q/W-1/W-2 lies the Civic Center Mall, which is bounded in part 

on the north and south by the Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration and the 

Stanley Mosk Los Angeles County Courthouse buildings.  The Civic Center Mall 

and the parking lot to the east, which would be developed as the Civic Park 

under the proposed Project, is an integral open space component within the 

existing downtown Los Angeles Civic Center area.  The Civic Mall is bounded by 

Grand Avenue to the west, 1st Street to the south, Spring Street to the east, and 

Temple Street to the north, and covers four city blocks.  The current conceptual 
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plan for the Civic Park maintains the existing organization of space as three 

major areas: Grand Avenue to Hill Street; Hill Street to Broadway; and Broadway 

to Spring Street.  Under the Conceptual Plan, the westernmost, approximately 8-

acre section is proposed to be utilized for cultural and entertainment uses.  The 

middle, approximately 4-acre section is proposed to be used as a garden space 

for smaller scale uses and the easternmost, approximately 4-acre section is 

proposed to be used for civic and community activities.  The Proposed Project 

also includes the construction of multiple restroom facilities and up to 10,000 

square feet of restaurant space. 

 

Proposed street improvements are planned along the Grand Avenue Corridor 

from 5th Street to Cesar Chavez Avenue.  The streetscape improvements will 

incorporate roughly 1 acre of landscaping along the entire length of the Grand 

Avenue Corridor.  The landscaping area was calculated by assuming a 10-foot 

wide planting strip on the east and west sides of Grand Avenue.  
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2.0 METHODOLOGY  
 

This infrastructure report, as an appendix to the Draft EIR, documents the results 

of Psomas’ water and sewer research and analysis regarding the Grand Avenue 

Project.   

 

Psomas’ research included a review of the existing City drawings for utilities 

within the project area.  Plan and substructure maps were obtained from the City 

of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, and the City of Los Angeles’ 

“Navigate LA” website.   

 

Psomas also held meetings and coordinated with the staff of  a number of public 

agencies including the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 

(LADWP), the City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) and the City of Los 

Angeles Bureau of Sanitation (Refer to Appendix A “Persons and Organizations 

Contacted” for further information).   

 

Lastly, Psomas performed a conceptual level review of the capacities of the 

infrastructure and reviewed the need for potential infrastructure upgrades. 

Discussion of the water and sewer analysis can be found in Sections 3 and 4 

respectively.    
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3.0 WATER  
 

3.1 Existing Infrastructure 
 

The Grand Avenue project site is adjacent to existing public water mains in the 

surrounding streets.  Parcel Q is bounded by two 12” water mains to the 

northwest along Upper Grand Avenue, an 8” water main to the northeast along 

1st Street, a 12” water main to the southeast along Olive Street and a 12” water 

main to the southwest along 2nd Street.  Parcels W-1 and W-2 are bounded by a 

12” water main to the northwest along Olive Street, an 8” water line to the 

northeast along 1st Street, and two 12” water lines to the southeast along Hill 

Street.  Parcel L is bounded by a 6” water line to the northeast along 2nd Street, 

a 12” water main to the northwest along Hope Street, a 12” water main to the 

southwest along General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way as well as an 8” and 12” 

water line to the southeast along Lower Grand Avenue.  Parcel M-2 is bounded 

to the northeast by a 12” water line in General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way, a 12” 

water main to the northwest along Hope Street, and as well as an 8” and 12” 

main to the southeast along Lower Grand Avenue.  The existing Civic Mall is 

bounded by a 12” water main along Grand Avenue to the northwest, a water 

main which varies from 8” to 12” along Temple Street to the northeast, 12” and 

20” water mains in Spring Street to the southeast, an 8” water main to the 

southeast in Broadway, an 8” water main to the southeast in Main Street, and an 

8” water main to the southwest along 1st Street.  

 

The existing use on Parcel Q is a multi-level above grade metal parking 

structure, while the existing use of Parcels W-1 / W-2 and L / M-2 is surface 

parking.  There is no water service to these parcels.   

 

The 8-acre portion of the existing Civic Center Mall bounded by Grand Avenue 

and Hill Street contains a recirculating water fountain with no continuous water 

demand and a small coffee shop which has four sinks and one toilet.  These 
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plumbing fixtures within the coffee shop yield approximately 1,200 gallons per 

day of existing demand (see Appendix 5, Civic Park Sewer / Water Demand 

Calculations, Table A5.4.1).  The 8-acre park area also contains approximately 

2.75 acres of landscaping.  Based on a water demand of 3,580 gallons of water 

per acre, the existing landscaping in the Civic Center Mall produces a demand of 

approximately 9,845 gallons per day.   

 

The 4-acre Court of Flags portion of the Civic Mall, bounded by Hill Street and 

Broadway, has an estimated landscaped area of 1.5 acres.  This yields an 

existing irrigation demand of 5,370 gallons per day.   

 

The 4-acre portion of the proposed Civic Park located east of the Civic Center 

Mall, has no landscaping and no water demand as it is a fully paved surface 

parking lot. 

 

In total, the Civic Center Mall and the parking lot to the east, that comprise the 

Project’s Civic Park, yields an existing water demand of 16,415 gallons per day. 

 

No irrigation service to landscaping along the Grand Avenue Corridor is known to 

exist. 
 

3.2 Analysis of Project Impacts 
 

Water demands are analyzed by estimating domestic, fire (sprinkler and fire 

hydrant) and irrigation uses.  Fire demands require high volume flows and 

constitute a short term demand, while domestic and irrigation demands require 

low to moderate flows and constitute a long term demand.  An analysis of the 

Project’s demands relative to required fire flows is presented first, followed by a 

discussion of the Project’s water demands for domestic and irrigation purposes. 
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Fire Flow 
 

Table 3.2.1 represents the maximum, estimated flow required for domestic, fire, 

and irrigation uses for each block.  Maximum domestic flow is typically 3,000 

gallons per minute, fire sprinkler demand is typically 5,000 gallons per minute, 

and irrigation is typically 300 gallons per minute for high density mixed use 

project of this size.  The maximum fire hydrant flow is per city criteria.  

Specifically, the City of Los Angeles Fire Code, 1992 Edition, Table 9-A, High 

Density Industrial or Commercial Projects (Principal Business Districts or 

Centers) requires  a fire-flow of 12,000 gallons per minute for fire hydrants 

available to any block.         

 

Table 3.2.1 – Maximum, Estimated Flows Required per Block 

USE FLOW UNIT 

Domestic 3,000 GPM 

Fire Sprinkler 5,000 GPM 

Irrigation 300 GPM 

Fire Hydrant 12,000 GPM 

 

The highest water demands for each block are from fire hydrant demands of 

12,000 gallons of water per minute.  A second requirement is that hydrants must 

be spaced to provide adequate coverage of the building exterior and must deliver 

a minimum pressure of 20 psi at full flow.  This implies that each side of the block 

(4 sides) must flow at approximately 3,000 gallons per minute to attain the 

required fire hydrant flow.  Fire hydrant demands will, therefore act as the 

baseline for any water system upgrades.   

 

Since velocities of 10 feet per second (ft/s) are typically a desired maximum 

velocity in public water mainlines, the total available flow rate capacity for any 

pipe diameter can be calculated.  Table 3.2.2 on the following page provides pipe 

capacities assuming a maximum velocity of 10 ft/s.   
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Table 3.2.2 – Flow Required to Produce a Velocity of 10 ft/sec in Pipes 

PIPE SIZE (in) FLOW RATE (gpm) 

4 390 

6 880 

8 1,560 

10 2,440 

12 3,520 

  

Pressure flow reports were obtained from the City of Los Angeles Department of 

Water and Power to ensure that existing water pressure is sufficiently high for the 

Project (See Appendix 3, Tables A3.1-A3.4).  These reports show adequate 

pressures of at least 74 pounds per square inch (psi) at flows of 5,000 gallons 

per minute at one point along the perimeter of each proposed building.  Due to 

the network of pipes in the area, resulting pressures from fire flows of 12,000 

gallons per minute are not expected to be less than the minimum requirement of 

20 psi. 

 

This pipe capacity criteria was applied to the existing water system to identify 

possible upgrades.  Adjoining streets which do not have water lines currently but 

would need these facilities to meet the established criteria were also identified. 

 

Section 3.1, “Existing Infrastructure,” states that Parcel Q is bounded by two 12” 

water mains to the northwest along Upper Grand Avenue, an 8” water main to 

the northeast along 1st Street, a 12” water main to the southeast along Olive 

Street and a 12” water main to the southwest along 2nd Street.  By using Table 

3.2.2, this yields a total available flow of 15,640 gallons of water per minute 

around the perimeter of Parcel Q.  This total is above the required fire hydrant 

flow of 12,000 gallons of water per minute per Table 3.2.1, thus demonstrating 

that no upgrades are required to the water system for Parcel Q.  Notwithstanding, 

fire hydrants would be installed on Parcel Q per the requirements of the LAFD. 
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Section 3.1, “Existing Infrastructure,” states that Parcels W-1 and W-2 are 

bounded by a 12” water main to the northwest along Olive Street, an 8” water line 

to the northeast along 1st Street, and two 12” water lines to the southeast along 

Hill Street.  By using table 3.2.2, this yields a total available flow of 12,120 

gallons of water per minute.  Although this total is above the required 12,000 

gallons of water per minute for fire hydrant flow on Table 3.2.1, no water service 

is currently available along the portion of 2nd Street that adjoins Parcels W-1 and 

W-2.  Therefore, a new water line should be installed along 2nd Street from Olive 

Street to Hill Street for Parcels W-1 and W-2.  In addition, fire hydrants would be 

installed on Parcels W-1 and W-2 per the requirements of the LAFD. 

 

Section 3.1, “Existing Infrastructure,” states that Parcel L is bounded by a 6” 

water line to the northeast along 2nd Street, a 12” water main to the northwest 

along Hope Street, a 12” water main to the southwest along General Thaddeus 

Kosciuszko Way as well as an 8” and 12” water line to the southeast along Lower 

Grand Avenue.  By using Table 3.2.2, this yields a total available flow of 13,000 

gallons of water per minute around the perimeter of Parcel L.  Although this total 

is above the required fire hydrant flow of 12,000 gallons of water per minute on 

Table 3.2.1, no water service is currently available along the portion of 2nd Street 

that adjoins Parcel L.  Therefore, a new water line to assure adequate fire 

coverage should be installed along 2nd Street from Hope to Lower Grand Avenue 

for Parcel L.  In addition, fire hydrants would be installed on Parcel L per the 

requirements of the LAFD. 

 

Section 3.1, “Existing Infrastructure,” states that Parcel M-2 is bounded to the 

northeast by a 12” water line in General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way, a 12” water 

main to the northwest along Hope Street, as well as an 8” and 12” main to the 

southeast along Lower Grand Avenue.  By using Table 3.2.2, this yields a total 

available flow of 12,120 gallons of water per minute around the perimeter of 

Parcel M-2.  This total is above the required fire hydrant flow of 12,000 gallons of 
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water per minute on Table 3.2.1, thus demonstrating that no upgrades are 

required to the water system for Parcel M-2 as service is available from all sides 

of Parcel M-2.  Notwithstanding, fire hydrants would need to be installed on 

Parcel M-2 per the requirements of the LAFD. 

 

Section 3.1, “Existing Infrastructure,” states that the existing Civic Center Mall is 

bounded by a 12” water main along Grand Avenue to the northwest, a water 

main which varies from 8” to 12” along Temple Street to the northeast, 12” and 

20” water mains in Spring Street to the southeast, an 8” water main to the 

southeast in Broadway, an 8” water main to the southeast in Main Street, and an 

8” water main to the southwest along 1st Street.  By using Table 2, this yields a 

total available flow of 15,240 gallons of water per minute (this excludes the 20” 

water line in Spring Street) around the perimeter of the Civic Park.  Each block 

within the Civic Park contains a proposed bathroom facility and may contain the 

10,000 square foot restaurant.  For the purposes of exterior building coverage for 

bathroom facilities and restaurant, each block will require one or two additional 

fire hydrants.   

 

In conclusion, Project impacts with regard to the provision of fire flow 

infrastructure, without the installation of the identified improvements along 2nd 

Street, would be significant.  As such, a mitigation measure requiring these 

improvements, which would reduce this impact to a less than significant level, 

has been identified. 

 

Domestic and Irrigation Water Demand 
 

Based on the Project’s proposed land uses and the generation rates established 

by the City of Los Angeles for public and commercial facilities, the Project with 

County Office Building Option and the Project with Additional Residential 

Development Option are estimated to have an average domestic water demand 

at buildout of 844,403 gallons of water per day and 786,881 gallons of water per 
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day, respectively.1  These domestic water demand numbers include all three 

components; the civic park, streetscape, and development parcels.  Table 3.2.3, 

"Anticipated Water Demand – Project with County Office Building Option" on 

page 16 and Table 3.2.4, "Anticipated Water Demand – Project with Additional 

Residential Option" on page 17, tabulate the total estimated water demand for 

both the Proposed Project with County Office Building Option and the Project 

with Additional Residential Development Option. 

 

LADWP has concluded in its Water Supply Assessment dated April 13, 2006 

(See Appendix G of this Draft EIR) that it would be able to meet the water 

demands of the proposed Project, and of existing and other future uses, over the 

20-year horizon described in SB 610 and SB 221, during single year and multiple 

dry years. 

 

Therefore, the total estimated water demand for the Project at build-out would not 

exceed available supplies.  As a result, Project impacts on water supply are less 

than significant. 

 

Proposed water demand for the Civic Park was calculated by assuming that 14 of 

the 16 acres would be developed as 100% softscape for an average day demand 

of 51,100 gallons of water per day.  This leads to a conservative estimate since it 

is anticipated that the park would contain more than 2 acres of hardscape and 

other areas requiring no water demand.  As a final design for the park has not 

been completed, it is conservatively estimated that approximately up to 14 new 

toilets (7 men’s and 7 women’s) and 8 sinks (4 men’s and 4 women’s) will be 

constructed for each new public restroom.  It is further assumed that there could 

be one public restroom in each of the three areas of the Civic Park (see 

Appendix 5, “Civic Park Sewer / Water Demand Calculations”).  This would 

                                                           
1  The 14 acres of landscaped areas within the park would generate a total water demand of 51,100 gpd 

and 86,870 gpd under average and peak day conditions, respectively.  Thus, the water demand for 
the landscaped areas that are shown in the table are net of the Civic Center Mall’s existing water 
demand of 16,415 gpd under an average day.   
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Table 3.2.3 
 

Anticipated Water Demand – Proposed Project with County Office Building Option 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a Total (GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b Total (GPD) 

PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 
Commercial       

Hotel c 225 room 130 35,750 221 60,775 
Hotel Meeting 15,000 square feet 800 12,000 1,360 20,400 
Retail 307,000 square feet 80 24,560 136 41,752 
Restaurant d 92,000 square feet 900 82,800 1,530 140,760 
Health club 50,000 square feet 800 40,000 1,360 68,000 
Office 681,000 square feet 180 122,580 306 208,386 
Subtotal    317,690  540,073 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  88,953  151,220 
Total Commercial   406,643  691,293 

Residential       
1 bedroom 1,211 dwelling unit 120 145,320 204 247,044 
2 bedroom 719 dwelling unit 160 115,040 272 195,568 
3 bedroom 130 dwelling unit 200 26,000 340 44,200 
Subtotal    286,360  486,812 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  51,545  87,626 
Total Residential   337,905  574,438 

Parking e 1,636 ksf 20 32,720 34 55,624 
TOTAL - PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 777,268   1,321,355 

Streetscape  1 acres 3,650 3,650 8,030 8,030 

Park       
Landscaped Areasf 14 acres 3,650 34,685 6,205 58,964 
Restaurant d 10,000 square feet 900 9,000 1,530 15,300 
Restrooms g 198 fixture units 100 19,800 170 33,660 
Total Park    63,485  107,924 

Total – Proposed Project with County Office Building Option 844,403   1,435,484 
  
a  Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. 

Consumption rates for commercial uses other than hotel rooms are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of 
floor area.  See Appendix 2, Table A2.1 for rate table. 

b   Water consumption factors multiplied by the standard LADWP maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Subsequent to the issuance of LADWP's Water Supply Assessment, the number of hotel rooms was increased from 

225 to 275 rooms.  This increase of 50 rooms represents a corresponding increase in water demand that would 
account for 0.8% of the total overall water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option.  This increase is 
considered negligible and does not change the conclusions reached by the Water Supply Assessment. 

d  Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat. 
e 325 square feet per parking space. 
f Applying the 1.7 peaking factor to this total, yields a peak day water demand for the existing Civic Center Mall of 

27,906 gpd. 
g Based on approximately 42 toilets and 24 sinks for new public restrooms in each of the three areas of the park.   
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Table 3.2.4 
 

Anticipated Water Demand – Project with Additional Residential Development Option 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption Rate 

(GPD) a Total (GPD)

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b Total (GPD) 

PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 
Commercial       

Hotel c 275 room 130 35,750 221 60,775 
Hotel meeting 15,000 square feet 800 12,000 1,360 20,400 
Retail 307,000 square feet 80 24,560 136 41,752 
Restaurant d 92,000 square feet 900 82,800 1,530 140,760 
Health club 50,000 square feet 800 40,000 1,360 68,000 
Office 0 square feet 180       0    . 306       0      . 
Subtotal    195,110  331,687 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  54,631   92,872 
Total Commercial   249,741   424,559 

Residential      
1 bedroom 1,565 dwelling unit 120 187,800 204 319,260 
2 bedroom 936 dwelling unit 160 149,760 272 254,592 
3 bedroom 159 dwelling unit 200 31,800 340 54,060 
Subtotal    369,360  627,912 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  66,485  113,024 
Total Residential   435,845  740,936 

Parking e 1,708 ksf 20 34,160 34 58,072 
TOTAL - PARCELS Q, L and M-2, W-1/W-2 719,746   1,223,567 

Streetscape 1 acres 3,650 3,650 8,030 8,030 

Park       
Landscaped Areas 14 acres 3,650 34,685 6,205 58,964 
Restaurant d 10,000 square feet 900 9,000 1,530 15,300 
Restrooms g 198 fixture units 100 19,800 170 33,660 
Total Park    63,485  107,924 

Total – Project with Additional Residential Development Option 786,881   1,337,696 
  
a  Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. 

Consumption rates for commercial uses other than hotel rooms are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet 
of floor area.  See Appendix 2, Table A2.1 for rate table. 

b   Water consumption factors multiplied by the standard LADWP maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Subsequent to the issuance of LADWP's Water Supply Assessment, the number of hotel rooms was increased from 

225 to 275 rooms.  This increase of 50 rooms represents a corresponding increase in water demand that would 
account for 0.8% of the total overall water demand for the Project with County Office Building Option.  This increase 
is considered negligible and does not change the conclusions reached by the Water Supply Assessment. 

d  Based on approximately 33 square feet per seat and a consumption rate of 30 gpd per seat. 
e 325 square feet per parking space. 
f Applying the 1.7 peaking factor to this total, yields a peak day water demand for the existing Civic Center Mall of 

27,906 gpd. 
g Based on approximately 42 toilets and 24 sinks for new public restrooms in each of the three areas of the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 
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create a total of up to 42 toilets and up to 24 sinks for the entire park 

development for an average day demand of 19,800 gallons of water per day.  In 

addition, it is further assumed that up to 10,000 square feet of restaurant floor 

area would also be located in the park, which would yield a demand of 

approximately 9,000 gallons of water on an average day.  In total, the 

development of the park would yield a demand of 79,900 gallons of water on an 

average day. 

 

It is assumed that temporary restroom facilities will augment the proposed 

restrooms during special events when the park would be more heavily populated.  

Therefore, the increased water demand during these events is assumed to be 

incidental and accounted for within the conservative assumption of the 42 toilet 

facilities of the park, and that the park will be predominantly landscaped.   

 

Project parcels can be served by the interconnected DWP water pipe network by 

installing laterals for fire hydrants or sprinkler service to fulfill the LA Fire 

Department requirements, as described in the preceding section of this report.  It 

is important to note that flow levels for domestic and irrigation purposes are less 

than those required to meet the Project’s fire flow.  As the water system serving 

the Project site would meet the Project’s fire flow demands, inclusive of the 

identified improvements, adequate capacity would also be available to meet the 

Project’s demands for domestic and irrigation water.   

 

It is expected that additional fire hydrants will be required within the public right-

of-way and possibly on private property.  New fire water, domestic water and 

irrigation meters would be provided with new water connections to the existing 

DWP water mains adjacent to the parcels.  The exact size and location of the 

services will be determined as the project develops.  
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3.3 Mitigation and Regulatory Measures 
 

Mitigation measures are only required to address the Project’s fire flow 

requirements.  No other mitigation measures are required as Project impacts with 

regard to water related issues are less than significant.  However, water 

conservation measures would be  imposed by the City of Los Angeles 

Department of Building and Safety with regard to the five development parcels 

and the Streetscape Program, while the County of Los Angeles  would  oversee 

water conservation measures with regard to the Civic Park.  As such, the 

following mitigation and regulatory measures are recommended:  
 

Mitigation Measures 
 

• Prior to initial occupancy of the buildings within Parcels L and W-1/W-2, 

Related shall install new water lines along Second Street, from Olive Street to 

Hill Street to serve Parcels W-1/W-2, and from Hope Street to Lower Grand 

Avenue to serve Parcel L.  The City’s Building and Safety Department shall 

review and approve all plans related to these new water lines.  Related shall 

be responsible for the implementation of these improvements. 

 

Regulatory Measures 
 

• Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with regard to the five 

development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 

Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall 

call DIG-ALERT to identify and mark on the ground surface the locations of 

existing underground utilities.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, 

or other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance 

with this measure with regard to the five development parcels and the 

Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works 

shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the Civic Park. 
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• Prior to the start off each construction phase, Related, with regard to the five 

development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the 

Civic Park and Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements shall 

perform potholing of existing water and gas mains to verify the depth of cover.  

If the depth of cover over the lines is shallow and the total street pavement 

section is thick (around 24 inches), then the temporary cover over the lines 

during construction may be reduced to 12 inches or less.  Under these 

circumstances, protective measures shall be implemented to prevent damage 

or breakage of the lines during the pavement sub-grade preparation process  

Notices of service interruption, if necessary, shall be provided to customers in 

accordance with DWP-Water and ACG requirements.  The City’s Department 

of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 

determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 

parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department 

of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 

the Civic Park. 

• Prior to issuance of building permits for each construction phase, Related, 

with regard to the five development parcels, shall pay the appropriate fees as 

may be imposed by the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other 

appropriate City agency or department.  A percentage of building permit fees 

is contributed to the fire hydrant fund, which provides for citywide fire 

protection improvements.  Compliance with this measure shall be determined 

by the City’s Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City 

agency or department,. 

• Prior the issuance of building permits for each construction phase, Related, 

with regard to the five development parcels and the responsible parties for 

implementation of the Civic Park Plan under the applicable agreements, shall 

coordinate with the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power to conduct 

a flow test to confirm that the existing water system meets fire flow 
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requirements imposed by the LAFD for the Project.  Related, with regard to 

the five development parcels and the responsible parties for implementation 

of the Civic Park Plan under the applicable agreements, shall undertake and 

complete required improvements as identified by the LADWP, based on the 

findings of the flow test.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 

other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 

this measure with regard to the five development parcels.  The County’s CAO 

and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 

measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

• During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five development 

parcels, shall incorporate Phase I of the City of Los Angeles’ Emergency 

Water Conservation Plan into all privately operated parcels.  The Plan 

prohibits hose watering of driveways and associated walkways, mandates 

decorative fountains to use recycled water, mandates drinking water in 

restaurants to be served upon request only, and provides that water leaks are 

repaired in a timely manner.  The City’s Department of Building and Safety, or 

other appropriate City agency or department, shall determine compliance with 

this measure. 

• During Project operations, incorporate Los Angeles County water 

conservation policies into the operation of the Civic Park, and the County 

Office Building, if the Project proceeds with the County office building option.  

The responsible parties for the implementation of the Civic Park under the 

applicable agreements, and the County with regard to the County Office 

Building, if the Project proceeds with the County office building option, shall 

be responsible for implementing this measure.  The implementation of this 

measure shall be subject to the review and approval of the County’s CAO 

and/or Department of Public Works. 
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• During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five development 

parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and 

Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements and the County Office 

Building operator shall comply with any additional mandatory water use 

restrictions imposed as a result of drought conditions.  The City’s Department 

of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or department, shall 

determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five development 

parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO and/or Department 

of Public Works shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to 

the Civic Park.  

• During Project operations, Related, with regard to the five development 

parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic Park and 

Streetscape Program under the applicable agreements, shall install automatic 

sprinkler systems to irrigate landscaping during morning hours or during the 

evening to reduce water losses from evaporation, and sprinklers shall be 

reset to water less often in cooler months and during the rainfall season so 

that water is not wasted by excessive landscape irrigation.  The City’s 

Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 

department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the 

five development parcels and the Streetscape Program.  The County’s CAO 

and/or Department of Public Works shall determine compliance with this 

measure with regard to the Civic Park. 

3.4 Adverse Impacts 
 

Parcels W-1/W-2 and L will require the upgrade of a new water line along the 2nd 

Street frontage.  Upon final construction of this line, the existing water 

infrastructure would be adequate to serve the proposed Project, and   no adverse 

effects related to domestic, irrigation, or fire water service are expected for the 

Project.  Therefore, Project impacts with regard to all water related issues are 

less than significant. 
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4.0 SEWERS  
 

4.1 Existing Infrastructure 
 

The Grand Avenue Project’s five development parcels are currently parking 

facilities (i.e., parking structure on Parcel Q and surface parking lots on Parcels 

W-1 / W-2 and L / M-2) with no sewer service.   The Project’s five development 

parcels are adjacent to existing public sanitary sewer mains in the surrounding 

streets.  Parcel Q is bounded by a 12” main to the northwest along Upper Grand 

Avenue, a main to the northeast along 1st Street which increases from 8” to 10”, 

and a 12” main to the southeast along Olive Street.  Parcels W-1 and W-2 are 

bounded by a 12” main to the northwest along Olive Street, a 10” line to the 

northeast along 1st Street, a 12” line to the southwest along 2nd Street, and 8” 

and 12” lines to the southeast along Hill Street.  Parcel  L is bounded by a 12” 

line to the southwest of General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way and an 8” line to the 

southeast along Lower Grand Avenue.  Parcel M-2 is bounded to the northeast 

by a 12” line in General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way and to the southeast by a 15” 

line in Lower Grand Avenue.  The existing Civic Mall is bounded by an 8” sanitary 

sewer main along Temple Street to the northeast, a 12” sanitary sewer main in 

Broadway to the southeast, a 12” sanitary sewer main to the southeast in Hill 

Street, and 8” and 15” sanitary sewer mains to the southwest along 1st Street.  

 

Appendix 5, Table A5.3 “Proposed Pipe Size Capacity Calculations,” lists the 

existing pipes and their corresponding flow capacities.  It is anticipated that 

Parcels Q and W-1/W-2 will connect to the existing 12” sewer main in Olive 

Street, which has an allowable capacity of 1,027,600 gallons of sewage per day.  

This 12” sewer main has been gauged by the City of Los Angeles Department of 

Sanitation at an existing flow of 240,000 gallons of sewage per day, or roughly 

23% of total allowable capacity.  It is anticipated that Parcel L will connect to the 

8” sewer main in Grand Avenue, which has an allowable capacity of 390,400 

gallons of sewage per day.  This 8” sewer main has been gauged by the City of 
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Los Angeles Department of Sanitation at an existing flow of 100,000 gallons of 

sewage per day, or roughly 26% of total allowable capacity.  It is also anticipated 

that Parcel M-2 will connect to the 15” sewer main in Grand Avenue, which has 

an allowable capacity of 2,087,600 gallons of sewage per day.  This 15” sewer 

main has been gauged by the City of Los Angeles Department of Sanitation at an 

existing flow of 100,000 gallons of sewage per day, or roughly 5% of total 

allowable capacity.  The City of Los Angeles standard allows a capacity to 50% 

full.   

 

As Parcel Q is occupied by a parking structure and the remaining parcels are 

used for surface parking, there is no existing  sewer facilities demand and no 

existing sewer service.  Additionally, the existing streetscape has no sewer 

demand.   
 

The 8-acre area of the park bounded by Grand Avenue and Hill Street contains a 

small coffee shop which has four sinks and one toilet.  These fixtures yield an 

existing demand of approximately 1,200 gallons of sewage per day (see 

Appendix 5, Table A5.4.1 for Existing Café Sewer / Water Demand Calculations).  

As the fountain within the park uses recirculated water, there is no sewer 

demand attributable to this feature of the park. 

 

4.2 Analysis of Project Impacts 
 

Project related sewer demand is estimated by applying generation factors to the 

proposed land uses.  According to the attached Appendix 5, Table A5.1, upon 

construction and occupancy of the proposed Project with County Office Building 

Option, the Project site would generate approximately 631,650 gallons of sewage 

per day (gpd).  This accounts for 240,210 gallons of sewage per day for Parcel 

Q, 225,900 gallons of sewage per day for Parcels W-1/W-2, 137,940 gallons of 
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sewage per day for Parcels L/M-2, and 27,600 gallons of sewage per day for the 

Civic Park.2   

 

The sewage generation attributable to the Civic Park is based on the following 

methodology.  It is conservatively assumed that approximately 14 new toilets (7 

men’s and 7 women’s) and 8 sinks (4 men’s and 4 women’s) will be constructed 

for each new public restroom (see Appendix 5, Table A5.4.2).  It is further 

assumed that there could be one public restroom in each of the three areas of 

the Civic Park.  This would create a total of 42 toilets and 24 sinks for the entire 

park development.  These assumptions result in a total sewage demand of 

19,800 gallons of sewage per day for the proposed bathrooms. (It is assumed 

that temporary portable restroom facilities will augment the proposed restrooms 

during special events when the park would be more heavily populated.  

Furthermore, the increased sewer demand during special events is assumed to 

be captured within the conservative assumption of the 42 toilet facilities) 

Additionally, the 10,000 square feet of restaurant is expected to generate 9,000 

gallons of sewage per day.  Subtracting the existing sewage generation from the 

coffee shop that would be removed during Park construction, a net total of 

27,600 gallons of sewage would be generated per day by the Civic Park. 

 

When the proposed sewage loads are combined with the existing regional pipe 

flow, the remaining capacity for the sewer main is 547,400 gallons of sewage per 

day for Parcel Q, 561,700 gallons of sewage per day for Parcels W-1/W-2, 

221,400 gallons of sewage per day for Parcel L, and 1,918,600 gallons of 

sewage per day for Parcel M-2 (see Appendix 5, Table A5.3).  This yields a 

proposed total allowable capacity within each sewer main of 23% for Parcel Q, 

23% for Parcels W-1/W-2, 22% for Parcel L, and 4% for Parcel M-2.  The 

addition of 28,000 gallons per day to the existing 12” sewer in Hill Street will 

result in a reduction in capacity of 1.5%.  The addition of 28,000 gallons per day 

                                                           
2  The sewage generation forecast for the Civic Park includes the elimination of the existing sewage 

generation attributable to the existing coffee shop within the existing Civic Center Mall. 
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from each of the two 4-acre Civic Park components to the existing 10” sewer in 

Broadway will result in a reduction in capacity of 0.6% plus 0.6%, equal to 1.2%.  

Three additional sewer availability studies have been submitted to the Bureau of 

Engineering which will allow connections from the three park areas to the existing 

sewer mains on Hill Street and Broadway  

 

Since the sewer mains that serve Parcels L/M-2 and Q/W-1/W-2 merge 

downstream, an analysis was performed to evaluate that impact.  Specifically, 

Belel Tamimi at the City of Los Angeles, Department of Sanitation, Wastewater 

Engineering Service Division calculated that the final combined flow for the 

proposed project increases the existing demand from 666,700 gallons of sewage 

per day to 1,298,350 gallons of sewage per day.  This changes the full-flow 

capacity of the 15” sewer main at the intersection of Hill and 4th Street from 15% 

to 29%.  The City of Los Angeles standard allows a capacity to 50% full.      

 

The Project with Additional Residential Development Option would yield a total 

flow of 592,070 gallons of sewage per day.  This accounts for 240,210 gallons of 

sewage per day for Parcel Q, 186,320 gallons of sewage per day for Parcels W-

1/W-2, 137,940 gallons of sewage per day for Parcels L/M-2  (see Appendix 5, 

Table A5.2), and 27,600 gallons of sewage per day for the Civic Park.3   

 

As compared to the proposed Project with County Office Building Option, similar 

sewer capacity results were found under the Project with Additional Residential 

Development Option.  When the proposed and existing regional flow in the pipes 

are combined, the remaining capacity for the sewer main is 547,400 gallons of 

sewage per day for Parcel Q, 601,300 gallons of sewage per day for Parcels W-

1/W-2, 221,400 gallons of sewage per day for Parcel L, and 1,918,600 gallons of 

sewage per day for Parcel M-2 (see Appendix 5, Table A5.3).  This yields a 

                                                           
3  The sewage generation forecast for the Civic Park includes the elimination of the existing sewage 

generation attributable to the existing coffee shop within the existing Civic Center Mall. 
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proposed total capacity within each sewer main of 23% for Parcel Q, 21% for 

Parcels W-1/W-2, 22% for Parcel L, and 4% for Parcel M-2.   

 

The Civic Park analysis is the same as in the Project with County Office Building 

Option.  Since the sewer mains that serve Parcels L/M-2 and Q/W-1/W-2 merge 

downstream, an analysis was performed to evaluate that impact.  Specifically, 

Belel Tamimi at The City of Los Angeles, Department of Sanitation, Wastewater 

Engineering Service Division calculated that the final combined flow for the 

proposed project increases the existing demand from 666,700 gallons of sewage 

per day to 1,258,770 gallons of sewage per day.  This changes the full flow 

capacity at the intersection of Hill and 4th Street from 15% to 28%.  The City of 

Los Angeles standard allows a capacity to 50% full.     

 

Sewer service for each Project component would be provided with new sewer 

connections to the existing sewer mains adjacent to the parcels.  Except for 

these sewer connection pipes, no upgrades to existing sewer mainlines are 

expected as forecasted flow levels are all below the available capacity within 

each of the sewer lines that would serve the Project site.  As a result, Project 

impacts are concluded to be less than significant.   

 

As part of Project implementation, the payment of sewage facility charges would 

be required by the City.  The sewer connections required to collect wastewater 

will be by the Project. 

 

Sewage treatment of the proposed Project will be provided by the Hyperion 

Wastewater Treatment Plan, which is located near the coastline at the southern 

extremity of Playa del Rey, directly south of the Los Angeles International Airport.  

According to the City of Los Angeles’ Hyperion Sewage Treatment Plan website, 

the plant presently treats in excess of 340 million gallons per day (MGD) and has 

the dry weather capacity to treat 450 MGD under current operating parameters.  

The plant treats wastewater from almost all of the City of Los Angeles, as well as 
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effluent from the cities of Beverly Hills, Burbank, Culver City, El Segundo, 

Glendale, San Fernando, Santa Monica, and portions of the unincorporated 

territory of Los Angeles County. 

 

Prior to the issuance of the building permit, and pursuant to Standard City 

practice for all development projects, the Bureau of Engineering and the Bureau 

of Sanitation will again review and determine if there is allotted sewer capacity 

available.  Sewer availability reports, as contained in Appendix 4, Tables A4-1-

A4.5, are valid for a period of 180 days from the date approved by the Bureau of 

Sanitation. 

 

4.3 Mitigation Measures 
 

As Project impacts with regard to sewage generation are less than significant, no 

mitigation measures are required.  Notwithstanding, the following regulatory 

measures are recommended. 

 

Regulatory Measures 
 

• Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with regard to the five 

development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic 

Park shall comply with City ordinances limiting connections to the City sewer 

system, in accordance with City Bureau of Sanitation procedures.  The City’s 

Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 

department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 

development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works 

shall ensure compliance with this measure. 

 

• Prior to the start of each construction phase, Related, with regard to the five 

development parcels, and the responsible parties for implementation of the Civic 

Park Plan, shall prepare, and thereafter implement, building plan specifications 
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for the installation of low-flow water fixtures and further encourage reduction of 

water consumption to minimize wastewater flow to the sewer system, in 

accordance with applicable water conservation requirements.  The City’s 

Department of Building and Safety, or other appropriate City agency or 

department, shall determine compliance with this measure with regard to the five 

development parcels.  The County’s CAO and/or Department of Public Works 

shall ensure compliance with this measure. 

 
4.4 Adverse Impacts 

 
Existing sewer infrastructure is adequate to serve the proposed Project.  See 

Appendix 4, Tables A4.1-A4.5 for City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering 

Sewer Availability approvals, demonstrating the City’s ability to serve the Project.  

Since the Project with County Office Building Option has a higher sewage 

demand than the proposed Project with Additional Residential Development 

Option, the City Department of Sanitation conservatively signed off on only the 

Project with County Office Building Option.  These documents indicate the ability 

of the agency to serve the Project without system upgrades.  As such, no 

adverse effects related to sanitary sewer service or to the sewer infrastructure 

system are expected.  As a result, Project impacts are less than significant. 
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5.0 ALTERNATIVES  
 

5.1 Introduction 
 
 
 

This section of the  report addresses five alternatives to the proposed Project  to 

evaluate the potential of the alternatives to avoid or reduce the potential 

significant  sewer and water impacts of the proposed Project.    The alternatives 

to the proposed Project are summarized in Table 5.2.2 on page 32 and a brief 

description of each alternative is provided below. 

 

Alternative 1:  No Project “A” 

The No Project Alternative assumes that the Project would not be implemented 

and that the existing physical condition of the Project Site and existing uses at 

the Project Site would remain unchanged.  Construction of new retail, residential, 

and hotel uses along with the Civic Park and streetscape improvements would 

not occur.  Thus, this alternative reflects existing environmental conditions, as 

discussed in Section 3.1 of this report with regard to water related issues, and 

Section 4.1 with regard to sewer related issues. 
 

Alternative 2:  No Project “B”  

 Under No Project “B” Alternative, Parcels Q and W-2 would be developed 

according to the provisions of the 1991 Owner Participation Agreement (OPA) for 

Parcels K, Q and W-2, while Parcels L, M-2, and W-1 would be developed per 

existing zoning.   Parcel Q would be developed almost entirely with office uses 

along with a relatively limited amount of retail uses, while Parcel W-2 would 

remain as a parking facility, albeit somewhat larger than what currently exists.  

Parcels L and M-2 would be developed according to their existing R5-4D zone 

and Parcel W-1 would be developed according to the existing R5-4D and C2-4D 

zones.  Based on these land use parameters, the No Project “B” Alternative 
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Table 5.2.2 
 

Comparison of Alternatives 
 

 The Grand Avenue Project Alternatives 

Project Characteristics Proposed Project 

Additional 
Residential 

Option 
1. 

No Project “A” 
2. 

No Project “B” 
3.  

Reduced Project 
4. 

Alternative Design 

5. 
Alternative  
Land Use 

Residential Units 2,060 units 2, 660 units 0 843 1,545 units 2,060 units 3,372 units 
Affordable Units 412 units 532 units 0 169 309 units 412 units 674 units 
Residential Floor Area 2,155,000 sq. ft 2,836,000 sq. ft 0 822,768 1,616,250 sq. ft. 2,155,000 sq. ft 3,565,000 sq. ft. 
Retail Floor Area 449,000 sq. ft. 449,000 sq. ft. 0 64,641 336,750 sq. ft. 449,000 sq. ft. 35,000 sq. ft. 
Hotel Rooms 275 rooms 275 rooms 0 0 206 hotel rooms 275 rooms 0 
Hotel Floor Area 315,000 sq. ft. 315,000 sq. ft. 0 0 236,250 sq. ft. 315,000 sq. ft. 0 
Office Floor Area 681,000 sq. ft. 0 0 1,565,792 510,750 sq. ft. 681,000 sq. ft. 0 
Total Commercial 1,445,000 sq. ft. 764,000 sq. ft. 0 1,630,433 1,083,750 sq. ft. 1,445,000 sq. ft. 35,000 sq. ft. 
Total Floor Area 3,600,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 sq. ft. 0 2,453,201 2,700,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 sq. ft. 3,600,000 
Civic Mall Renovation and 
Expansion Area 

16 acres 16 acres 0 acres 0 acres Up to 16 acres 16 acres 16 acres 

Description/Funding Conceptual 
Plan/Project 

generated funding 
of at least $50 

million, of which $46 
million would be 

generated by Phase 
1 

Conceptual 
Plan/Project 

generated funding 
of at least $50 
million of which 

$46 million would 
be generated by 

Phase 1 

No renovation or 
expansion 

No renovation or 
expansion 

Improvements would 
range from 

renovation of existing 
Civic Mall to no 

improvements across 
all or a portion of the 
16-acre site/Project 

generated funding of 
$50 million of which 
$34.3 million would 

be generated by 
Phase 1 

Conceptual Plan 
with retention of 

contributing 
features/Project 

generated funding of 
at least $50 million 
of which $46 million 
would be generated 

by Phase 1 

Conceptual 
Plan/Project 

generated funding of 
at least $50 million 

of which $49.4 
million would be 

generated by Phase 
1 

Grand Avenue Streetscape Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would not be 
implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented only in 
front of Parcel Q. 

Scope of 
improvements 

reduced 
commensurate with 
available funding. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 

Conceptual Plan 
would be 

implemented. 
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would include development of up to 843 residential units, including 169 

affordable units; approximately 64,641 square feet of retail floor area; and 

approximately 1,565,792 square feet of office floor area.  The office uses would 

be private office buildings under this alternative.  Approximately 400 parking 

spaces would occur on Parcel W-2.  Furthermore, under the No Project “B” 

Alternative, the proposed improvement and expansion of the existing Civic 

Center Mall would not occur and the proposed streetscape improvements along 

Grand Avenue would only be implemented in front of Parcel Q. 

 

Alternative 3:  Reduced Project  

 

The Reduced Density Alternative represents a 25 percent reduction of proposed 

development within Parcels Q, W-1/W-2, L, and M-2.  Under the Reduced 

Density Alternative, the Civic Park would be developed and the streetscape 

improvements implemented.  However, the level of improvements made to the 

Civic Park and the extent of the streetscape improvements would be reduced 

commensurate with available funding.  While the mix of office, retail and 

residential uses across the development Parcels under the Reduced Density 

Alternative would be the same as under the Project, the floor area associated 

with each use would be reduced by 25 percent.  Thus, the Reduced Density 

Alternative would result in up to 1,545 residential units, of which 309 would be 

available as affordable units, 336,750 square feet of retail floor area, 206 hotel 

rooms, and a 510,750-square-foot County office building.  In addition, under the 

Reduced Density Alternative, the maximum building heights would also be 

reduced by 25 percent.  While the reduction in building height could occur 

through a number of different ways, for the purposes of analyzing the Reduced 

Density Alternative, building heights would be the same as under the Project, 

although the high-rise buildings would be reduced in height. 
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Alternative 4:  Alternate Design  

 

Under the Alternative Design Alternative the towers proposed for development on 

Parcels L and M-2would be reversed, such that the tower proposed for the 

southeast corner of Parcels L and M-2 would be moved to the southwest corner, 

and the tower proposed for the northwest corner would be moved to the 

northeast corner.   

Under the Alternative Design Alternative, the same amount of residential and 

commercial development as the Project with County Office Building Option (3.6 

million square feet) would be developed.  The renovation and expansion of the 

Civic Center Mall to create the Civic Park and the Grand Avenue streetscape 

improvements  also would occur. 

 

Alternative 5:  Alternative Land Use 

 

Under the Alternative Land Use alternative, the five development parcels would 

be developed entirely with residential uses, with the exception of 35,000 square 

feet of retail uses that would be developed to meet the retail shopping needs of 

onsite residents.  This alternative would have the same floor area as the Project 

with County Office Building Option (3.6 million square feet).  Under this 

alternative, the proposed 35,000 square feet of retail uses would be consolidated 

onto Parcel Q, which is centrally located to Parcels L, M-2, and W-1/W-2.  The 

number of additional residential units is based on the non-residential floor area in 

each parcel(s), divided by the average floor area per unit within the applicable 

parcel.  As such, the non-residential floor area within Parcel Q would support an 

additional 446 units, which when added to the proposed 500 units would equal 

946 units.  On Parcels W-1/W-2, the non-residential floor area would support an 

additional 763 units.  Added to the proposed 710 units (under the County Office 
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Building Option), a total of 1,473 units would be developed on Parcels W-1/W-2 

under the Alternative Land Use Alternative.  The non-residential floor area 

proposed for Parcels L and M-2 would support 103 additional units, for a total of 

953 units.  On an overall basis, the Alternative Design Alternative would allow a 

maximum of 3,372 residential units, including 674 affordable units.  Under the 

Alternative Design Alternative, the implementation of the Civic Park and Grand 

Avenue Conceptual Plans would be the same as under the Project.  

 

5.2 Analysis Methodology 
 

Each of the five alternatives is evaluated for water and sewer impacts in 

sequence below.   

 

• An evaluation of the  water and sewer system impacts anticipated for each 

alternative in comparison to the Project with County Office Building Option 

and the Project with Additional Residential Development Option, including the 

ability of each alternative to avoid or substantially lessen any significant 

environmental impacts associated with the proposed with both the Project 

with County Office Building Option or the Project with Additional Residential 

Development Option.  Where the impacts of the alternative and the proposed 

Project with County Office Building Option and/or the Project with Additional 

Residential Development Option would be roughly equivalent, the 

comparative impact is said to be “similar”; and 

 

• If applicable, a description of the impacts of each alternative that are not 

impacts of either the proposed Project with County Office Option or the 

Project with Additional Residential Development Option where applicable. 
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5.3 Evaluation of the Alternatives 

 
Alternative 1:  No Project “A” 

 
(a) Domestic Water 

 

With no change in the existing use of the Project Site under the No Project 

Alternative, there would be no additional demand for domestic water.  Existing 

uses associated with the proposed Project area, including parking lots, 

restrooms, drinking fountains, and landscaping, would constitute the Alternative’s 

demand for domestic water.  The impact on water supply would be less than 

significant under the No Project Alternative, since no additional water demand 

would occur over existing conditions. Therefore, the No Project Alternative would 

have less impact on water supply and conveyance systems than the proposed 

Project. 

 
(b) Sanitary Sewer 
 
With no change in the existing use of the Project Site under the No Project 

Alternative, there would be no additional sewer demand.  Existing uses 

associated with the proposed Project area, including parking lots, restrooms, 

drinking fountains, and landscaping, would constitute the Alternative’s sewage 

generation.  The impact on sewage infrastructure and treatment facilities would 

be less than significant under the No Project Alternative, since no additional 

sewer demand would occur over existing conditions.  Therefore, the No Project 

Alternative would have less impact on sewage treatment  and conveyance 

systems than the proposed Project. 
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Alternative 2:  No Project “B” 

 
(a) Domestic Water 

 

With a change in the existing use of the Project Site under the No Project 

Alternative “B”, there would be an average day demand of 538,685 gallons per 

day for domestic water (see Table 5.3.1).  Uses associated with the proposed 

Project include retail, office floor area, and retail floor area.  Comparatively, the 

proposed Project with County Office Building Option impact on water supply 

would be 305,718 gallons of water per day more than that of No Project “B” 

Alternative, while the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

would be 248,196 gallons of water per day more than that of No Project “B” 

Alternative.  Therefore, the No Project “B” Alternative would have less impact on 

water supply and conveyance systems than the proposed Project. 

 

(b) Sanitary Sewer 
 
With a change in the existing use of the Project Site under the No Project 

Alternative “B”, there would be an average day demand for 405,254 gallons of 

sewage treatment (see Table 5.3.2).  Uses associated with the proposed Project 

include retail, office floor area, and retail floor area.  Comparatively, the proposed 

Project with County Office Building Option impact on sewage generation would 

be 226,396 gallons of sewage per day more than that of No Project “B” 

Alternative, while the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

impact on sewage generation would be 186,816 gallons of sewage per day more 

than that of No Project “B” Alternative.  Therefore, the No Project “B” Alternative 

would have less impact on sewage treatment and conveyance systems than the 

proposed Project. 
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Table 5.3.1 
 

Alternative 2 - Anticipated Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption Rate 

(GPD) a 
Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b 

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 64,641 square feet 80 5,171 136 8,791
Office 1,565,792 square feet 180 281,843 306 479,132
Subtotal    287,014  487,924 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of 
Consumption)    80,364  136,619
Total Commercial    367,378  624,542
Residential     
1 bedroom 497 dwelling unit 120 59,640 204 101,388
2 bedroom 295 dwelling unit 160 47,200 272 80,240
3 bedroom 51 dwelling unit 200 10,200 340 17,340
Subtotal    117,040  198,968 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of 
Consumption)    21,067  35,814
Parking c 821 ksf 20 16,420 34 27,914
Total Residential    154,527  262,696
Streetscape d 0.1 acres 3,650 365 6205 621
Park e    16,415   27,906
     
Total    538,685  915,765
  

a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. Consumption rates for 
commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  

b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Total parking floor area based on the percentage reduction of code required parking under this Alternative and 325 square feet per parking 

space. 
d Based on a street frontage along Grand Avenue for Parcel Q of 450 linear feet and a planting strip that is 10 feet wide. 
e Based on existing water demand levels. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Table 5.3.2 
 

Alternative 2 - Anticipated Wastewater Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a 

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b 

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial      
Retail 64,641 square feet 80 5,171 136 8,791
Office 1,565,792 square feet 180 281,843 306 479,132
Total Commercial    287,014  487,924
Residential     
1 bedroom 497 dwelling unit 120 59,640 204 101,388
2 bedroom 295 dwelling unit 160 47,200 272 80,240
3 bedroom 51 dwelling unit 200 10,200 340 17,340
Total Residential    117,040  198,968
Park c    1,200  2,040
Total    405,254  688,932
  

a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering. Consumption rates for 
commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  

b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Based on existing sewage generation levels. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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Alternative 3: Reduced Density 
Utilities 

 
(a) Domestic Water 

 
With a change in the existing use of the Project Site under the Reduced Density 

Alternative, there would be a demand of 522,803 gallons per day for domestic 

water (see Table 5.3.3).  Uses associated with the proposed Project include 

residential units, retail, office floor area, hotel rooms, retail floor area, and the 

Civic Mall renovation and expansion.  Comparatively, the proposed Project with 

County Office Building Option impact on water supply would be 321,600 gallons 

of water per day more than that of Reduced Density Alternative, while the Project 

with Additional Residential Development Option impact on water supply would be 

264,078 gallons of water per day more than that of the Reduced Project.  

Therefore, the Reduced Project would have less impact on water supply and 

conveyance systems than the proposed Project. 

 

(b) Sanitary Sewer 
 
With a change in the existing use of the Project Site under the Reduced Density 

Alternative, there would be an average day demand for 380,505 gallons of 

sewage treatment (see Table 5.3.4).  Uses associated with the proposed Project 

include residential units, retail, office floor area, hotel rooms, retail floor area, and 

the Civic Mall renovation and expansion.  Comparatively, the proposed Project 

with County Office Building Option impact on sewage generation would be 

252,345 gallons of sewage per day more than that of Reduced Density 

Alternative, while the Project with Additional Residential Development Option 

impact on sewage generation would be 212,765 gallons of sewage per day more 

than that of Reduced Density Alternative.  Therefore, the Reduced Density 

Alternative would have less impact on sewage treatment and conveyance 

systems than the proposed Project. 
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Alternative 4:  Alternative Design 
 

(a) Domestic Water 
 

The Alternative Design Alternative would have the same types and amounts of 

development as the Project with County Office Building Option and therefore the 

Table 5.3.3 
 

Alternative 3 - Anticipated Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a 

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b 

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Hotel 206 rooms 130 26,780 221 45,526
Retail 336,750 square feet 80 26,940 136 45,798
Office 510,750 square feet 180 91,935 306 156,290
Subtotal    145,655  247,614
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption)  40,783  69,332
Total Commercial   186,438  316,945
Residential     
1 bedroom 912 dwelling unit 120 109,440 204 186,048
2 bedroom 541 dwelling unit 160 86,560 272 147,152
3 bedroom 92 dwelling unit 200 18,400 340 31,280
Subtotal    214,400  364,480
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption)  38,592  65,606
Parking c 1,033 ksf 20 20,660 34 35,122
Total Residential    273,652  465,208
Streetscape  0.75 acres 3,650 2,738 6,205 4,655
Park     
Landscape Acreage d 10.5 acres 3,650 21,910 6,205 37,247
Restaurant 7,500 square feet 900 6,750 1530 11,475
Restrooms 149 fixtures 100 14,900 170 25,330
Total Park    59,975  101,958
     
Total   522,803  888,766
  
a Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of 

Engineering. Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square 
feet of floor area.  

b Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c Total parking floor area based on the percentage reduction of code required parking under this 

Alternative and 325 square feet per parking space. 
d Water demand levels are net of existing water demand for the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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demand for water consumption would be the same.  Comparatively, the 

proposed Project with Additional Residential Development Option impact on 

water supply would be 57,522 gallons of water per day less than that of the 

Alternative Design.  Therefore, the Alternative Design would have more impact 

on water supply and conveyance systems than the proposed Project with 

Additional Residential Development Option. 

 
(b) Sanitary Sewer 
 
The Alternative Design Alternative would have the same types and amounts of 

development as the Project with County Office Building Option and therefore the 

Table 5.3.4 
 

Alternative 3 - Anticipated Wastewater Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a 

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b 

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Hotel 206 rooms 130 26,780 221 45,526
Retail 336,750 square feet 80 26,940 136 45,798
Office 510,750 square feet 180 91,935 306 156,290
Total Commercial   145,655  247,614
Residential     
1 bedroom 912 dwelling unit 120 109,440 204 186,048
2 bedroom 541 dwelling unit 160 86,560 272 147,152
3 bedroom 92 dwelling unit 200 18,400 340 31,280
Total Residential    214,400  364,480
Park     
Restaurant c 7,500 square feet 900 5,550 1530 9,435
Restrooms 149 fixtures 100 14,900 170 25,330
Total Park    20,450  36,805
Total   380,505  646,859
  
a   Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of 

Engineering. Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square 
feet of floor area.  

b    Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c   Net of existing sewage demand within the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 



 

Psomas  GRAND AVENUE PROJECT 
1REL070100 (RELUTILEIR)  Water & Sewer Infrastructure Report 
June 5, 2006  Page 42 

demand for sewage treatment and disposal would be the same.  Comparatively, 

the proposed Project with Additional Residential Development Option impact on 

water supply would be 39,580 gallons of sewage per day less than that of the 

Alternative Design.  Therefore, the Alternative Design would have more impact 

on sewage treatment and conveyance systems than the proposed Project with 

Additional Residential Development Option. 

 
Alternative 5:  Alternative Land Use 

 
(a) Domestic Water 

 

With a change in the existing use of the Project site under the Alternative Land 

Use, there would be a demand of 652,937 gallons per day for domestic water 

(see Table 5.3.5).  Uses associated with the proposed Project include residential 

units, retail, office floor area, hotel rooms, retail floor area, and the Civic Mall 

renovation and expansion.  Comparatively, the proposed Project with County 

Office Building Option impact on water supply would be 191,466 gallons of water 

per day more than that of the Alternative Land Use.  Therefore, Alternative Land 

Use would have less impact on water supply and conveyance systems than the 

proposed Project. 

 
(b) Sanitary Sewer 
 
A change in the existing use of the Project site under the Alternative Land Use 

would generate an average day demand of 498,280 gallons of sewage treatment 

(see Table 5.3.5).  Uses associated with the proposed Project include residential 

units, retail, office floor area, hotel rooms, retail floor area, and the Civic Mall 

renovation and expansion.  Comparatively, the proposed Project with County 

Office Building Option impact on sewage treatment would be 134,570 gallons of 

sewage per day more than that of the Alternative Land Use (see  
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Table 5.3.6).  Therefore, the Alternative Land Use would have less impact on 

sewage treatment and conveyance systems than the proposed Project. 

 

Table 5.3.5 
 

Alternative 5 - Anticipated Water Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily 
Average 

Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a 

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b 

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 35,000 square feet 80 2,800 136 4,760
Subtotal   2,800  4,760 
Outdoor Water Use (28% of Consumption) 784  1,333
Total Commercial  3,584  6,093
Residential    
1 bedroom 1,989 dwelling unit 120 238,680 204 405,756
2 bedroom 1,180 dwelling unit 160 188,800 272 320,960
3 bedroom 202 dwelling unit 200 40,400 340 68,680
Subtotal  467,880  795,396 
Outdoor Water Use (18% of Consumption) 84,218  143,171
Parking c 1,141 ksf 20 22,820 34 38,794
Total Residential 574,918  977,361
Streetscape  1 acres 3,650 3,650 6,205 6,205
Park    
Greenscape d 16 acres 3,650 41,985 6,205 71,374
Restaurant 10,000 square feet 900 9,000 1,530 15,300
Restrooms 198 fixtures 100 19,800 170 33,660
Total Park    70,785  120,334
Total   652,937  1,109,993
  
a   Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of 

Engineering. Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet 
of floor area.  

b    Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c   Total parking floor area based on the percentage reduction of code required parking under this Alternative 

and 325 square feet per parking space. 
d   Net of existing water usage within the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 



 

Psomas  GRAND AVENUE PROJECT 
1REL070100 (RELUTILEIR)  Water & Sewer Infrastructure Report 
June 5, 2006  Page 44 

 

 

Table 5.3.6 
 

Alternative 5 - Anticipated Wastewater Demand 
 

Use Type 
Amount of 

Development Units 

Daily Average 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) a 

Total 
(GPD) 

Peak 
Consumption 
Rate (GPD) b 

Total 
(GPD) 

Commercial       
Retail 35,000 square feet 80 2,800 136 4,760
Total Commercial  2,800  4,760
Residential    
1 bedroom 1,989 dwelling unit 120 238,680 204 405,756
2 bedroom 1,180 dwelling unit 160 188,800 272 320,960
3 bedroom 202 dwelling unit 200 40,400 340 68,680
Total Residential 467,880  795,396
Park    
Restaurant 10,000 square feet 900 7,800 1,530 13,260
Restrooms 198 fixtures 100 19,800 170 33,660
Total Park    27,600  46,920
Total   498,280  847,076
  
a   Water consumption calculations are based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of 

Engineering. Consumption rates for commercial uses are expressed in terms of gpd per 1,000 square feet 
of floor area.  

b    Water consumption factors multiplied by a maximum daily peaking factor of 1.7. 
c   Net of existing sewage generation within the park. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2006. 
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PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

 

THE GRAND AVENUE PROJECT 
EQUIVALENCY PROGRAM 

IMPACT THRESHOLDS 

 

An Equivalency Program to provide flexibility for modifications to land uses and square 
footages within the five Parcels would be incorporated into the Project’s approvals in order to 
respond to the future needs and demands of the southern California economy and changes in 
Project requirements.  The Equivalency Program defines a framework within which land uses 
can be exchanged for certain other permitted land uses so long as the limitations of the 
Equivalency Program are satisfied and no additional environmental impacts occur.  All permitted 
Project land use increases can be exchanged for corresponding decreases of other land uses 
under the proposed Equivalency Program.  

The conversion rates at which land uses can be exchanged with one-another is limited so 
as no to exceed the level of environmental impacts identified in this EIR.  A listing of the 
environmental impact thresholds including the trip conversion rates is provided in the Tables A 
and B on the following pages. 
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PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Table A 
 

Environmental Impact Thresholds 
 

Topic Threshold 
Traffic See Table B 
  
Air Quality  

Construction Pollutant Daily 
 (lbs/day) 
CO 785 
VOC 175 
NOx 1,039 
SOX <1 
PM10 179 

Operations Pollutant Daily 
 (lbs/day) 
CO 1,004 
VOC 290 
NOx 257 
SOX 12 
PM10 214 

Utilities  

Total On-site Water Consumption Maximum daily total of 844,403 gallons per day. 
Maximum peak total of 1,435,484 gallons per day.  

Total On-site Wastewater Generation  Maximum daily total of 631,650 gallons per day. 
Maximum peak  total of 1,073,805 gallons per day. 

Total On-site Solid Waste Generation Construction generation of 31,120 tons total. 
Operations disposal of 7,072 tons per year.  

  
Residential Development Maximum of 2,660 Units. 
  
Maximum Total Development 3,600,000 square feet. 
Maximum Heights Parcel Q 

•  Building heights of 1,135 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 750 feet above Grand Avenue) on 10 
percent of the site (approximately 19,500 square feet); 
•  Building heights of 835 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 450 feet above Grand Avenue) on 20 
percent of the site (approximately 29,000 square feet); 
•  Building heights of 535 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 150 feet above Grand Avenue) 60 
percent of the site (approximately 87,000 square feet); 
and 
•  Building heights of 460 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 75 feet above Grand Avenue) on 80 
percent of the site (approximately 116,000 square feet). 
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PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Topic Threshold 
Parcels W-1/W-2 
•  Building heights of 950 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 640 feet above Hill Street) on 15 percent 
of the site (approximately 16,800 square feet); 
•  Building heights of 800 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 490 feet above Hill Street) on 60 percent 
of the site (approximately 67,200 square feet); and 
•  Building heights of 500 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 190 feet above Hill Street) on 80 percent 
of the site (approximately 89,600 square feet). 

 Parcels L and M-2 
•  Building heights of 985 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 600 feet above Grand Avenue) on 30 
percent of the site (approximately 27,000 square feet); 
•  Building heights of 685 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 300 feet above Grand Avenue) on 40 
percent of the site (approximately 36,000 square feet); 
and 
•  Building heights of 460 feet above mean sea level 
(approximately 75 feet above Grand Avenue) on 100 
percent of the site (approximately 90,000 square feet). 

  

 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, June 2006 
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PRELIMINARY WORKING DRAFT – Work in Progress 

Table B 
 

Equivalency Matrix  -  Land Use Conversion Factors 
 

      To This 
      Land Use → 

Condo-
miniums Apart-ments Hotel Market Retail Restaurant Event 

Facility Health Club Office 

From This Land Use 
↓ 

Units 
DU’s DU’s Rooms 1,000 sf 1,000 sf 1,000 sf Seats 1,000 sf 1,000 sf 

Condominiums DU’s    NA  1.400  0.700 1  0.062 2   0.098 2   0.080 2   4.667 3   0.201 2  0.311 2 
Apartments DU’s 0.714    NA  0.500 1  0.044 2   0.070 2   0.057 2   3.333 3   0.144 2  0.222 2 
Hotel Rooms   1.429 4    2.000 4    NA  0.088 5   0.140 5   0.114 5   6.667 6   0.288 5  0.444 5 
Market 1,000 sf  16.129 7  22.727 7  11.364 8  NA 1.596      1.293  75.833 9 3.273 5.056 
Retail 1,000 sf  10.204 7 14.286 7   7.143 8 0.627   NA  0.810  47.500 9 2.050 3.167 
Restaurant 1,000 sf  12.500 7 17.544 7   8.772 8 0.773 1.235    NA  58.667 9 2.532 3.911 
Event Facility Seats     0.214 10    0.300 10    0.150 11    0.013 12     0.021 12     0.017 12   NA     0.043 12    0.067 12 
Health Club 1,000 sf  4.975 6.944 3.472 0.306 0.488  0.395 23.256  NA 1.544 
Office 1,000 sf  3.215 4.505 2.252 0.198 0.316  0.256 14.925 0.648   NA 
Numbers shown in table represent conversion factors from one land use to another, to maintain trip totals equivalent to and not exceeding those assumed in the DEIR. 
Numbers are based on weekday P.M. peak hour trip generation data, and average trip rates for each land use type over the entire Project. 
For example, if it was desired to convert Project square footage from retail to office uses, the conversion factor to be used is 3.167, i.e.  75,000 sf of retail uses could be 

replaced with 237,525 sf of office uses (75,000 x 3.167) without increasing the overall number of trips. 
Ratios are conversion factors from 1,000 sf to 1,000 sf, except where specified by footnotes as described below: 
1.  Ratios are conversion factors from DU’s to rooms.   7.  Ratios are conversion factors from 1,000 sf to DU’s.  
2.  Ratios are conversion factors from DU’s to 1,000 sf.   8.  Ratios are conversion factors from 1,000 sf to rooms. 
3.  Ratios are conversion factors from DU’s to seats.    9.  Ratios are conversion factors from 1,000 sf to seats. 
4.  Ratios are conversion factors from rooms to DU’s.   10. Ratios are conversion factors from seats to DU’s. 
5.  Ratios are conversion factors from rooms to 1,000 sf.   11. Ratios are conversion factors from seats to rooms. 
6.  Ratios are conversion factors from rooms to seats.    12. Ratios are conversion factors from seats to 1,000 sf. 
 
 
Source:  The Mobility Group, May 2006. 
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	H30 - MUSIC CENTER PAVILION THEATRE - 135 N GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90063 - HIST UST
	H31 - AUTO PARK #18 /LACO F.M.D. - 140 N GRAND AVE - L.A., CA 90012 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	H32 - MALL PHASE I - 140 N GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90063 - HIST UST
	I33 - ONE CALIFORNIA PLAZA - 300 S GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - UST, CA WDS
	J34 - PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES - 145 N BROADWAY - LOS ANGELES, CA 90063 - HIST UST
	35   - BUNKER HILL ASSOC - 335 S OLIVE ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	K36 - THE TIMES MIRROR COMPANY - 214 W 2ND ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - SWEEPS UST
	K37 - THE LOS ANGELES TIMES - 214 W 2ND ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - UST
	38   - 76 PRODUCTS STATION #1099 - 200 HILL - LOS ANGELES, CA 90033 - Cortese
	I39 - ROBERT F MAGUIRE III - 313 S GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	J40 - AUTO PARK 10 - 145 N BROADWAY - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - UST
	L41 - TIMES MIRROR CORPORATION - 145 SPRING ST S - LOS ANGELES, CA 90021 - LUST, Cortese
	M42 - TIMES MIRROR COMPANY - 202 WEST 1ST STREET - LOS ANGELES, CA 90053 - RCRA-SQG, FINDS
	L43 - 07 DIST OFFICE - 120 S SPRING ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - HAZNET, HIST UST, EMI
	L44 - SUB SHOP 03 - 120 S SPRING ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - HIST UST
	L45 - CALTRANS DISTRICT 7 - 120 S SPRING ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - RCRA-SQG, FINDS, HAZNET
	N46 - MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS - 333 S GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - UST, SWEEPS UST
	O47 - JOHN FERRARO BUILDING - 111 N HOPE ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - FINDS, RCRA-LQG
	O48 - LA CITY DEPT WATER & POWER - 111 HOPE ST N - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - LUST
	O49 - GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING - 111 N HOPE ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - UST, SWEEPS UST
	O50 - GENERAL OFFICE BLDG. - 111 N HOPE ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - HIST UST
	51   - DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION - 120 S SPRING ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - RCRA-SQG
	M52 - STATE OF CALIFORNIA - 120 S SPRING ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - UST, SWEEPS UST
	53   - HALL OF RECORDS/ LA CO. F.M.D. - 320 S BROADWAY - LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 - UST
	M54 - THE TIMES MIRROR COMPANY - 202 W 1ST ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - CA FID UST
	M55 - LOS ANGELES TIMES - LOS ANGELES - 202 W 1ST ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - HAZNET, RCRA-LQG
	56   - PHASE II MALL ARCHIVES - 145 N BROADWAY - LOS ANGELES, CA 90063 - HAZNET, CA FID UST, LOS ANGELES CO. HMS, SWEEPS UST
	P57 - COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY - 363 S OLIVE ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	P58 - THE MUTUAL GARAGE BUILDIN - 363 OLIVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 - LUST, Cortese
	59   - MUSIC CENTER ALMANSON THEATRE - 215 N GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90063 - HIST UST
	N60 - METROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W.INC - 350 S GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - UST
	N61 - MAGUIRE THOMAS PARTNERS - 333 S GRAND AVE - LA, CA 90071 - CA FID UST
	Q62 - FIVEPLANTS ASSN BUNKER HILL CTL PLT - 715 W THIRD ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90017 - RCRA-SQG, HAZNET
	Q63 - CENTRAL PLANTS INC - 715 W 3RD ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - UST, EMI, SWEEPS UST
	Q64 - BUNKER HILL - 715 W 3RD ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90017 - HIST UST
	65   - METROPOLITAN STRUCTURES W. INC - 350 S GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - CA FID UST, EMI, SWEEPS UST
	66   - MUSIC CENTER AHMANSON THEATRE - 215 N GRAND AVE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90063 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	R67 - CATHEDRAL OF OUR LADY OF THE ANGELS - 555 W. TEMPLE STREET - LOS ANGELES, CA  - SLIC
	R68 - LA CO HALL OF ADMINIST. - 500 TEMPLE ST W - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - LUST, Cortese
	69   - FACILITY 10723-2 - 301 BROADWAY - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - Cortese
	70   - CATHEDRAL CHURCH - 555 TEMPLE - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - SLIC
	71   - PACIFIC BELL - 420 S GRAND - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - FINDS, HAZNET, LUST, Cortese, RCRA-LQG, UST
	72   - ARCO PARKING STRUCTURE - 400 FLOWER ST S - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - LUST, Cortese, CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	73   - LOS ANGELES TIMES - 214 002ND ST E - LOS ANGELES, CA  - LUST, Cortese
	74   - SOUTHERN CA GAS CENTER - 501 005TH ST W - LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 - LUST, Cortese
	S75 - LA CITY GENERAL SERVICES - 630 005TH - LOS ANGELES, CA 90017 - LUST, Cortese
	S76 - LIBRARY SQUARE CONSTRUCTI - 633 5TH - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - LUST, Cortese
	77   - FORMER LEACH CORP. FACILI - 444 FLOWER - LOS ANGELES, CA 90071 - LUST, Cortese
	78   - B EITLING P OPE TY #1 - 322 LOS ANGELES - , CA 90013 - Cortese
	79   - FIRE STATION #3 - 108 FREMONT AVE N - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - LUST, Cortese
	80   - METRO RAIL CONSTRUCTION PROJ - 425 MAIN ST - LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 - RCRA-SQG, HAZNET, Cortese
	81   - PARKER CENTER - 151 SAN PEDRO ST N - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - Cortese
	82   - UNOCAL #0122 - 1031 002ND ST W - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - LUST, Cortese
	83   - PARKER CENTER - 151 JUDGE JOHN AISO - LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 - LUST
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