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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
TO: Ed Casey, Alston & Bird, LLP 
  
FROM: Patrick A. Gibson, P.E., PTOE, and Brian Hartshorn 
 
DATE: April 26, 2016 
 
RE: Response to Appeal Application filed by Channel Law Group, LLP 
 regarding the Jefferson & La Cienega Mixed-Use Development 
 Los Angeles, California Ref: J1354 
 
 
Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc. (“GTC”) was asked to respond to the traffic-related 
issues raised in the Appeal Application submitted by Channel Law Group, LLP on April 11, 
2016 pursuant to development of the Jefferson & La Cienega project (“Project”) at the 
corner of Jefferson Boulevard & La Cienega Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. 
 
The Appeal states that it represents the residents in the area east of the Project, within the 
boundary of Adams Boulevard to the north, Hauser Boulevard to the east, Jefferson 
Boulevard to the south, and La Cienega Boulevard/Fairfax Avenue to the west, collectively 
called the La Cienega Heights Association (“LCHA”). 
 
The Appeal is based on analysis performed by Allyn D. Rifkin, P.E., RTPG – the Rifkin 
Transportation Planning Group, in a memorandum dated April 8, 2016, and attached as 
Exhibit A to the Appeal (the “Rifkin Memo”). For ease of reference, a copy of the Rifkin 
Memo is provided in the Attachment. 
 
The Rifkin Memo focuses on the Project’s traffic impact to the LCHA neighborhood, 
specifically the potential for traffic to and from the Project to cut through the LCHA 
neighborhood. Recognizing that congestion at La Cienega Boulevard & Jefferson Boulevard 
can encourage cut-through traffic, the environmental impact report (“EIR”) and the traffic 
report prepared for the Project analyzed the Project’s potential to cause a significant impacts 
related to cut-through traffic. That traffic study and neighborhood intrusion analysis followed 
the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (“LADOT”) methodology, which finds that 
three conditions must be met to create the conditions under which a project would lead to a 
significant impact on local neighborhood streets: (1) there must be sufficient project traffic 
that would be added to an arterial corridor such that the volume that may shift to an 
alternative route would exceed the minimum significance thresholds, since a majority of 
vehicles on an arterial corridor tend to remain on that corridor even under congested 
conditions; (2) there must be sufficient congestion on arterial corridors such that motorists 
traveling along the corridor may desire to divert to a parallel route through a residential 
neighborhood, since travel along arterial streets is generally faster than through 
neighborhoods unless congestion is severe; and (3) there must be available local 
neighborhood streets that provide a parallel route of travel. Under the LADOT methodology,
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significant neighborhood traffic impacts would not occur if one or more of those factors is 
absent. 
 
Following that LADOT methodology, the traffic study concluded those three conditions were 
present for only nine street segments within the traffic study area. All nine street segments 
identified for the neighborhood intrusion study are south of the I-10 freeway, including street 
segments in the LCHA neighborhood. The EIR and traffic study concluded that the Project 
would not cause a significant neighborhood traffic impact. 
 
Despite that comprehensive study, the Rifkin Memo asserts that the EIR “wrongfully” concluded 
that there would be no significant neighborhood traffic impacts. However, the only basis for that 
assertion appears to be the Rifkin Memo’s contention that the Project traffic assigned to the 
LCHA neighborhood is too low. To that end, the Rifkin Memo states that assigning 1% of the 
Project’s total traffic trips to the LCHA neighborhood is too low. (The Rifkin Memo does not 
support that contention with any citations to other studies or industry methodology.) To that end, 
the Rifkin Memo states that 33% of the Project traffic (or 3,345 trips) is assigned eastbound, and 
provides a graphic to show the path of travel from the Project’s main entrance on La Cienega 
Boulevard, onto Boden Street, onto Clyde Avenue, and eastbound on Jefferson Boulevard. 
 
It is our professional opinion that 1% of the overall Project traffic is a reasonable assumption to 
compare against neighborhood intrusion thresholds into the LCHA neighborhood. First, the 
actual percentage analyzed in the EIR for the Project estimates that 13% of the Project traffic 
(or 1,321 trips) will travel eastbound on Jefferson Boulevard, not 33% as asserted in the Rifkin 
Memo (which provides no citations to the traffic study for that assertion). Project distribution 
percentages were vetted through multiple agencies, including LADOT, City of Culver City, 
County of Los Angeles, and the California Department of Transportation, all of which had input 
on the Memorandum of Understanding and establishing the routes of travel and the Project 
percentages. 
 
GTC investigated adjacent eastbound routes along other parallel facilities studied within the 
EIR. The EIR estimates 2% of Project traffic would travel eastbound on Adams Boulevard to the 
north, and 5% of Project traffic would travel eastbound on Rodeo Road to the south. In total, the 
EIR estimates 20% of the Project traffic has eastbound destinations within proximity of the 
LCHA neighborhood. To suggest that a third of the Project traffic is traveling along the route 
described in the Rifkin Memo highly inflates the data shown in the EIR, and all of the 
subsequent calculations conducted on the specious base value are not relevant. 
 
Additionally, there are arguments that reduce the attraction to drivers traveling through the 
LCHA neighborhood to get to these alternative routes: 
 

1. To travel eastbound on Adams Avenue using Boden Street to Clyde Avenue (north), a 
driver must navigate a narrow street with several speed humps installed.   
 

2. To travel eastbound on Rodeo Road using Boden Street to Clyde Avenue (south), a 
driver must turn left at a stop controlled intersection across four lanes of Jefferson 
Boulevard and continue east to La Brea Avenue before they can turn right across the 
Metro Expo Line tracks. This path bypasses access to all destinations on Rodeo Road 
between La Cienega Boulevard and La Brea Avenue, including schools, recreation 
centers, employment opportunities, and residential destinations, unless the driver 
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backtracks westbound on Rodeo Road, which is a longer, more circuitous route than 
simply traveling south on La Cienega Boulevard and turning left on Rodeo Road. 

 
3. To travel eastbound on Jefferson Boulevard using Boden Street to Clyde Avenue 

(south), a driver will need to make a left turn across several lanes of Jefferson 
Boulevard from a stop controlled intersection on a busy arterial. Residents currently 
complain about the existing inability to turn left from Clyde Avenue onto Jefferson 
Boulevard during peak hours which discourages this behavior. Using the traffic signals 
at major intersections provides more consistency to the commute. 

 
The EIR analysis assumes 1% of the overall Project traffic has the potential to utilize the LCHA 
route described herein. The total Project average daily traffic is estimated at 10,136 vehicles, 
which represents a 24-hour period, combining both entering and exiting traffic (or 5,068 inbound 
and 5,068 outbound vehicles for the entire day) spread throughout the traffic study area. The 
1% of traffic evaluated for the neighborhood intrusion equates to 102 daily vehicle trips (51 
inbound and 51 outbound), conservatively assuming that the traffic utilizing the LCHA 
neighborhood is equal in both directions even though the eastbound direction would be a less 
attractive route for the reasons stated previously.   
 
For the purposes of comparison to the Rifkin Memo, 1% of the overall Project traffic represents 
approximately 8% of the vehicles utilizing eastbound Jefferson Boulevard. 
 
The Rifkin Memo asserts that the percentage of Project traffic that would cut through the LCHA 
neighborhood is 5.2% of the Project’s eastbound trips, which, in the Rifkin Memo opinion, would 
exceed LADOT’s significance threshold. However, the relevant trip calculations do not support 
the Rifkin Memo opinion. The amount of Project eastbound trips in the vicinity of the LCHA 
neighborhood is 20% (via Jefferson Boulevard is 13%, via Rodeo Road is 5%, and via Adams 
Boulevard is 2%). Conservatively, assuming that each eastbound trip that cuts through the 
LCHA neighborhood would also cut through that neighborhood on the return westbound trip,1 
5.2% of that traffic is 106 daily trips (53 inbound and 53 outbound). That amount of cut through 
trips is nearly identical to the result reached in the EIR and traffic study, which did not result in a 
significant impact. 
 
For all of these reasons, the conclusion in the EIR and traffic study that the Project would not 
cause a significant neighborhood traffic impact is proper and supported by substantial evidence. 
Therefore, there is no need for mitigation measures to lessen cut through traffic. However, as 
discussed below, the Project applicant is working with the neighborhood to develop traffic 
calming measures in accordance with LADOT protocol. 
 
The remainder of this memorandum responds to the remainder of the Rifkin Memo in the same 
order as the comments in the Rifkin Memo. 
 
 
  
                                                 
1 These are factors that would cause those westbound trips to not cut through the LCHA neighborhood. For example, 
the westbound trip on Adams would have to make a left turn across Adams Boulevard onto Clyde Avenue to cut 
through the neighborhood, but that left turn has no signal or dedicated turn lane. Further, the westbound trip along 
Rodeo Road may choose to not cut through the LCHA neighborhood because the intersection of Rodeo Road & La 
Cienega Boulevard is operating at an acceptable level. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS IN THE RIFKIN MEMO 
 
Response to Comment (a)  
 
The Project is voluntarily collaborating with the members of the neighborhood to strategize on 
the appropriate traffic calming techniques to best serve the majority of the community to help 
resolve existing issues with cut-through traffic. 
 
Neighborhood protection measures suggested by the neighborhood would have to be approved 
by the LADOT District Senior Traffic Engineer, the Los Angeles Police Department and the Los 
Angeles Fire Department. Once those approvals are obtained, the measures would be put to a 
vote of the neighborhood and implemented on a trial basis if the recommendations receive a 
majority vote of the neighbors. This is the standard LADOT neighborhood planning process that 
has been voluntarily agreed to by the developer, and the process has met with the support of 
the neighbors participating in the process. 
 
 
Response to Comment (b)  
 
The Project is engaging in Transportation Systems Management (“TSM”) mitigation for the 
impacted intersection of La Cienega Boulevard & Jefferson Boulevard. The suggested change 
for bus stop location and service for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority (“Metro”) stop on the east side of La Cienega Boulevard north of Jefferson Boulevard 
is included in the pursuit of potential measures. While the Project does not have the authority to 
relocate Metro bus stops, it is working with affected agencies on the possibility to support such a 
change. The Rifkin Memo also suggests the inclusion of queue detectors in the TSM program. 
Queue detectors are one available component of TSM programs, and LADOT can select that 
component in evaluating the appropriate TSM program from the Project. 
 
 
Response to Comment (c)  
 
The Rifkin Memo suggests determining an appropriate vehicle trip limit for Project-related traffic 
through the LCHA neighborhood but offers no suggestions as to what that limit should be. We 
presume, however, that the acceptable limit is the significance threshold established by LADOT 
for neighborhood traffic impacts. 
 
Further, LCHA neighborhood residents have expressed a desire to utilize the mixed-use 
opportunities provided at the future Project site, which is planned to include a much needed 
grocery store, retail services, apartments, offices, and a community park. By setting an arbitrary 
“trip cap” for the amount of vehicles that can enter the LCHA, interaction between the LCHA and 
the Project development would be restricted, which is not consistent with the feedback received 
from other members of the community, most predominately those speaking in favor of the 
Project during the City Planning Commission meeting held on March 10, 2016. 
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Response to Comment (d)  
 
The proposed traffic signal at the Project entrance on La Cienega Boulevard is already 
proposed to be aligned with Boden Street, as described in the Draft EIR. The new signal will be 
incorporated into the LADOT traffic signal system. The Project intersection will include striped 
crosswalks, accessibility, and signal phasing to provide interaction between the community and 
the Project site. 
 
The comment suggests that the signal somehow incorporates a tool “to meter project related 
traffic through the residential streets.” However, as stated in Response to Comment (c), such 
monitoring would isolate the community from the Project. 
 
 
Response to Comment (e)  
 
While many of the comments in the Rifkin Memo suggest restricting traffic between the Project 
and the LCHA neighborhood, this comment indicates that the Project should provide delivery 
services to the LCHA neighborhood. It is difficult for the development to satisfy the request of 
the LCHA to restrict traffic access at the same time providing delivery services into the 
community. However, this suggestion is acknowledged. 
 
 
Response to Comment (f)  
 
There is already an established procedure to determine neighborhood acceptance of 
improvement features for all communities in the City of Los Angeles (refer to Response to 
Comment A). 
 
 
Response to Comment (g)  
 
Comment noted. 
 
 
Response to Comment 1 
 
This Comment is addressed above on pages 1-3 of this memorandum. 
 
 
Response to Comment 2 
 
This comment suggests that the Transportation Demand Management monitoring thresholds 
should be adjusted to allow more traffic to/from the site during the peak hours. Yet, the Project 
applicant is conscious of traffic congestion in the community and is willing to abide by the more 
stringent trip caps determined by LADOT. 
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Response to Comment 3 
 
This comment makes an observation about the westbound through traffic at the intersection of 
Jefferson Boulevard & La Cienega Boulevard, asserting that the drop-in through traffic for the 
PM peak hour “seems pronounced” and should be recounted to verify the data. 
 
It is certainly not unusual in the City of Los Angeles to witness a morning peak hour flow that is 
heavy in one direction, then reverses flow in the evening peak hour, nor is it difficult to test the 
downstream traffic flow to determine if it supports this behavior. 
 
The segment of Jefferson Boulevard between La Cienega Boulevard and National Boulevard 
has limited access from side streets or driveways, with minimal land use contributing to the flow 
of traffic between the two intersections. As such, there should not be a significant change in 
traffic when comparing the two. 
 
A quick comparison of the downstream intersection at National Boulevard, which captures the 
westbound traffic leaving the intersection of Jefferson Boulevard & La Cienega Boulevard, 
shows that the balance between intersections is consistent. As shown in the table below, the 
intersection of Jefferson Boulevard & National Boulevard demonstrates a westbound approach 
volume only 11 vehicles fewer than the number of vehicles leaving the Jefferson Boulevard & La 
Cienega Boulevard intersection.   
 

Int. Cross Streets Direction of Travel 
PM Peak 

Volume 

#26 Jefferson & La Cienega Westbound Through 515 

    Northbound Left 40 

    Southbound Right 217 

Total Peak Traffic Headed Westbound to #25 772 

#25 Jefferson & National Westbound Left 4 

    Westbound Through 510 

    Westbound Right 247 

Total Peak Traffic Approaching from #26 761 

 
Since the two intersections have a balanced traffic flow, it can be concluded that the drop in 
westbound through traffic during the PM peak hour is consistent with traffic behavior in the area 
and no new traffic counts are required. 
 
 
Response to Comment 4 
 
The proposed traffic signal at the Project entrance on La Cienega Boulevard is already 
proposed to be aligned with Boden Street as part of the description in the Draft EIR. The new 
signal will be incorporated into the LADOT traffic signal system. 
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A traffic signal warrant and analysis was conducted for this location and is included in the traffic 
study conducted for the EIR. Please refer to Appendix J-1 of the EIR, Chapter 9, Site Access & 
Signal Warrant Analysis, pages 103-104. 
 
The warrants at this intersection are met for the AM/PM peak-hour, four-hour, and eight-hour 
conditions. The level of service (LOS) is reported at LOS D for both peak periods in the Future 
with Project scenario. 
 
 
Response to Comment 5 
 
See Response to Comment B. 
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Allyn D. Rifkin, PE 
RTPG – the Rifkin Transportation Planning Group 

 
Los Feliz Towers                                                                                                  E-mail allynrifkin@gmail.com 
4455 Los Feliz Boulevard Suite 1403                                                                  Telephone and fax -- (323) 664-2805                   
Los Angeles, CA 90027                                                                                        Mobile phone – (323) 697-1594 
 
 
April 8, 2016 
 
Mr. Jamie T. Hall, Attorney at Law 
Channel Law Group (CLG) 
8200 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste 300 
Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
 
PROPOSED JEFFERSON/LA CIENEGA “CUMULUS” MIXED USE PROJECT 
LOCATED AT 3321, 3351 S. LA CIENEGA BOULEVARD, 5707-5735 W. JEFFERSON 
BOULEVARD (CPC-2015-2593-GPA-ZC-HD-ZAA-SPR; ENV-2104-4755 EIR;  SCH NO. 
2015031047; VTT 73656) 
 
COMMENTS ON FEIR, NOTICE OF DETERMINATION AND VESTING TRACT MAP 
 
I am a Transportation/Planner Engineer with over 40 years of experience in reviewing 
Development Projects for Traffic Impacts within the context of City of Los Angeles and State of 
California Environmental Regulations.  Attachment 1 of this letter is a summary of my 
professional experience, which includes my former position with the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation (LADOT) as the Chief of the Bureau of Planning and Land Use 
Development.  
 
Based upon my review of the summary Traffic Analysis in the Final Environmental Impact 
Report (FEIR), I would conclude that the FEIR wrongly concludes “no significant” residential 
traffic impact on the residential neighborhood represented by the La Cienega Heights 
Association (LCHA), immediately east of the proposed development.  Features of the proposed 
development project would surely lead to significant increased project related project through the 
LCHA residential neighborhood. 
 
The Los Angeles City Council should not certify the FEIR until neighborhood impacts are 
correctly analyzed and an appropriate neighborhood traffic management plan (NTMP) are 
identified.  The FEIR should be re-circulated as appropriate and the approval of the requested 
project zone change and vesting tentative tract map should be conditioned to include appropriate 
measures to mitigate neighborhood traffic impacts in the LCHA residential neighborhood. 
 
At a minimum, the NTMP should consider the following features to reduce the potential for 
project related “cut-through” traffic through this neighborhood: 
 

a) Construction of traffic diverters, cul-de sacs, and/or turn restrictions to discourage 
project related traffic through the LCHA residential neighborhood. 
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b) Additional measures to the proposed developer Transportation System 

Management (TSM) program to include traffic operational changes to the 
intersection of Jefferson Boulevard and La Cienega Boulevard to reduce the 
expected peak hour traffic congestion at that location.  TSM changes should 
include, but not limited to, relocating the existing bus stop at the north east corner 
of Jefferson/La Cienega and queue detectors to relieve west bound traffic back-up 
and delay on Jefferson Boulevard.  This projected delay at this congested 
intersection provides incentive for project related traffic to “cut-through” the 
LCHA residential neighborhood. 

 
c) Determination of an appropriate vehicle trip limit for project related “cut-through” 

traffic in the LCHA residential neighborhood. 
 

d) Installation of a new traffic signal at the intersection of La Cienega and Boden 
Street. The new traffic signal should be coordinated with the new traffic proposed 
for the new mixed use project driveway, immediately north of Boden Street (see 
FEIR mitigation measure MM L.3).  The Boden Street traffic signal should 
include features to provide an additional tool to meter project related traffic 
through the residential streets as well as improve pedestrian connectivity between 
the project development and the LCHA neighborhood. 
  

e) Additional features in the proposed developer Transportation Demand 
Management plan (TDM) which could serve to reduce project related vehicle 
trips.  Examples to consider would be delivery of groceries from the proposed 
super market and provision of Metro transit passes for LCHA residents. 
  

f) Procedures for determining LCHA resident acceptance of the above mentioned 
features. 
 

g) Full funding for development and implementation of the NTMP should be 
required of the developer. 
 

 
Following are my observations regarding the inadequacy of the traffic analysis and the current 
proposed traffic mitigation measures. 
 

1. The assumption of only 1 percent of the daily project traffic would "cut-through" the 
LCHA neighborhood is not justified and unreasonable, particularly because of the 
projected traffic   conditions.  The LADOT’s criteria for consideration of neighborhood 
traffic mitigation measures are more than satisfied as stated in the following: 
 

 The project will generate 10,136 daily vehicle trips (enough to justify an 
additional secondary highway to the City’s arterial network).  (see Table 4.L-5)   

 La Cienega and Jefferson Boulevards, which surround the LCHA neighborhood, 
are projected to be extremely congested.  Projected levels of service/volume 
capacity ratios (LOS/V-C) for La Cienega/Jefferson are F/1.136 and F/1.152 in 
the AM and PM peak hours respectively (see Table 4.L-14).  The project related 
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contribution to that congested intersection is excessively significant at 7.3 percent 
and 8.8 percent respectively in the AM and PM peak hours.    

 The existing residential route of Boden Street – Clyde Avenue provides a 
convenient route to by-pass the La Cienega/Jefferson intersection. (see attached 
map Attachment 2) 

 
The existing daily traffic volume for Boden Street,, east of La Cienega Boulevard is 
1,440 vehicles per day (see Table 4.L-9).  According to LADOT criteria, the threshold for 
significant impact would be 173 project related vehicle trips.  According to the 
developer’s traffic study, 33% of the project related traffic, or 3,345 vehicles per day, is 
assigned to the east.  Only 5.2% of that amount would trigger the residential significant 
threshold of 173 vehicle trips. 
 
The developer’s traffic consultant, without any justification, assumed only 1% of project 
traffic would go through the LCHA residential neighborhood.  Well known theories of 
“stochastic traffic assignment” utilizing travel time difference between alternative routes 
would surely conclude a proportion of project related trips of much higher than the 5.2% 
amount that would trigger the significant impact.  
 

2. The proposed TDM Plan contains errant thresholds for monitoring.  The proposed goal is 
to reduce vehicle trips by 10 percent of the Project Traffic.  According to Table 4L-5 the 
project related vehicle trips is estimated at 801 (AM) and 912 (PM) vehicles per hour. 
The TDM monitoring thresholds should be set at 721 (AM) and 821 (PM) vehicles per 
hour and not 663 (AM) and 764 (PM) as described in the various documents as the 
required TDM program (see monitoring measure MM L.1). 
 

3. The traffic counts and resulting traffic assignments to La Cienega Boulevard and 
Jefferson Boulevard appears to illogical (see Figure 4.L-4).  The depicted traffic counts 
are summarized as below: 

 
                        Jefferson West Bound Traffic at La Cienega Boulevard 

     (Vehicles per hour)  
 
Left turn Thru        Right Turn 

AM    524    921          104              
 
PM    453    515           81  

(Percent of AM)           (86.4%)  (55.9%)     (77.9%) 
 
The drop in “thru” traffic for the PM hour (55.9%) seems pronounced compared to the 
other respective turn movements.  This anomaly impacts the conclusions regarding LOS 
at this intersection for all analyzed scenarios.  A repeat traffic count at that location 
should be conducted to verify the data used in the traffic study. 
 

4.  The project feature of a traffic signal at the proposed driveway on La Cienega Boulevard 
has not been justified (see mitigation measure MM-L-3).  Traffic signal warrants for the 
proposed signal have not been included in the traffic study.  More importantly, the traffic 
impacts of this project feature have not been reported.   
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ATTACHMENT 1 

 
Allyn Rifkin, P.E.  

Experience and Qualifications  

Mr. Rifkin has over 30 years of experience in the field of transportation engineering and 
planning.    Included in that experience are assignments in both the private and public sectors, 
ranging from consultant for developers to research for the Automobile Club of Southern 
California.  Until recently, he was the Chief of the Los Angeles Department of Transportation’s 
Bureau of Planning and Land Use Development, responsible for managing a staff of 38 
professionals and serving as the key department liaison between the development community 
and City Council on traffic mitigation and transportation planning issues.  He supervised the 
completion of numerous project EIRs for the City of Los Angeles.  His latest projects focused on 
transit oriented development along various rail alignments in the Los Angeles area.  As a private 
consultant, Mr. Rifkin has worked closely with residential neighborhood associations and 
developers to negotiate consensus on traffic mitigation measures in association with proposed 
development projects. Other consultant efforts of interest include assistance to the Eagle Rock 
neighborhood in the formation of the Colorado Boulevard Pilot Community Parking program 
and to County Supervisor Yaroslavsky in the initial proposal to convert Olympic and Pico 
Boulevards into a one-way pair.  

Professionally, Allyn is a registered professional engineer (PE) in the State of California.  He is 
active in the Urban Land Institute (ULI) and the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), and 
has served as the president of the ITE’S largest Chapter of ITE, the Southern California Chapter, 
with over 1,100 members.  In addition to serving on the ITE National Transit and Transportation 
Planning committees, he has been instrumental on national steering committees for the ITE Trip 
Generation Committee and the Urban Goods Movement Committee.  He has lectured extensively 
on the topics of traffic impact mitigation and on neighborhood traffic controls.  

His college education began with a B.S. in Systems Engineering at UCLA and led to an M.S. in 
Transportation Engineering at Northwestern University.  Rifkin is nationally recognized for his 
expertise in travel demand forecasting.  His more recent work has involved traffic plans to 
relieve congestion in various hot spots of development in Southern California including the 
South Coast Plaza area of Orange County, Downtown Los Angeles, Westwood, the LAX 
Transportation Corridor (the initial area in Los Angeles to adopt a traffic impact mitigation fee), 
and Warner Center.   

He was involved in the creation of five transportation trust funds with current balances exceeding 
$23 million for transportation improvements.  In his role as mediator of development traffic 
impact Mr. Rifkin launched a neighborhood traffic 
safety program currently exceeding $1.5 million in 
neighborhood traffic controls and negotiated pedestrian safety mitigations from the Los Angeles 
Unified School District.  
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ATTACHMENT 2  

 
POTENTIAL PROJECT RELATED “CUT-THRU” TRAFFIC AFFECTING  
THE LA CIENEGA HEIGHTS (LCHA) RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD 

 
 

 




