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December 14, 2009

Frank Quon
LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING
Marvin Braude San Fernando Valley Constituent Service Center 
6262 Van Nuys Boulevard, Room 351 
Van Nuys, California 91491-2709

Documentation to Support the Plan Approval Application Regarding 
Minor Modifications to The Buckley School Campus Enhancement 
Plan

Re:

Dear Mr. Quon:

At the request of the Applicant, The Buckley School (School), presented herein is an 
analysis provided under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to support the 
Applicant’s Plan Approval application to revise the approved construction phasing schedule 
for the Buckley School Campus Enhancement Plan (Campus Enhancement Plan) by 
switching the first and second phases of the project, consistent with the phasing originally 
analyzed in the Draft EIR (EIR No. ENV-2004-7171-EIR). A slight modification of the 
approved site plan also is proposed to accommodate a minor reallocation of approved floor 
area in connection with development of the proposed first phase of construction. The School 
is not requesting any changes to the City-approved maximum six-year construction period for 
all construction phases or any changes to the length of any individual construction phase. 
Additionally, no changes are requested to the Specific Plan Exceptions or height 
modifications that were granted concurrently with the Conditional Use case (Case No. CPC- 
2006-7806-CU-SPE-SPR). The School is requesting the aforementioned changes to 
facilitate the commencement of construction in light of the significant economic downturn 
since the original approval of the Campus Enhancement Plan in October 2008 and to better 
accommodate the immediate educational needs of the School.

As described in more detail below, the proposed modifications involve reversion back 
to the original construction phasing schedule that was evaluated in the Draft EIR, a minor 
reallocation of approximately 1,000 square feet of floor area to the Library and Technology 
Center building (now called the Triangle Building) from another approved building, and 
conforming clarifications to the project conditions of approval to reflect the aforementioned 
modifications. Collectively, the proposed changes are referred to as the Modified Project. 
The project as it was originally approved by the City in 2008 is referred to herein as the 
Approved Project.

This memorandum serves as an Addendum to the Certified EIR that analyzes the 
Modified Project. Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines provides that an Addendum to a 
previously certified EIR be prepared if changes or additions are necessary and none of the

6701 Center Drive West, Suite 900, Los Angeles, California 90045 
Phone: (424) 207-5333 Fax: (424) 207-5349
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conditions in Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines requiring preparation of a Subsequent or 
Supplemental EIR have occurred.

The purpose of this memorandum is to evaluate the environmental consequences of 
the proposed modifications to determine whether any additional significant environmental 
impacts which were not identified in the Certified EIR would occur or whether any previously 
identified significant impacts would be substantially more severe. As demonstrated by the 
analyses herein, the proposed modifications do not meet the requirements for preparation of 
a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines. 
Rather, the impacts associated with the Modified Project would be similar to or less than the 
impacts addressed in the Certified EIR and do not constitute a new or greater significant 
impact.

Approved Project
On November 2, 2006, the Draft EIR for the Campus Enhancement Plan was 

circulated for a 45-day public review period, as required by CEQA. The Draft EIR included an 
analysis of the project’s construction phasing wherein the first phase would consist of the 
Library and Technology Center, the second phase would include the new Middle and Upper 
School Main Academic Center (Main Academic Center) and several other School facilities, 
and a third phase would comprise the new Academic Building West, an Aquatic Center, and 
various other additions to and renovations of existing buildings.

Following circulation of the Draft EIR, a Final EIR was prepared pursuant to Sections 
15089 and 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines and published in October 2007. The Final EIR 
reflected further project changes, described in detail therein, including a potential alternative 
construction phasing schedule that would reverse the order of Phases 1 and 2 such that 
construction of the Main Academic Center would occur as part of the first phase, and the 
Library and Technology Center would be developed during the second phase. With regard to 
the project’s construction phasing, the Final EIR determined that the environmental impacts 
of the alternative construction schedule would not be substantially different from those 
associated with the construction schedule contemplated in the Draft EIR, and neither 
construction schedule would be considered environmentally superior to the other. Further, 
the Final EIR incorporated the analysis of impacts resulting from the potential alternative 
construction schedule into the environmental record, such that either construction phasing 
scenario may be implemented by the School upon approval of the project. Collectively, the 
Draft EIR and Final EIR comprise the Certified EIR that was ultimately approved by the City; 
in October 2008, the City granted approval for the Campus Enhancement Plan project (Case 
No. CPC-2006-7806-CU-SPE-SPR), subject to a number of conditions of approval.

The School’s current approvals include provisions allowing for flexibility in the 
sequence of the defined construction phases, subject to the Plan Approval process pursuant 
to Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 12.24. Minor adjustments in the allocation of
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the total permitted floor area among the permitted buildings are also allowed. As such, the 
Applicant is now requesting a Plan Approval to allow for the changes contemplated as part of 
the Modified Project.

Current Request (Modified Project)
To fulfill the project’s objectives, the Campus Enhancement Plan is to be developed in 

three phases, each designed and timed to facilitate continued school operations on-site with 
the sequencing and relocation of classes during construction and to minimize disruptions to 
neighbors. Similar to the phasing sequence described in the Draft EIR, the proposed phases 
are organized as follows under the Modified Project:

Phase 1: New Triangle Building (previously referred to as the Library and
Technology Center)

Phase 2: New Middle and Upper School Main Academic Center and Parking
Facility, replacement Guard House, new Central Plant, and new basketball court

Phase 3: New Academic Building West, addition to and renovation of the existing 
Academic Building South, new Aquatic Center, Disney Pavilion renovation, and 
Lower School renovation

In contrast, the alternative construction schedule set forth in the Final EIR contemplated the 
development of the above Phase 2 prior to Phase 1. Discussion of the specific timeframes for 
construction of each phase is provided below.

Under the Modified Project, the new Triangle Building (formerly the Library and 
Technology Center), would be in the same location on the site (i.e., on the west side of the 
campus along the proposed central pedestrian walkway/fire road for emergency access). As 
shown in Figure 1 on page 12, the Triangle Building would comprise approximately 
19,770 square feet, representing an increase of approximately 1,000 square feet over the 
Library and Technology Center, while the proposed Academic Building West would be 
reduced by 1,000 square feet. Like the original design, the new building would consist of two 
aboveground stories with a maximum building height of 36 feet, but in contrast would not 
include a basement level. Additionally, the Triangle Building would have approximately the 
same building footprint as the Library and Technology Center. Further, instead of housing a 
library, administrative space, and classrooms as previously proposed, the Triangle Building 
would contain Middle and Upper School classrooms of various sizes, a student technology 
center for student study groups and gatherings, a faculty center, two offices, restrooms, 
limited storage and janitorial space, and closets for utility equipment. With the exception of 
the faculty center, all facilities in the building would be for Middle and Upper School use.
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Development of the Triangle Building would not affect the total project floor area or the types 
of uses proposed as part of the project.

Grading/excavation of an estimated 2,213 cubic yards would be required for 
construction of the Triangle Building, as compared to 5,528 cubic yards for the original 
building design since the new building no longer includes a basement. Furthermore, the 
topographic location on the campus for this building would continue to screen the building 
from homes above the campus on Camino de la Cumbre.

By reverting to the original construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Draft EIR, 
construction of the Main Academic Center under the Modified Project would occur in 
Phase 2, rather than in Phase 1 as proposed as part of the alternative schedule evaluated in 
the Final EIR. Since the approved student enrollment increase is dependant in part on 
completion of the Main Academic Center, the School’s maximum student enrollment cap 
under the Modified Project would not be reached until after completion of Phase 2. More 
specifically, the phased 80-student enrollment increase (which began following project 
approval with 10 additional students in the 2008-2009 school year and another 10 students in 
the 2009-2010 school year) would allow for an additional 20 students per year following 
completion of Phase 2. With construction of Phase 1 under the Modified Project now 
expected to begin in 2011, the remaining 60-student increase would not start until the 2014
2015 school year and would continue for three years, until the maximum enrollment cap of 
830 students is reached in the 2016-2017 school year. As the potential operational impacts 
associated with the project are linked to the student enrollment increase, the discussion 
below addresses any operational impacts associated with a project buildout year of 2016 that 
may vary from those disclosed in the Draft EIR (wherein operational impacts were evaluated 
for 2014) and/or the Final EIR (wherein operational impacts were evaluated for 2012, due to 
earlier construction of the Main Academic Center during Phase 1). Potential construction 
impacts would be similarly delayed due to the changes in construction timing. However, such 
changes would not affect the duration of each phase or the overall construction timeframe, so 
the Modified Project would still be constructed over the course of approximately five years, 
spread out over an approximately six-year timeframe. The analyses in the Certified EIR that 
potentially could be affected by the project’s estimated buildout year and full student 
enrollment include the air quality, noise, and traffic analyses. As indicated below, a change in 
buildout year will not alter any of the impact conclusions in the Certified EIR.

Construction of the Main Academic Center would include the proposed enclosed 
Parking Facility during Phase 2 of the Modified Project. As such, the additional parking, 
vehicular queuing improvements, and arrival plaza associated with the Parking Facility would 
also occur in Phase 2, as evaluated in the Draft EIR. While on-campus parking is not 
currently constrained, in an effort to provide queuing relief to avoid vehicular spillover onto 
Stansbury Avenue, the School implemented an improved queuing program for the Middle and
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Upper Schools in 2007 and for the Lower School as of December 1, 2009. The new queuing 
procedures are designed to ensure that all vehicular queuing remains off Stansbury Avenue. 
Cars entering the campus during drop-off/pick-up periods are no longer stopped at the Guard 
House near the front gate, but rather checked in as they proceed deep into the campus to a 
turnaround point near the Disney Pavilion, after which they may proceed to either the 
Middle/Upper School or Lower School drop-off/pick-up area. All parents are instructed to 
follow these routes during drop-off/pick-up periods, and School staff is on-hand to direct cars 
and assist with the new practices. It is also noted that construction of the new Triangle 
Building would not require additional on-site parking and would not interfere with campus 
queuing.

Comparative Analysis of Modified Project Impacts
The purpose of this analysis is to: (1) briefly summarize the impacts of the Approved 

Project as addressed in the Certified EIR; (2) evaluate the impacts of the proposed Modified 
Project; and (3) compare the impacts of the Modified Project with those of the Approved 
Project to demonstrate that the environmental effects of the Modified Project would be within 
the envelope of the impacts previously addressed in the Certified EIR. This analysis 
demonstrates that all of the impacts associated with the Modified Project would be similar to 
or less than the impacts addressed in the Certified EIR and do not constitute a new or greater 
significant impact. As the changes set forth under the Modified Project would have limited 
effects with respect to most of the environmental topics analyzed in the Certified EIR, the 
analysis herein focuses primarily on those issues that may be directly affected. Specifically, 
the analyses potentially affected by the proposed modifications include the aesthetics, air 
quality, land use, noise, and traffic analyses; all other environmental issues are addressed in 
a summary fashion.

a. Aesthetics, Views, and Light and Glare
As indicated in the Certified EIR, implementation of the Approved Project was 

determined to result in less than significant impacts with respect to aesthetics, views, light 
and glare, with the exception of temporary aesthetic impacts during construction. Mitigation 
measures were recommended and adopted to further reduce potential impacts, but it was 
concluded that the short-term construction impacts would be significant and unavoidable due 
to the perceived visual discord posed by the temporary classroom bungalows to be located 
primarily on the athletic field (predominantly for use during Phase 2).1 Following their 
temporary use, the bungalows would be removed and the playing field and other campus 
areas restored.

1 Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, impacts were found to be the
same, although the arrangement of the temporary bungalows would vary somewhat, as would the timing of
their use due to the change in the sequence of Phases 1 and 2.
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As described above, the Triangle Building now contemplated under the Modified 
Project would be similar in terms of size, height, location, footprint, and design (with the 
exception of elimination of the basement level) to the Library and Technology Center 
described in the Certified EIR. As such, the aesthetics, views, light and glare impacts 
associated with development of the Triangle Building would be similar to those identified in 
the EIR and would be less than significant. Also like the Approved Project, construction of 
the Modified Project would necessitate the use of temporary classroom bungalows primarily 
located on the athletic field during Phase 2. However the bungalows proposed under the 
Approved Project on the site of the existing Milk House (where the Triangle Building would be 
located) would not be needed for the Modified Project. As such, while construction impacts 
would continue to be short-term, significant and unavoidable due to the perceived visual 
discord posed by the temporary classroom bungalow area, such impacts would be reduced 
as compared to the Approved Project as analyzed in the Final EIR. Thus, aesthetics, views, 
light and glare impacts related to the Modified Project would be within the envelope of 
impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.

b. Air Quality

(1) Construction
The Certified EIR indicated that construction of the Approved Project would result in 

significant short-term air quality impacts associated with regional emissions of nitrogen oxide 
(NOX) and localized emissions of particulate matter (PMi0). Construction impacts with 
respect to regional emissions of carbon monoxide (CO), volatile organic compounds (VOC), 
sulfur oxide (SOX), fine particulate matter (PM2.5), and PM10, as well as air toxics and odors, 
would be less than significant. Mitigation measures were recommended and adopted to 
reduce air emissions during construction, which were nonetheless determined to remain 
above the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) significance thresholds 
for NOX and PM10, thus resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts.2

As the Modified Project would involve construction of the same total project square 
footage, but with reduced grading due to elimination of the basement in the new Triangle 
Building, construction emissions would be reduced slightly as compared to the Approved 
Project. Additionally, with construction under the Modified Project beginning in 2011 and 
buildout occurring as late as 2017 (as compared to 2009-2015 in the Certified EIR), air 
quality impacts would be further reduced since air quality models account for the fact that as 
time progresses, more efficient off-road construction equipment will replace older, less 
efficient models in the construction fleet mix and that construction workers, vendors, and 
construction haul trips will similarly utilize more efficient vehicles. Therefore, the

2 Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, impacts were found to be the
same, although slightly more severe.
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construction-related air quality impacts of the Modified Project would be less than those of the 
Approved Project. Thus, such impacts would be within the envelope of impacts addressed in 
the Certified EIR.

(2) Operation
Relative to impacts related to project operations, the Certified EIR indicated that the 

Approved Project would result in less than significant impacts associated with regional and 
localized emissions for all criteria pollutants, as well as air toxics, odors, and regulatory 
consistency.3 No mitigation measures were required.

As the Modified Project would involve operation of the same land uses comprising the 
same total floor area and the same maximum student enrollment as those contemplated 
under the Approved Project, associated operational emissions would be comparable. With 
respect to the new operational buildout year of 2016 based on delays in achieving the full 
enrollment capacity (as compared to 2014 in the Draft EIR and 2012 in the Final EIR), future 
mobile source emission factors are substantially reduced over time as cleaner on-road 
vehicles are introduced into the county-wide vehicle fleet. The URBEMIS2002 model takes 
these factors into consideration and is recommended by SCAQMD for such analyses. The 
allowable model years are 2007 through 2010, 2015, 2020, and 2030. To be conservative 
the analysis presented in the Certified EIR was based on a buildout year of 2010, so as not to 
under predict the regional pollutant emissions. Thus, the shift to a later operational year of 
2016 would not change the results of the analysis, nor the significance conclusions regarding 
regional operational emissions (rather, the later operational year would result in a reduction in 
regional operational emissions due to improvements over time). Similarly, CO concentrations 
would be expected to decrease. The Modified Project’s operational air quality impacts would 
be less than significant and within the envelope of impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.

c. Land Use
In terms of land use, the Certified EIR concluded that the Approved Project would 

result in less than significant impacts with respect to land use compatibility and regulatory 
consistency, and mitigation measures were not required.4 As described above, the Triangle 
Building now contemplated under the Modified Project would be similar in terms of size, 
height, location, footprint, and design (with the exception of elimination of the basement level) 
to the Library and Technology Center described in the Certified EIR and would include 
educational uses approved for the Campus Enhancement Plan. Development of the Triangle

3 Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, impacts were found to be the 
same, although slightly more severe.

Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, impacts were found to be the
same.

4
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Building would not involve any change in the types of uses proposed as part of the project or 
the total project floor area. In addition, the later construction and buildout dates would not 
have any effect on land use or land use impacts. As such, the Modified Project’s land use 
impacts would be less than significant and within the envelope of impacts addressed in the 
Certified EIR.

d. Noise

(1) Construction
As indicated in the Certified EIR, the Approved Project was determined to generate 

construction noise levels that would cause significant and unavoidable short-term impacts 
during all phases of construction due to the use of construction equipment, despite 
implementation of feasible mitigation measures. Similarly, off-site construction-period 
roadway noise impacts were found to be significant an unavoidable along segments of 
Stansbury Avenue and Valley Vista Boulevard, with no feasible mitigation to reduce these 
impacts.5

As the Modified Project would involve the same construction activities as the Approved 
Project to build the same total project square footage (but with reduced grading), construction 
noise levels would be comparable to those identified in the Certified EIR. In regards to the 
new construction timeframe of 2011-2017 (as compared to 2009-2015 in the Certified EIR), 
construction noise impacts are evaluated by comparing noise levels associated with the use 
of construction equipment and other activities to the existing baseline ambient noise levels 
that were identified based on noise monitoring. Therefore, delaying construction of the 
project by two years would not result in an increase in the construction noise levels identified 
in the EIR. Thus, construction noise impacts related to the Modified Project would be within 
the envelope of impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.

(2) Operation
As analyzed in the Certified EIR, the School’s operational noise levels under the 

Approved Project were projected to result in less than significant impacts associated with on
site mechanical equipment, use of the proposed parking facility, athletic field activities, as 
well as off-site roadway traffic.6 No mitigation measures were required. Since no change in 
on-site operational activities would occur as a result of the Modified Project, future on-site

5 Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, construction noise impacts 
were found to be the same, although the timing of such impacts would vary due to changes in the 
construction phasing sequence.

Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, operation noise impacts were
found to be the same, although off-site roadway impacts were slightly reduced.

6
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operational noise levels would remain unchanged from those identified in the Certified EIR. 
Similarly, mobile noise from project vehicular trips would remain unchanged as there would 
be no change in the number of trips associated with maximum enrollment under the Modified 
Project.

Project-related operational traffic noise impacts are evaluated based on the future 
without-project baseline condition (i.e., expected conditions at the future build-out year 
without project traffic). With the delay in the operational impact year to 2016 when full 
enrollment is reached (as compared with 2014 in the Draft EIR and 2012 in the Final EIR), 
future ambient traffic conditions would be expected to slightly worsen, thus resulting in a 
slight increase in baseline noise levels on local roadways. Nonetheless, given the limited 
nature of project impacts (the Certified EIR cited an increase in future traffic noise levels 
ranging from 0.0 to 0.5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), well below the 5 dBA significance 
threshold), and given that this increase in noise would be well below 3 dBA, which is the 
threshold at which noise is typically perceptible, such impacts would continue to be less than 
significant. Furthermore, with continued implementation of the School’s Transportation 
Demand Management (TDM) plan, traffic noise would be further reduced. Operational noise 
impacts related to the Modified Project would thus be within the envelope of impacts 
addressed in the Certified EIR.

e. Transportation and Circulation

(1) Construction
The Approved Project, as determined in the Certified EIR, would result in a significant 

construction traffic impact along Stansbury Avenue south of Valley Vista Boulevard. 
Although mitigation measures were recommended and adopted to reduce construction 
impacts to the extent possible, there are no feasible mitigation measures capable of reducing 
the Stansbury Avenue impact to a less than significant level, and such impacts, though 
temporary, would remain significant and unavoidable. Construction-related parking impacts 
would be less than significant. 7

With no changes to the general construction activities associated with each phase, no 
changes in the level of construction-related traffic associated with construction workers, 
equipment, and haul trips would occur under the Modified Project. However, the timing of 
construction activities and related traffic impacts would vary from that addressed in the 
Certified EIR (i.e., 2011-2017 under the Modified Project as compared to 2009-2015 in the 
Certified EIR). Regardless, there would be no change in the future baseline conditions or the 
number of project-related construction trips on Stansbury Avenue south of Valley Vista 
Boulevard, and the construction traffic impact along this roadway segment would not vary

7 Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, construction traffic impacts
were found to be the same.
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8from that previously identified, regardless of what year construction activities occur.8 Thus 
like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be expected to pose a significant 
impact along Stansbury Avenue south of Valley Vista Boulevard during construction, and 
while the recommended and adopted mitigation measures would serve to reduce 
construction impacts, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable, although short
term in nature. Construction traffic impacts related to the Modified Project would thus be 
within the envelope of impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.

(2) Operation
As analyzed in the Certified EIR, the Approved Project was determined to significantly 

impact three intersections: (1) Ventura Boulevard and Stansbury Avenue during the a.m. and 
School p.m. peak hours; (2) Valley Vista Boulevard (South) and Beverly Glen Boulevard 
during the a.m. and School p.m. peak hours; and (3) Valley Vista Boulevard and Stansbury 
Avenue during the a.m. peak hour. The proposed and adopted mitigation measures were 
found to reduce these significant intersection impacts to less than significant levels. 
Additionally, based on the revised analysis provided in the Final EIR, the Approved Project 
would not significantly affect any of the eight residential street segments analyzed, including 
Stansbury Avenue south of Valley Vista Boulevard. Impacts related to transit use, parking, 
on-site access and circulation, emergency access, pedestrian/bicycle safety, and regulatory 
consistency would also be less than significant.9

Given that the Modified Project does not involve any change to the total permitted 
student enrollment, it would generate the same number of vehicular trips as the Approved 
Project. However, with the delay in the operational impact year to 2016 when full enrollment 
is reached (as compared with 2014 in the Draft EIR and 2012 in the Final EIR), future 
ambient traffic conditions would be expected to slightly worsen due to ambient growth, thus 
resulting in a slight increase in baseline traffic levels on most local roadways. Attachment A 
to this document provides a brief memorandum prepared by the project traffic engineer 
demonstrating that under the Modified Project impacts would remain essentially the same as 
under the Approved Project. The same three intersections would be significantly impacted 
during the same peak periods, all of which would be mitigated to a less than significant level. 
As also shown in Attachment A, impacts to residential street segments would remain less 
than significant. Thus, the Modified Project would not result in any new significant 
operational traffic impacts beyond those previously identified, nor substantially increase the

8 Future without-project conditions are typically calculated by applying a growth factor of 2.0 percent per year 
(compounded annually) to the existing traffic volumes. However, as explained in the Certified EIR, no growth 
factor was applied to the traffic volume on Stansbury Avenue south of Valley Vista Boulevard to determine 
future baseline conditions, as this street segment is not a through street and is therefore not expected to 
experience an increase in traffic due to through traffic associated with ambient growth.

Under the alternative construction phasing schedule evaluated in the Final EIR, operational traffic impacts
were found to be essentially the same.

9
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severity of previously identified impacts. Such impacts would be within the envelope of 
impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.

f. Other Environmental Issues
With respect to the other environmental issues addressed in the Certified EIR, the 

Approved Project was determined to result in impacts that would be less than significant or 
less than significant with mitigation relative to biological resources, cultural resources, 
geology, hazards and hazardous materials, and hydrology. Given the similarities of the 
Modified Project to the Approved Project, with only minor changes to the building size and 
design, the sequence of the construction phases (which nonetheless would occur in the same 
sequence analyzed in the Draft EIR), and the timing of achievement of the full enrollment 
increase, impacts relative to these other environmental issues would not be affected. In fact, 
due to the reduction in grading associated with the Triangle Building, grading impacts would 
be reduced slightly. Overall, such impacts would remain less than significant (either prior to 
or in conjunction with implementation of all adopted mitigation measures) and would be within 
the envelope of impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.

Conclusion
As demonstrated by the discussion above, the impacts associated with the Modified 

Project would be similar to or less than the impacts addressed in the Certified EIR. Thus, a 
new or greater significant impact would not result from the Modified Project. In addition, the 
Modified Project would implement all of the relevant mitigation measures specified in the 
Certified EIR. As all of the impacts would be within the envelope of impacts analyzed in the 
Certified EIR, no additional environmental analysis of the Modified Project is necessary.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide this analysis in support of the Buckley 
School’s Plan Approval application. Should you have any questions or require additional 
information please feel free to contact us at (424) 207-5333.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Eyestone-Jones 
President

Ashley Rogers 
Principal Planner
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CRAIN & ASSOCIATES

December 2, 2009

Ms. Ashley Rogers 
Principal Planner 
Matrix Environmental 
6701 Center Drive, Suite 900 
Los Angeles, CA 90045

RE: Buckley School Campus Enhancement Plan - Reassessment of Operational Traffic 
Impacts with Two-Year Postponement in Enrollment Increase

Dear Ashley,

As requested, we have reassessed the operational traffic impacts of the Buckley School Campus 
Enhancement Plan based on the likelihood that the 80-student enrollment increase will now be 
completed in 2016, rather than in 2012 or 2014, as previously analyzed in the approved traffic 
study and certified EIR for project traffic impacts attributable to the 80-student increase.1 The 
year 2016 was assumed as the future year for the complete enrollment increase based on the 
recent proposal to switch construction of the Main Academic Center from Phase 1 to Phase 2 and 
related conditions of approval in the School’s conditional use permit, which allow for a phased 
enrollment increase over a three-year period only after completion of that building.

The amount of daily and peak-hour trip generated by the additional 80 students would be the 
same as in the approved analyses, regardless of the two-year delay. Evaluation of project trips in 
conjunction with the potential increase in background traffic volumes over the two additional 
years indicates that the currently proposed modifications to the project would not result in any 
new significant operational traffic impacts than previously analyzed, nor substantially increase 
the severity of previously identified impacts, as shown in attached Tables A and B. The 
previously approved traffic mitigation measures would also continue to be effective in reducing

1 The Draft EIR analyzed operational impacts associated with compliance of the student enrollment increase in 
2014, whereas the Final EIR evaluated an alternative construction schedule that resulted in completion of the student 
enrollment increase and thus associated operational impacts in 2012.
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project traffic impacts to a less than significant level. Therefore, our reassessment finds that both 
the previously approved analyses of operational traffic impacts and mitigation measures remain 
adequate.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Roy Nakamura
Senior Transportation Engineer

RN:n 
Cl 9762 
attachments 
cc: David Goldberg 

Lisa Turchan



Table A
CMA and LOS Summary

Future (2016) Traffic Conditions - With Project, Plus Mitigation 1

Without 
Project 

CMA LOS

With Project 
Plus Mitigation 

CMA LOS Impact
Peak
Hour

With Project 
CMA LOS ImpactNo. Intersection

1. Ventura Blvd. & 
Van Nuys Blvd.

AM 1.306 F 1.311 F 0.005
0.004School PM 

Commuter PM
1.352 F 1.356 F
1.468 F 1.469 F 0.001

2. Ventura Blvd. &
Beverly Glen Blvd./Tyrone Ave. School PM

Commuter PM

AM 0.837 D 0.843 D 0.006
0.0031.030 F 1.033 F

1.091 F 1.092 F 0.001

3. Ventura Blvd. & 
Stansbury Ave.

AM 1.362 F 1.388 F 0.026 * 
0.017 * 
0.009

1.195 F -0.167
-0.077
-0.089

School PM 
Commuter PM

1.154 F 1.171 F 1.077 F
1.242 F 1.251 F 1.153 F

4. Ventura Blvd. & 
Hazeltine Ave.

AM 0.938
0.847

E 0.940
0.849

E 0.002
0.002
0.000

School PM 
Commuter PM

D D
0.901 E 0.901 E

5. Ventura Blvd. & 
Woodman Ave.

AM 1.023 F 1.028 F 0.005
0.003
0.002

School PM 
Commuter PM

0.982 E 0.985 E
1.111 F 1.113 F

6. Valley Vista Blvd. & 
Van Nuys Blvd.

AM 0.760
0.559
0.656

C 0.762
0.560
0.657

C 0.002
School PM 
Commuter PM

A A 0.001
B B 0.001

7. Valley Vista Blvd./Roblar Pl. & AM 
Beverly Glen Blvd.

1.153 F 1.155 F 0.002
0.002
0.002

School PM 
Commuter PM

0.801 D 0.803
0.822

D
0.820 D D

8. Valley Vista Blvd. (South) & 
Beverly Glen Blvd.

AM 1.083 F 1.099 F 0.016 * 
0.010 * 
0.005

1.092 F 0.009
0.006
0.003

School PM 
Commuter PM

1.658 F 1.668 F 1.664 F
1.722 F 1.727 F 1.725 F

9. Valley Vista Blvd. & 
Stansbury Ave.

AM 1.174 F 1.211 F 0.037 *
0.026
0.010

0.919
0.624
0.609

E -0.255
School PM 
Commuter PM

0.613
0.607

B 0.639
0.617

B B 0.011
B B B 0.002

10. Valley Vista Blvd. & 
Benedict Canyon Dr.

AM 0.375
0.299
0.355

A 0.382
0.304
0.358

A 0.007
0.005
0.003

School PM 
Commuter PM

A A
A A

1 Refer to Tables IV.J-7 and IV.J-11 of the Draft EIR and Table II-5 of the Final EIR for comparison. Data from 
these tables are attached for reference

* Denotes significant project traffic impact, prior to implementation of project mitigation.



Table B
Residential Street Traffic Impact Analysis 

Existing (2006) and Future (2016) Average Daily Traffic (ADT) Volumes 2

Existing _______
(2006) Without
ADT Project

Future (2016) ADT
Project 
T raffic

With
Project

% Project 
TrafficStreet Segment

1. Stansbury Ave.
north of Valley Vista Blvd.

Stansbury Ave.
south of Valley Vista Blvd.

Valley Vista Blvd. 
east of Stansbury Ave.

Valley Vista Blvd. 
west of Stansbury Ave.

Greenleaf St. 
west of Stansbury Ave.

Dickens St.
west of Stansbury Ave.

Camino de la Cumbre 
west of Stansbury Ave.

Camino de la Cumbre 
south of Valley Vista Blvd.

3,427 4,415 130 4,545 2.86 %

2. 2,366 2,506 242 2,748 8.81 %

3. 4,110 5,495 56 5,551 1.01 %

4. 4,609 6,005 64 6,069 1.05 %

5. 1,742 2,123 0 2,123 0%

6. 3,527 4,299 0 4,299 0%

7. 1,189 1,449 9 1,458 0.62 %

8. 977 1,191 36 1,227 2.93 %

2 Refer to Table IV.J-9 of the Draft EIR, as corrected in the Final EIR, and Table II-6 of the Final EIR for 
comparison. Data from these tables are attached for reference.



aCritical Movement Analysis (CMA) and Level of Service (LOS) Impact Summary 
Comparison of Future Conditions - Years 2012, 2014 and 2016

2014 (DEIR Analysis) 
Project + Mitigation

2012 (FEIR Analysis) 
Project + Mitigation

2016(Addendum) 
Project + Mitigation

No. Intersection Peak Hour CMS LOS Impact CMA LOS Impact LOS ImpactCMA

3. Ventura Blvd. & 
Stansbury Ave.

AM *
School PM * 
Commuter PM

1.151
1.039
1.113

F -0.160
-0.074
-0.084

1.107
1.003
1.074

F -0.154
-0.070
-0.081

1.195
1.077
1.153

F -0.167
-0.077
-0.089

F F F
F F F

8. Valley Vista Blvd. S. 
& Beverly Glen Blvd.

AM *
School PM * 
Commuter PM

1.052
1.601
1.658

F 0.009
0.006
0.003

1.011
1.541
1.596

F 0.009
0.006
0.004

1.092
1.664
1.725

F 0.009
0.006
0.003

F F F
F F F

9. Valley Vista Blvd. 
& Stansbury Ave.

AM * 0.886
0.601
0.586

D -0.245
0.011
0.002

0.852
0.517
0.541

D -0.234
-0.050
-0.021

0.919
0.624
0.609

E -0.255
0.011
0.002

School PM 
Commuter PM

B A B
A A B

* Denotes significant project traffic impact, prior to implementation of project mitigation (for all future year conditions shown). 
impacts are less than significant with project mitigation.
Table presents data from DEIR Table IV.J.11, FEIR Table II-5, and Table A from Appendix A of the Addendum (attached).

All

a

aResidential Street Traffic Impact Summary - Average Daily Traffic (ADT) Volumes 
Comparison of Future Conditions - Years 2012, 2014 and 2016

2014 (DEIR Analysis)
With 

Project

2012 (FEIR Analysis)
With 

Project

2016(Addendum)
With 

Project
% Project 

T raffic
% Project 

Traffic
% Project 

TrafficNo. Street Segment

1. Stansbury Ave.
north of Valley Vista Blvd.
Stansbury Ave.
south of Valley Vista Blvd.
Valley Vista Blvd.
east of Stansbury Ave.
Valley Vista Blvd.
west of Stansbury Ave.
Greenleaf St.
west of Stansbury Ave.
Dickens St.
west of Stansbury Ave. 
Camino de la Cumbre 
west of Stansbury Ave. 
Camino de la Cumbre 
south of Valley Vista Blvd.

4,383 2.97 % 4,227 3.08 % 4,545 2.86 %

2. 2,748 8.81 % 2,748 8.81 % 2,748 8.81 %

3. 5,357 1.05 % 5,170 1.08 % 5,551 1.01 %

4. 5,851 1.09 % 5,641 1.13 % 6,069 1.05 %

5. 2,041 0 % 1,962 0 % 2,123 0 %

6. 4,132 0 % 3,972 0 % 4,299 0 %

7. 1,402 0.64 % 1,348 0.67 % 1,458 0.62 %

8. 1,181 3.05 % 1,136 3.17 % 1,227 2.93 %

a Table presents data from DEIR Table IV.J-9, as corrected in the Final EIR, FEIR Table II-6, and Table B from 
Appendix A of the Addendum (attached).


