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Godfrey Hotel Project

Council District No. 13
THIS ADDENDUM, TOGETHER WITH THE MND, COMPRISES THE ANALYSIS REQUIRED UNDER THE

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT -■

Project Addresses: 1400, 1414 Cahuenga, 6407, 6414 De Longpre Avenue, 1403, 1405, 1408, 1413 Ivar Avenue, Los 
Angeles, CA 90028
Project Description: On June 16, 2016, the City Planning Department approved a hotel with approximately 175 hotel rooms, 
rooftop amenity deck with pool and seating areas, approximately 5,043 square feet of restaurant space, and 600 square feet of 
retail space in a 7-story above-grade building with 60,621 square feet of floor area, and two levels of subterranean parking 
(Approved Project). The CEQA clearance used for approval of the Approved Project was ENV-2015-3167-MND. The current 
proposal (Modified Project) proposes to modify the Approved Project by increasing the number of hotel rooms by 
approximately 45 rooms, to a total of approximately 220 hotel rooms, reducing the amount of restaurant space to approximately 
2,723 square feet, and eliminating the retail space, in a 7-story + 1 partial story above-grade building, with 74,552 square feet of 
floor area, and three levels of subterranean parking. The hotel portion would include, as supporting supplemental uses, an 
approximately 178-square foot courtyard bar exclusively for the use of hotel guests and two rooftop bars, totaling 1,440 square 
feet, that would replace the more traditional lobby bar and as such would be accessible to both the public and hotel guests, but 
would not operate independently as a club or restaurant separate from the ground floor restaurant. The Modified Project would 
include 476 seats (133 seats on Level 1 ground floor restaurant, 66 seats on Level 2 courtyard bar that is a supplemental use to 
the hotel, and 277 seats on the rooftop deck for the pool, lounge, and bar uses that are supplemental uses to the hotel). The 
Modified Project will require approval of the following discretionary actions:

Site Plan Review, pursuant to LAMC Section 16.05 to permit the construction of a commercial project with more than 
50,000 square feet of development and/or more than 50 guest rooms.
Zone Variance, pursuant to LAMC Section 12.27, to permit outdoor dining above the ground floor and on a rooftop in the 
C4 zone.

1)

2)

Conditional Use Permit, pursuant to LAMC Section 12.24 W.l and LAMC Section 12.24 W. 18(a) respectively, for the on
site sale and dispensing of alcoholic beverages and live entertainment incidental to a proposed 220-guestroom hotel and 
restaurant with an aggregate of476 seats.
Conditional Use Permit, pursuant to 12.24-U, to allow for the Project Floor Area to exceed the currently permitted 
maximum Floor Area Ratio (“FAR”) of 3:1 (established by the D Limitation under Ordinance No. 165,661), up to a 
maximum Floor Area Ratio of 3.69:1, and to use the lot area as buildable area.
Any additional actions as may be deemed necessary or desirable, including but not limited to, demolition, grading, 
excavation, haul route, and building permits.

3)

4)

5)

APPLICANT: 1400 Cahuenga JV, LLC
PREPARED FOR: Los Angeles Department of City Planning 

PREPARED BY: CAJA Environmental Services, LLC
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1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The section is based in part on the following item, included as Appendix A of this Addendum:

A Plans, Steinberg Architects, June 8, 2017.

Introduction

Project Title: Godfrey Hotel Project

Case Numbers: ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1
CPC-2016-3841-ZV-CU-CUB-SPR
DIR-2015-3166-SPR

Project Location: 1400, 1414 Cahuenga, 6407, 6414 De Longpre Avenue, 1403, 1405, 1408, 1413 
Ivar Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90028

Lead Agency: City of Los Angeles 
Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Room 763, Los Angeles, CA 90012

City Staff Contact: Jojo Pewsawang, City Planner
jojo.pewsawang@lacity.org
213-978-1214

Applicant: 1400 Cahuenga JV, LLC
350 W. Hubbard, Suite 440, Chicago, IL 60654

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration, ENV-2015-3167-MND (MND), prepared under 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), assessed the environmental impacts of an approved 
project, the Cahuenga Hotel Project (the Approved Project), which consists of a new hotel and associated 
commercial uses. This Addendum addresses the changes proposed to the Approved Project. The proposal, 
the Godfrey Hotel Project, will be referred to in this Addendum as the Modified Project.

The purpose of this Addendum is to assess the potential environmental impacts of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project. Pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, the lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously approved 
environmental document if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described 
in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a new or expanded mitigated negative declaration, or an 
environmental impact report, have occurred.
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Prior Entitlements

On June 16, 2016, the City of Los Angeles Planning Department approved the Approved Project, which is 
an approximately 175-room hotel with two levels of subterranean parking and 60,621 square feet of floor 
area, including a restaurant and retail uses, as more particularly described below. The CEQA clearance 
used for approval was the MND.

CEQA Statutes and Guidelines

Section 15160 of the CEQA Guidelines explains that there are several mechanisms, and variations in 
environmental documents, that can be tailored to different situations and intended uses of environmental 
review. Specifically, Section 15160 states that the “ . . . variations listed [including Subsequent EIRs, 
Supplemental EIRs, and Addendums] are not exclusive. Lead agencies may use other variations 
consistent with the Guidelines to meet the needs of other circumstances.” This provision allows Lead 
Agencies to tailor the use of CEQA mechanisms to fit the circumstances presented to the Lead Agency by 
a project. Here, the City of Los Angeles (City) has determined that the MND remains relevant and has 
opted to prepare an Addendum to the MND to assess the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.

According to CEQA Guideline §15164:

ADDENDUM TO AN EIR OR NEGATIVE DECLARATION

(a) The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified 
EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 
15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.

(b) An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical 
changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling 
for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.

(c) An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to 
the final EIR or adopted negative declaration.

(d) The decision making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative 
declaration prior to making a decision on the project.

(e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162 
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency‘s findings on the project, or 
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence.

Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines provides the criteria used to determine when the preparation of a 
Subsequent EIR or Negative Declaration is required. Specifically, a Subsequent EIR or new Negative 
Declaration is required when there are substantial changes to a project that involve new significant
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environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; 
substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which 
will require major revisions of the previously approved Negative Declaration; or new information of 
substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known with reasonable diligence 
at the time the previous Negative Declaration was certified, show more or more severe significant effects, 
new feasible mitigation measures or alternatives are available but not adopted.

As required in subsection (e), above, substantial evidence supporting the Lead Agency’s decision not to 
prepare a Subsequent EIR or new Negative Declaration pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 is 
provided in Section 2, Environmental Impact Analysis. This environmental analysis evaluates the 
potential impacts of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project, and 
concludes that they are relatively minor and would not result in any new significant environmental 
impacts. The analysis contained herein demonstrates that all of the impact issue conclusions previously 
examined in the adopted MND for the Approved Project would remain unchanged for the Modified 
Project.

Therefore, this analysis supports the determination that the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project would not involve new significant environmental effects, or result in a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, which would call for, as provided in 
Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the preparation of a Subsequent EIR or Negative 
Declaration. Therefore, the City has determined to prepare this Addendum to the adopted MND as the 
appropriate form of documentation to meet the statutory requirements of CEQA.

Project Location

The Project Site is bounded by Cahuenga Boulevard to the west, De Longpre Avenue to the south, Ivar 
Avenue to the east, and a public alley to the north. See Figure 1-1, Vicinity Map, for the location within 
the context of the greater Los Angeles area. See Figure 1-2, Aerial Map, for the Project Site.

Regional Setting

The Project Site is located within the area governed by the Hollywood Community Plan (HCP) in the city 
of Los Angles (City), approximately six miles northwest of Downtown Los Angeles. The HCP area is a 
mosaic of districts, including the historic entertainment district on Hollywood Boulevard, the Media 
District south of Santa Monica Boulevard, the major medical facility cluster in East Hollywood, and 
many distinctive residential neighborhoods throughout. The HCP covers 25 square miles, extending 
roughly south of the cities of Burbank and Glendale and the Ventura Freeway, west of the Golden State 
Freeway, north of Melrose Avenue and east of Mulholland Drive and the cities of West Hollywood and 
Beverly Hills, including a strip of land south of the city of West Hollywood and north of Rosewood 
Avenue, between La Cienega Boulevard and La Brea Avenue. Adjoining community plan areas include 
Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass to the north, Bel Air-Beverly Crest to the west, 
Wilshire to the south, and Silver Lake-Echo Park and northeast Los Angeles to the east.
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Regional and Local Access

Regional access to the Project Site is provided by the Hollywood Freeway (US-101) located 
approximately 4,000 feet north and 4,300 feet west of the Project Site. In the Project Site’s vicinity, US- 
101 has access on Cahuenga Boulevard, Sunset Boulevard, and Hollywood Boulevard. Local access is 
provided by Cahuenga Boulevard, Ivar Avenue, and Sunset Boulevard.

Public Transit

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) provides bus service via Metro 
bus lines 2 and 210. There is service on Vine Street (Metro line 210) and Sunset Boulevard (Metro line 
2/302). The Metro Red Line provides rail service to Downtown Los Angeles, Koreatown, Hollywood, 
and North Hollywood; the Project Site is approximately 2,000 feet southwest of the Hollywood/Vine 
Station. Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) provides bus service via the DASH 
Hollywood and Beachwood Canyon lines at the corner of Sunset and Vine Street. 1

Project Site Information

The Project Site is approximately 20,207 square feet (or 0.464 acres).2 The Site information is listed in
Table 1-1, Project Site.

Table 1-1 
Project Site

Address APN Zone General Plan Land Use Size (sf)
1400, 1414 Cahuenga Boulevard 

6413 De Longpre Avenue
6,188.9

Regional Center 
Commercial

6407 De Longpre Avenue 7,080.05546-014-052 C4-2D
1403, 1405, 1408, 1413 Ivar Avenue 4,964.0

None 1,974.6
Source: Zone Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS): http://zimas.lacity.org, December 2016.

Zoning Information

The Project Site is zoned C4-2D (Commercial Zone, Height District 2), and the General Plan land use 
designation for the Project Site is Regional Center Commercial. Additional zoning information (ZI) 
includes: ZI-2452 Transit Priority Area in the city of Los Angeles; ZI-2433 Revised Hollywood

1 LADOT, DASH Hollywood: http://www.ladottransit.com/dash/routes/hollvwood/hollywood.php

2 20,207 square feet (prior to dedications) per Steinberg Architects, November 23, 2016.
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Injunction; ZI-2374 Los Angeles State Enterprise Zone; ZI-1352 Hollywood Redevelopment Project; ZI- 
2277 Hollywood Redevelopment Project.

Until recently, the Project Site was subject to the Hollywood Community Plan Update (HCP Update), 
which was adopted by the City Council on June 19, 2012 (and its associated zoning ordinance as 
Ordinance No. 182,173).3 On February 11, 2014, however, the Los Angeles County Superior Court issued 
a preemptory writ of mandate ordering that the City take the necessary steps to rescind, vacate, and set 
aside all actions certifying the EIR and approving the HCP Update and any and all actions that derive 
from the HCP Update. The court also enjoined the City from granting any authority, permits or 
entitlements that derive from the HCP Update or the certification of the EIR. On April 2, 2014, the City 
Council adopted a resolution to rescind the HCP Update and adopted Ordinance No. 182,960 to repeal the 
associated zoning ordinance all to comply with the court’s order.4 Therefore, the HCP Update and the 
associated zoning ordinance has been repealed, rescinded and invalidated. By operation of law, the 1988 
Community Plan (See City Council action CF 12-0303 S4) and the applicable provisions of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) guide the land use and zoning, respectively, on the Project Site.

Existing Uses

The Project Site currently contains a 2-story, approximately 10,659 square foot office building5 used for 
post-production office uses and surface parking. As is true for the Approved Project, all existing buildings 
and uses would be removed by the Modified Project, if approved.

Surrounding Uses

The Project Site is surrounded by the following uses (see Site Map in Appendix A):

• North: Surface parking lot and restaurant/lounge (zoned C4-2D) north of the alley.

• South: Auto body shop (zoned C4-2D) south of De Longpre Avenue.

• Southwest: Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) Station 27 (along Cole Avenue) and Los Angeles 
Police Department (LAPD) Hollywood Station (along Wilcox Avenue) (zoned PF-1XL).

• Southeast: Commercial uses and surface parking (zoned C4-2D-SN) south of De Longpre Avenue 
and east of Ivar Avenue.

3 Hollywood Community Plan Update: http://cityplanning.lacity.org/complan/pdf/HwdCpTxt.pdf

4 LA Clerk: http://cityclerk.lacity.org/lacityclerkconnect/index.cfm?fa=ccfi.viewrecord&cfnumber=12-0303-S4

5 ZIMAS assessor information for 1400 Cahuenga categorizing building Use Code as 1700- Office Building.
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• West: Office/production use (zoned C4-2D) west of Cahuenga Boulevard.

• East: 7-level parking structure and Cinerama Dome commercial center (zoned C4-2D-SN) east of Ivar 
Avenue.

The nearest uses are commercial and office uses. The nearest residential uses are located approximately 
530 feet west at 6520 De Longpre Avenue (at the southwest corner of De Longpre and Wilcox Avenue). 
Additional residential uses are located approximately 530 feet southwest at 1312 Cole Avenue (at the 
northeast corner of Fountain Avenue and Cole Avenue).

6Approved Project

The Approved Project includes a hotel with approximately 175 hotel rooms, a rooftop amenity deck with 
pool and seating areas, approximately 5,043 square feet of restaurant space, and 600 square feet of retail 
space in a 7-story above-grade building with 60,621 square feet of floor area, and two levels of 
subterranean parking. A comparison between the Approved Project and Modified Project is shown in
Table 1-2, Project Comparison.

7Modified Project

The Modified Project proposes to modify the Approved Project by increasing the number of hotel rooms 
by approximately 45 rooms, to a total of approximately 220 hotel rooms, reducing the amount of 
restaurant space to approximately 2,723 square feet8, and eliminating all retail space, in a 7-story + 1 
partial story above-grade building, with 74,552 square feet of floor area and three levels of subterranean 
parking. The hotel portion would include, as supporting supplemental uses, an approximately 178-square 
foot courtyard bar exclusively for the use of hotel guests and two rooftop bars, totaling 1,440 square feet, 
that would replace the more traditional lobby bar and as such would be accessible to both the public and 
hotel guests, but would not operate independently as a club or restaurant separate from the ground floor 
restaurant. The Modified Project would retain the Approved Project’s pool and seating areas on its 
rooftop deck.

9

The Project would include 476 seats (133 seats on Level 1 ground floor restaurant, 66 seats on Level 2 
courtyard bar that is a supplemental use to the hotel, and 277 seats on the rooftop deck for the pool, 
lounge, and bar uses that will be amenities for the guests of the hotel and open to the public). Even so, the

6 Approved June 2016, with MND-2015-3167-MND.

7 Steinberg Architects, January 19, 2017.

8 Level 1 Restaurant includes 1625 sf seating, 650sf kitchen & 448 sf restroom 2723 sf.

9 Level 7 includes 1,000 sf lounge/bar & 440 sf restroom 1440 sf.
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venues are not anticipated to be major destination locations and it is anticipated that the patrons will be 
primarily guests of the hotel.

Plans, elevations, and perspective for the Modified Project are shown in Appendix A to this Addendum.

Table 1-2
Project Comparison

Component Approved Project Modified Project Change

Hotel 175 rooms 220 rooms + 45 rooms

Restaurant* 5,043 sf 2,723 sf - 2,320 sf

Retail* 600 sf - 600 sf

Rooftop Bar* 1,440 sf + 1,440 sf0

60,621 sf (3:1) + 13,931 sf (0.69:1)FAR 74,552 (3.69:1)

Height 86’-6" (Top of Roof) 93’-9" (Max building projection) + 7.3 feet

Parking Provided 2 subterranean levels, 106 spaces 3 subterranean levels, 104 spaces +1 subterranean, - 2 space

Bike Parking Provided 13 short-term, 13 long-term 13 short-term, 31 long-term 0 short-term, 18 long-term
Approved: Rockwell Group Architects, August 26, 2015.
Modified: Steinberg Architects, June 8, 2017.
*Amenities for the guests of the hotel and open to the public. The Approved Project rooftop bar was an amenity for the guests 
of the hotel.
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Height, Floor Area, and Density

Height District 2 permits a building with unlimited height and stories. However, the “D” Limitation on 
the zoning, adopted by Ordinance No. 165,661, restricts the underlying Floor Area Ratio (FAR) to a 3.0:1 
in lieu of the otherwise permitted FAR of 6.0:1 in a Height District 2. The proposed height of the 
Modified Project is 93’-9". With the accompanying request for a Conditional Use Permit, the Modified 
Project proposes an FAR of approximately 3.69:1, rather than the by-right FAR of 3.0:1, allowing the 
building to be approximately 74,552 square feet in floor area.10 The allowable density is unlimited per 
LAMC Section 12.22.A.18.a and 12.12.C.4. The proposed density is approximately 220 hotel rooms. 
Therefore, the Modified Project proposes an increase of approximately 45 rooms, an increase of 7.3 feet

10 Note See LAMC Section 12.03.- square footage calculation The area in square feet confined within the 
exterior walls of a building, but not including the area of the following: exterior walls, stairways, shafts, rooms 
housing building operating equipment or machinery, parking areas with associated driveways and ramps, 
space dedicated to bicycle parking, space for the landing and storage of helicopters, and basement storage 
areas.
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in height, and an increase of 13,931 square feet of floor area, which increases the FAR by 0.69:1, as 
compared to the Approved Project.

Access

The Modified Project proposes one two-way driveway (one exit and one entry) on Ivar Avenue. Valet 
drop-off would be along De Longpre Avenue. Pedestrian access to the hotel lobby would be via De 
Longpre. Cahuenga and De Longpre would also provide pedestrian access to the restaurant spaces. 
Therefore, the Modified Project proposes no change related to access from the Approved Project.

Parking

Table 1-3, Vehicle Parking Required, reports the amount of required parking for the Modified Project 
according to land use type and quantity. As shown, the Modified Project is required to have 107 spaces, 
prior to a 10% bike parking reduction (11 removed), for a total of 96 required spaces. Even so, the 
Modified Project proposes 104 parking stalls on site to meet this requirement, which represents a 
reduction of only 2 parking space as compared to the Approved Project.

Table 1-3
Vehicle Parking Required

Use Amount Rate Total spaces
Hotel Parking

1st - 30 Guest rooms 1 space / room30 rooms 30
1 space / 2 rooms31 - 60 Guest Rooms 30 rooms 15
1 space / 3 rooms61 - 175 Guest Rooms 160 rooms 53

Subtotal Hotel 98
Commercial Parking

Restaurant and Bar 4,163 sf 2 space / 1,000 sf 9
Subtotal Commercial 9

Total 107
10% Bike Reduction (LAMC 12.21.A.4) (11)

Total 96
City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (Section 12.21.A4).
Enterprise Zones not in Downtown Parking District (DPD) (ZI 1643, ZI1644, ZI1645, ZI 1652, 
ZI1653) - commercial office, business, retail, restaurant, bar and related uses, trade schools, or 
research and development building need only provide 2 parking spaces for every 1000 sq. ft. of 
floor area. The Project Site is located in the Los Angeles State Enterprise Zone.
For calculating parking requirements, according to the Plans, commercial consists of the 
restaurant on level 1 (including kitchen and restroom) and the bar/lounge on the roof deck 
(including restroom).
Steinberg Architects, June 8, 2017.
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, July 2017.
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Bicycles

Municipal Code Section 12.21.A.16(a)(2) requires new projects to provide bicycle parking spaces. A 
hotel is required to provide one short-term bicycle space per 20 guest rooms and one long-term bicycle 
space per 20 guest rooms. Commercial uses (restaurant and retail) require one short term and one long
term bicycle space per 2,000 square feet of floor area. Short-term bicycle parking shall consist of bicycle 
racks that support the bicycle frame at two points. Long-term bicycle parking shall be secured from the 
general public and enclosed on all sides and protect bicycles from inclement weather. Bicycle parking 
would be provided pursuant to the LAMC.

As shown in Table 1-4, Bicycle Parking Required, the Modified Project will provide, at a minimum, 13 
short-term and 13 long-term bicycle spaces. However, by using a 10% bike reduction for vehicle parking, 
there is a need for a total of 44 bike spaces (11 cars x 4/stall). Thus, the required 13 long-term required 
spaces are increased by 18, to reach the required overall total of 44 spaces (13 short-term and 31 long
term). Thus, the Modified Project proposes an increase of 0 short-term and 13 long-term bike parking 
spaces as compared to the Approved Project.

Table 1-4
Bicycle Parking Required

Short
Term

Long
TermUse Amount Rate

Hotel 1 per 20 rooms (long term and short term)220 rooms 11 11
Restaurant and Bar 4,163 sf 1 per 2,000 sf (long-term and short-term) 2 2

Subtotal 13 13
LAMC Replacement Parking (11 cars @ 4 stalls/car = 44 total) 44

Total 13 31
City of Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.21.A.16(a)(2) 
Steinberg Architects, June 8, 2017.
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, July 2017.

Amenities

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's hotel would include standard guest amenities including 
a ground floor lobby and restaurant spaces, meeting rooms, fitness rooms, a bar/lounge, and a pool 
terrace. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would include an interior landscaped courtyard 
for the second floor that will be open to the sky for the remaining floors. The Modified Project proposes 
to add several landscaped lounge areas with seating and two bar areas with food and beverage service to 
the rooftop pool terrace, and to gate the pool and surrounding seating area exclusively for hotel guests, to 
create a “sky-deck”. The Modified Project would include a glass guardrail around the sky-deck that would 
act as a safety barrier and noise attenuator.

Landscaping
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The Project Site currently contains no landscaping or trees in its existing condition. Like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project proposes landscaping around the Site at the ground floor, and a central 
courtyard, and in addition on the rooftop sky-deck.

Green/Conservation Features

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would comply with the Los Angeles Green Building 
Code (LAGBC), which is based on the 2016 California Green Building Standards Code (CalGreen, 
effective January 1, 2017). 11

Construction Information

The estimated construction schedule for the Modified Project is shown in Table 1-5, Construction 
Schedule for the Modified Project. Operation of the Modified Project is estimated to begin in 2019. 
As is true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's demolition phase would remove the existing 
approximately 10,659 square foot building. The amount of soils exported would be approximately 33,000 
cubic yards.13 The Modified Project would be built with three subterranean levels of up to 40 feet in 
depth.14 Grading for the Modified Project may also include depth required foundation footings and soil 
compaction. The amounts exported and the overall construction schedule duration remain the same for the 
Modified Project as for the Approved Project. However, the schedule has been pushed forward to 
represent the Modified Project’s operation year of 2019, rather than the Approved Project's operation year 
of 2017 used in the MND.

12

Table 1-5
Construction Schedule for the Modified Project

Phase Duration Schedule
Demolition 1 month June 1, 2017 - July 1, 2017

Site Preparation 2 weeks July 2, 2017 - July 15, 2017
Grading 4 months July 16, 2017 - November 16, 2017

Construction 14 months November 17, 2017 - January 17, 2019
Architectural Coating 4 months October 17, 2018 - February 17, 2019

Construction schedule and timing are estimates only for technical modeling and length ofphase. 
Source: Client provided, September 2015. Updated in February 2017 to reflect Modified Project. 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, February 2017.

11 Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety: http://ladbs.org/LADBSWeb/green-bldg.jsf

12 Traffic Impact Study, Overland Traffic, January 2017.

13 Client provided, November 2015.

14 GeoConcepts, Inc, November 10, 2016.
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Haul Route

As is true for the Approved Project, a Haul Route program would be required for the Modified Project as 
part of the City’s permitting process. It is anticipated that the Modified Project's limited demolition and 
construction debris would be transported to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill in Sylmar. The haul route is 
approximately 25 miles and would generally include:

• Local streets (Cahuenga Boulevard) to US-101 freeway to CA-170 freeway to I-5 freeway to 
Sepulveda Blvd to San Fernando Road to Sunshine Canyon Landfill.

This route represents no change from the Approved Project.

Discretionary Actions

The City is the Lead Agency for the Modified Project. The Applicant is requesting approval of the 
following discretionary and ministerial actions from the City: 15

1) Site Plan Review, pursuant to LAMC Section 16.05 to permit the construction of a commercial 
project with more than 50,000 square feet of development and/or more than 50 guest rooms.

2) Zone Variance, pursuant to LAMC Section 12.27, to permit outdoor dining above the ground floor 
and on a rooftop in the C4 zone.

3) Conditional Use Permit, pursuant to LAMC Section 12.24 W.1 and LAMC Section 12.24 W.18(a), 
respectively, for the on-site sale and dispensing of alcoholic beverages and live entertainment 
incidental to a proposed 220-guestroom hotel and restaurant with an aggregate of 476 seats.

4) Conditional Use Permit, pursuant to 12.24-U, to allow for the Project Floor Area to exceed the 
currently permitted maximum Floor Area Ratio (“FAR”) of 3:1 (established by the D Limitation 
under Ordinance No. 165,661), up to a maximum Floor Area Ratio of 3.69:1, and to use the lot area 
as buildable area.

5) Any additional actions as may be deemed necessary or desirable, including but not limited to, 
demolition, grading, excavation, haul route, and building permits.

Pursuant to various sections of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, the applicant would request approvals 
and permits from the Building and Safety Department (and other municipal agencies) for project 
construction activities including, but not limited to the following: demolition, excavation, shoring, 
grading, foundation, haul route, building and tenant improvements. The MND, which this Addendum 
supplements, is intended to be the primary reference document in the formulation and implementation of

15 Master Land Use Permit Application, October 2016. Updated by applicant team in June 2017.
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the adopted mitigation monitoring program, and is also intended to cover all federal, State, regional 
and/or local government discretionary approvals that may be required, whether or not they are explicitly 
listed above. Agencies that may have jurisdiction over the Modified Project include, but are not limited
to:

• Regional Water Quality Control Board

• South Coast Air Quality Management District

Related Projects

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(h), this Addendum includes an evaluation of any 
potential cumulative impacts. An adequate discussion of a project’s significant cumulative impacts, in 
combination with other closely related projects, can be based on either: (1) a list of past, present, and 
probable future related impacts; or (2) a summary of projections contained in an adopted local, regional, 
statewide plan, or related planning document that describes conditions contributing to the cumulative 
effect. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)(1)(A)-(B).) The lead agency may also blend the “list” and 
“plan” approaches to analyze the severity of impacts and their likelihood of occurrence. Accordingly, all 
proposed, recently approved, under construction, or reasonably foreseeable projects that could produce a 
related or cumulative impact on the local environment, when considered in conjunction with the Modified 
Project, were identified for evaluation.

The cumulative impact analyses include other development projects located within the applicable study 
areas that are either under construction or brought to the attention of the City as planned for future 
development. For this analysis, the related project information was obtained from the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation and City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning16 and the City of 
West Hollywood. It should be noted that neither this Modified Project nor any actions taken by the City 
regarding this Modified Project, have a direct bearing on the other related projects. The locations of the 
related projects are shown in Figure 9 and described in Table 8 (of the Traffic Impact Study, prepared by 
Overland Traffic Consultants, March 2017, included in the appendices.

All of the related projects are located in Los Angeles, except for Nos. 4, 6, and 117, which are located in 
West Hollywood. The related projects include a variety of land uses, including approximately: 17

• 14,518 residential units (apartments, condominiums, student and faculty/staff housing, live/work)

• 133,812 square feet of health club

16 From LADOT Case Files and Planning Website, Updated January 2017.

17 Project Description Change, Overland Traffic Consultants, October 2, 2017.
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4,200,592 square feet of office (various types)

450 students facilities

1,518,229 square feet of retail

3,828 hotel rooms

381,939 square feet of restaurant

17,800 square feet of bar/lounge, special event and banquet space

24,900 square feet of storage, studio sound stage, and stage support space

The related projects closest to the Project Site are:

No. 43 - 1311 Cahuenga, a project with apartments and commercial uses.

No. 47 - 1341 Vine Street, a hotel and office project.

No. 110 - 6322 De Longpre, a project with office, apartment, retail and restaurant uses.

No. 120 - 1310 Cole, an apartment and office project

No. 43 is located approximately 550 feet south of the Project Site. No. 120 is located approximately 575 
feet south of the Project Site. These related projects are located farther away from the Project Site than 
several of the identified sensitive receptors used in the impact analyses (see Section 2.3 of the Addendum 
for the identified nearby existing residential sensitive receptors). No. 110 is the current Buzzfeed Studios 
campus that is identified as a sensitive receptor for noise analyses in this Addendum (see Section 2.12 of 
this Addendum for a discussion of noise-sensitive uses including distances to the Site). No. 47 is farther 
away and past Buzzfeed Studios.

The Modified Project's potential cumulative impacts are assessed in this Addendum. However, it should 
be noted that each of the related projects that is located nearest the Project Site and that requires 
discretionary actions would be subject to its own CEQA review (MND or EIR) to evaluate its potential 
impacts and would be required provide mitigation measures where appropriate. The other related projects 
located farther from the Project Site are separated from the Project Site by several intervening buildings 
and major roadways/freeway, and are at least 4 blocks away or more, which will ensure that any of the 
impacts of these other related projects would not combine with those of the Modified Project. Therefore, 
with mitigation measures, and the distance between the sites, the impacts of the Modified Project would 
not be cumulatively considerable and cumulative impacts would be less than significant.
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2. ADDENDUM ANALYSIS

AESTHETICS1.

The section is based in part on the following item, included as Appendix B of this Addendum:

Shade Study, Steinberg Architects, October 2015.B

This analysis is provided herein for informational purposes only, since Senate Bill No. 7431, effective as 
of January 1, 2014, amended CEQA in pertinent part to add Public Resources Code Section 21099 to 
provide that the aesthetics impacts of a proposed employment center project on an infill site within a 
transit priority area shall not be considered to create significant impacts under CEQA.2 The City has 
issued Zoning Information (ZI) No. 2452, confirming that SB 743 applies to a project’s aesthetic impacts, 
including its shade and shadow impacts.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project is an employment center project, which is defined as a 
project located on property zoned for commercial uses with a floor area ratio of no less than 0.75 and that 
is located within a transit priority area.3 The Project Site is an infill site, which is defined in pertinent part 
as a lot located within an urban area that has been previously developed.4 The Project Site is located 
within a transit priority area, which is defined in pertinent part as an area within one-half mile of an 
existing major transit stop.5 The Project Site is within 2,000 feet of Metro Red Line Hollywood/Vine 
Station (which is a major transit stop) as well as other Metro, LADOT bus lines.

The Modified Project incorporates the same Regulatory Compliance Measures (listed below) that are 
incorporated into the Approved Project. In addition, the Modified Project incorporates Project Design 
Features PDF-1-1 and PDF-1-2 (listed below), which require respectively that outdoor lighting be 
designed and installed with shielding so that the light cannot be seen from private or public right-of-way 
properties or from above, and that the exterior of the Modified Project's structure be constructed of 
materials that minimize glare and reflected heat, such as, but not limited to, high-performance and/or non- 
reflective tinted glass (no mirror-like tints or films) and pre-cast concrete or fabricated wall surfaces.

i SB 743: http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140SB743

2 California Public Resources Code Section 21099(a) and (d)(1)

3 California Public Resources Code Section 21099(a)(1)

4 California Public Resources Code Section 21099(a)(4)

5 California Public Resources Code Section 21099(a)(7)
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a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project's 7 story building would create a less than significant 
impact on a scenic vista. As the MND explained, the Project Site is located in a flat area in the middle of 
the Hollywood area of Los Angeles, in a mostly commercial corridor. The Project Site is not located 
along a designated scenic highway, corridor or parkway. The Project Site is currently developed with a 
building and surface parking lot, so there are no tall or topographic features on the Project Site. Due to the 
existing environment, there are limited obstructed views of the Santa Monica Mountains to the north, and 
unremarkable views to the east, south and west. At the street level, views are mainly constrained by 
adjacent structures, leaving the streets as the only available view corridors. Further, CEQA is only 
concerned with protecting views broadly accessible to the public; the obstruction of private views 
available only to a few individuals was generally not considered to be a significant impact under CEQA, 
even prior to the passage of SB 743 and the adoption of Public Resources Code Section 21099 rendering 
aesthetic impacts of a proposed employment center project on an infill site within a transit priority area 
less than significant. 6

The Modified Project proposes a similarly sized building, with a minor height increase of 7.3 feet. This 
7.3-foot height increase proposed by the Modified Project as compared to the Approved Project would 
not create a significant effect on a scenic vista, even without the legal effect of SB 743 and Public 
Resources Code Section 21099, for the same reasons that the Approved Project would not create a 
significant effect; there are only constrained views from the Project Site and the only available view 
corridors in the area are provided by the streets. As such, the changes to the Approved Project proposed 
by the Modified Project would not create a significant impact on scenic vistas, and the Modified Project’s 
impacts would be less than significant, the same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified 
Project's impacts on scenic vistas are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially 
greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 
Project.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a scenic highway?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

See Ocean View Estates Homeowners Assn., Inc. v. Montecito Water Dist. (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th 396,(that a 
project affects "only a few private views" suggests that its impact is less than significant); Mira Mar Mobile 
Community v. City of Oceanside (2004) 119 Cal.App.4th 477, 492 (distinguishing public and private views: 
"[u]nder CEQA, the question is whether the project will affect the environment of persons in general, not 
whether the project will affect particular persons ").

6
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Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not substantially damage scenic resources. As the 
MND explained, the Project Site is developed, and there are no identified natural scenic resources or 
historic buildings located on site. Nor are there any other scenic resources such as major open spaces, 
aesthetically significant man-made features, or street trees or ornamental plants.

The Modified Project proposes a similarly sized building at the same Project Site at the Approved Project. 
Because it would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project, the Modified Project as 
compared to the Approved Project would not substantially damage scenic resources, even without the 
legal effect of SB 743 and Public Resources Code Section 21099, for the same reasons that the Approved 
Project would not create a significant effect; there are no such resources currently on site. As such, the 
changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project would not substantially damage scenic 
resources, and the Modified Project’s impacts would be less than significant, the same as for the 
Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the MND, and 
no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality o the Project Site and its surroundings. As the MND explained, the Approved 
Project's building design, materials and uses would be compatible with the surrounding mainly 
commercial area of Hollywood, and the landscaping surrounding the Project Site at the ground level, in a 
central courtyard, and on the rooftop pool area would enhance the visual character of both the Project Site 
and its surroundings.

The Modified Project proposes a similarly sized building, with a minor floor area increase of 13,931 feet 
and a minor 7.3-foot increase in height to allow for additional hotel rooms and accommodate expanded 
rooftop uses including not only the pool area, but also lounge areas and two bar areas. The restaurant 
space has been reduced from 5,043 square feet to 2,723 square feet and the retail space has been 
completely removed. Although there have been these minor changes in uses within the Modified Project's 
building, the uses within its building remain compatible with the surrounding commercial area of 
Hollywood, as does its building design and materials (see Appendix A, Plans, of this Addendum). The 
landscaping plan for the Modified Project remains the same as for the Approved Project; the Modified 
Project would be landscaped according to LAMC Section 12.40 and 12.41, with landscaping around the 
Project Site at the ground floor, in a central courtyard, and on the rooftop. As such, no substantial impacts 
would be created by the changes proposed by the Modified Project as compared to the Approved Project
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relative to the visual character of the building and its effect on the visual quality of the Project Site and its 
surroundings, and the Modified Project's impacts would be less than significant, the same as for the 
Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the MND, and 
no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

Other visual and aesthetic considerations

As was true for the Approved Project, while the Project Site is under construction, construction walls and 
barriers would be erected, which have the potential to attract unauthorized bills and postings. Therefore, 
like the Approved Project, the Modified Project shall comply with the following provisions of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC):

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-1-1 Vandalism

The project shall comply with all applicable building code requirements, including the 
following:

• Every building, structure, or portion thereof, shall be maintained in a safe and 
sanitary condition and good repair, and free from, debris, rubbish, garbage, trash, 
overgrown vegetation or other similar material, pursuant to LAMC Section 91.8104.

• The exterior of all buildings and fences shall be free from graffiti when such graffiti 
is visible from a street or alley, pursuant to LAMC Section 91.8104.15.

RCM-1-2 Signage on Construction Barriers

The project shall comply with the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 91.6205, 
including but not limited to the following provisions:

• The applicant shall affix or paint a plainly visible sign, on publically accessible 
portions of the construction barriers, with the following language: “POST NO 
BILLS”.

• Such language shall appear at intervals of no less than 25 feet along the length of the 
publically accessible portions of the barrier.

• The applicant shall be responsible for maintaining the visibility of the required 
signage and for maintaining the construction barrier free and clear of any 
unauthorized signs within 48 hours of occurrence.

RCM-1-3 Aesthetics (Landscape Plan)

Godfrey Hotel Project
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All landscaped areas shall be maintained in accordance with a landscape plan, including 
an automatic irrigation plan, prepared by a licensed landscape architect in accordance 
with LAMC Sections 12.40 and 12.41. The final landscape plan shall be reviewed and 
approved by the City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning during the building 
permit process.

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Light

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant light impact, even 
without the legal effect of SB 743 and Public Resources Code Section 21099. As the MND explained, the 
Approved Project would be developed on an infill lot, would include architectural features and facades 
with a low level of reflectivity, and would incorporate Project Design Feature PDF-1-1, requiring that 
all outdoor lighting be shielded.

The Modified Project proposes a similarly sized building on the same Project Site as the Approved 
Project, with a minor height increase of 7.3 feet. It also includes architectural features and facades with a 
low level of reflectivity, and would incorporate Project Design Feature PDF-1-1, requiring that all 
outdoor lighting be shielded, to ensure that its light impacts would be less than significant. As such, no 
substantial impacts would be created by the changes proposed by the Modified Project as compared to the 
Approved Project relative to light, and the Modified Project's impacts would be less than significant, the 
same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's light impacts are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Glare

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact. As the MND 
explained, although the Approved Project would increase window and building surfaces as compared to 
the existing developed at the Project Site, the Approved Project incorporates Project Design Feature 
PDF-1-2, requiring the use of high-performance and/or non-reflective tinted glass and pre-cast concrete 
or fabricated wall surfaces to minimize glare and reflected heat. Moreover, with the operation of SB 743 
and Public Resources Code Section 21099, the Modified Project's glare impacts cannot be considered to 
be significant.

The Modified Project proposes a similarly sized building as the Approved Project, with a minor height 
increase of 7.3 feet and also incorporates Project Design Feature PDF-1-2, requiring the use of non-
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reflective tinted glass or high performance glass and building materials that minimize glare and heat. As 
such, no substantial impacts would be created by the changes proposed by the Modified Project as 
compared to the Approved Project relative to glare, and the Modified Project's impacts would be less than 
significant, the same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's glare impacts are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Shade/Shadow

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant shade/shadow impact. 
As the shade/shadow technical study for the Approved Project demonstrated, the Approved Project's 
building would cast summer shadows primarily along Cahuenga Boulevard, the alley to the north and Ivar 
Avenue, as well as against the parking structure to the east, and would cast winter shadows along 
Cahuenga Boulevard and parking lots to the northwest, the alley and parking lot to the north, and Ivar 
Avenue and the parking structure to the northeast. However, as the MND explained, none of these uses is 
shadow sensitive, and there are no shadow sensitive uses within 261 feet of the Project Site to the north, 
northeast, or northwest. As the MND further explained, the context of the area is highly urban and 
commercial, with less of an expectation of uninterrupted sun than a recreational or residential area, and 
the zoning allows for unlimited height, which supports multi-story buildings.

The Modified Project proposes a similarly sized building on the same Project Site as the Approved 
Project, with a minor height increase of 7.3 feet. The Shade/Shadow technical report prepared for the 
Modified Project demonstrates that the Modified Project would have the same less than significant 
impacts as would the Approved Project. (See Appendix B of this Addendum,) As such, no substantial 
impacts would be created by the changes proposed by the Modified Project as compared to the Approved 
Project relative to shade/shadow, and the Modified Project's impacts would be less than significant, the 
same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's shade/shadow impacts are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Project Design Features

Aesthetics (Light)PDF-1-1

Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding, such that the light source 
cannot be seen from adjacent residential properties, the public right-of-way, nor from 
above.

Aesthetics (Glare)PDF-1-2

The exterior of the proposed structure shall be constructed of materials to minimize glare 
and reflected heat, such as, but not limited to, high-performance and/or non-reflective
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tinted glass (no mirror-like tints or films) and pre-cast concrete or fabricated wall 
surfaces.
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AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES2.

a) Would the project convert prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide 
importance (farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the farmland mapping 
and monitoring program of the California resources agency, to non-agricultural use?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no impact on farmland, due to its urban 
location. As the MND explains, the Project Site is designated as Urban and Built-up Land, and is not 
included in the Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance category. The 
Project Site is zoned C4-2D (Commercial Zone, Height District 2, Development Limitation), and the 
General Plan land use designation is Regional Center Commercial.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have no impact on the conversion of farmland to non- 
agricultural uses. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts farmland conversion are adequately addressed 
in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
Contract?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use or a Williamson Act Contract. As the MND explained, the Project Site is not zoned for agricultural 
use, is not subject to a Williamson Act Contract and is located in an urban area in the middle of 
Hollywood, and the Approved Project would not convert land used for agriculture to a non-agricultural 
use.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not conflict with existing zoning for agriculture or a 
Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
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Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code section 51104(g))?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned for Timberland Production. As the MND 
explained, neither the Project Site nor any of the surrounding areas is zoned for forest land or timberland.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning 
of, forest land or timberland. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not result in the loss of forest land or the 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. As the MND explained, the Project Site does not contain 
forest land, and is completely surrounded by urban uses.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not result in the loss of forest land or the conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their 
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not create other changes in the existing 
environment, which due to their location or nature, could result in the conversion of Farmland to non-
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agricultural use, or the conversion of forest land to non-forest use. As the MND explained, the Project 
Site currently developed and is located in a highly urbanized area of Hollywood, and is surrounded 
mainly by commercial uses. There are no Farmlands or forest lands in the area that could be affected by 
development of the Approved Project.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not involve other changes in the existing environment, 
which due to their location or nature, could result in the conversion of Farmland to a non-agricultural use, 
or the conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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AIR QUALITY3.

The section is based in part on the following item, included as Appendix C of this Addendum:

C Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Emissions Appendices, DKA Planning, October 2017.

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality 
plan?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Existing Setting

Emissions

The Project Site currently includes an existing 10,659 square foot office building with surface parking. As 
shown in Table 2.3-1, the majority of the Project Site's existing emissions are generated by mobile 
sources that access the commercial uses at the Project Site. The emissions from the existing development 
at the Project Site are unchanged as between the Approved Project and the Modified Project.

Table 2.3-1
Estimated Existing Daily Operations Emissions - Unmitigated

Pounds per Day

Emission Source VOC NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

Area Sources <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1

Energy Sources <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1

Mobile Sources <1 1 4 <1 1 <1

Total Operations 1 1 5 <1 1 <1

Source: DKA Planning 2015 based on CalEEMod 2013.2.2 model runs.

Sensitive Receptors

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality than others, depending on the 
population groups and the activities involved. The California Air Resources Board (CARB) has identified 
the following typical groups who are most likely to be affected by air pollution: children under 14; the 
elderly over 65 years of age; athletes; and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. 
According to the SCAQMD, sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare 
centers, athletic facilities, long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and 
retirement homes. There are two existing or reasonably foreseeable sensitive receptors near the Project
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Site, which are the same air quality-sensitive receptors that were near the Approved Project analyzed in 
the MND, including:

• Multi-family residences at 6520 De Longpre Avenue (southwest corner of De Longpre and Wilcox); 
approximately 530 feet west of the Site.

• Multi-family residences at 1312 Cole Avenue (northeast corner of Fountain and Cole); approximately 
530 feet southwest of the Site.

Project Consistency with Air Quality Plans

SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan. As was true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
will neither conflict with the SCAQMD’s operative Air Quality Management Plan nor jeopardize the 
region’s attainment of air quality standards. The SCAQMD has recently adopted its 2016 Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP). As is true of each of the SCAQMD's Air Quality Management Plans, the 
AQMP focuses on achieving clean air standards while accommodating population growth forecasts by the 
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specifically, the AQMP incorporates SCAG’s 
growth forecasts from its 2016 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(SCS), which in turn are largely built off local growth forecasts from local governments like the City of 
Los Angeles. The 2016 RTP/SCS accommodates 4,609,400 persons; 1,690,300 households; and 
2,169,100 jobs by 2040. 7

The Project Site is located in Los Angeles' Hollywood Community Plan area. The Hollywood Community 
Plan implements the land use standards of the General Plan Framework at the local level. Like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would demolish 10,659 square feet of commercial office space. 
The Modified Project would develop approximately 220 hotel rooms and 2,723 square feet of restaurant 
space, as compared to the Approved Project's approximately 175 hotel rooms and 5,643 square feet of 
associated commercial space, in the city of Los Angeles. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would not add residents to the Community Plan area. As is true for the Approved Project, the Project Site 
is classified as “Commercial” in the Community Plan, a zoning classification that allows the uses 
proposed by the Modified Project, which are the same (hotel and commercial) as those of the Approved 
Project. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be consistent with the City’s projected 
growth capacity for the Hollywood Community Plan area, which accommodated a projected population of 
224,602 persons, housing base of 113,729 units, and 119,013 jobs by 2030.8 As such, as is true for the 
Approved Project, the RTP/SCS’ assumptions about growth in Los Angeles would accommodate 
employment growth on this site. Therefore, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project does not

7 http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016RTPSCS.aspx

8 Hollywood
http://citvplanning.lacitv.org/cpu/hollvwood/text/HwdCommunitvPlan.pdf .
City of Angeles, Community Plan,Los
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conflict with the growth assumptions in the regional air plan and this impact is considered less than 
significant.

City of Los Angeles General Plan Air Quality Element. The City’s General Plan Air Quality Element 
includes 30 policies that identify specific strategies for advancing the City’s clean air goals. As reported 
in Table 2.3-2, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be consistent with the applicable 
policies in the General Plan. As such, the Modified Project’s impact on the City’s General Plan would be 
considered less than significant, the same as the Approved Project.

In summary, as is true for the Approved Project, the air quality impacts of the non-residential 
development proposed by the Modified Project on the Project Site would be accommodated in the 
region’s emissions inventory for the 2016 RTP/SCS and 2016 AQMP. As shown below, as compared to 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would result in negligible changes to the emissions inventory 
for the South Coast Air Basin and would not impact the control measures identified in the 2016 AQMP, 
adopted on March 3, 2017. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not inhibit the 
region’s attempts to meet the NAAQS for the 8-hour ozone standard by 2032, the annual PM2.5 standard 
by 2021-2025, the 1-hour ozone standard by 2023, and the 24-hour PM2.5 standard by 2019.

Like the Approved Project, therefore, the Modified Project would not be expected to conflict with or 
obstruct implementation of the AQMP, and any impact on the AQMP would be considered less than 
significant. Similarly, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be consistent with the City’s 
General Plan Air Quality Element’s policies. Therefore, the Modified Project's consistency with 
applicable air quality plans are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater 
impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Table 2.3-2
Project Consistency With City Of Los Angeles General Plan Air Quality Element

Strategy Project Consistency

Policy 1.3.1. Minimize particulate emissions from 
construction sites.

Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would minimize particulate emissions during construction 
through best practices required by SCAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive 
Dust) ._______________________________________________

Policy 1.3.2. Minimize particulate emissions from 
unpaved roads and parking lots associated with 
vehicular traffic.

Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would minimize particulate emissions from unpaved facilities 
through best practices required by SCAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive 
Dust)._______________________________________________

Policy 2.1.1. Utilize compressed work weeks and 
flextime, telecommuting, carpooling, vanpooling, 
public transit, and improve walking/bicycling 
related facilities in order to reduce vehicle trips 
and/or VMT as an employer and encourage the 
private sector to do the same to reduce work trips 
and traffic congestion.

Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be located in an urban area with significant infrastructure 
to facilities providing alternative transportation modes, including 
proximity to bus routes operating by the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (i.e., Routes 2, 302, 210, 
DASH Hollywood) and the Metro Red Line stations at 
Hollywood and Highland and at Hollywood and Vine about 0.5
miles away.___________________________________________
Consistent. As was true for the Approved Project, where 
appropriate, the property management company could encourage

Policy 2.1.2. Facilitate and encourage the use of 
telecommunications (i.e., telecommuting) in both

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-13



City of Los Angeles

Table 2.3-2
Project Consistency With City Of Los Angeles General Plan Air Quality Element

Strategy Project Consistency

the public and private sectors, in order to reduce 
work trips.

future tenants to promote telecommuting . Like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project provide for WiFi availability for
guests that would encourage telecommuting.______________
Not Applicable. As was true for the Approved Project, where 
appropriate, the property management company could encourage 
future tenants to promote rideshare programs and subsidies. Like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would provide for 
WiFi availability for guests that would encourage
telecommuting._______________________________________
Not Applicable. Like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would include uses whose employers could implement 
parking management programs.

Policy 2.2.1. Discourage single-occupant vehicle 
use through a variety of measures such as market 
incentive strategies, mode-shift incentives, trip 
reduction plans and ridesharing subsidies.

Policy 2.2.2. Encourage multi-occupant vehicle 
travel and discourage single-occupant vehicle 
travel by instituting parking management 
practices._________________________________
Policy 2.2.3. Minimize the use of single-occupant 
vehicles associated with special events or in areas 
and times of high levels of pedestrian activities.

Not Applicable. Like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not include special events that would require
traffic management.____________________________________
Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would minimize traffic impacts below significance thresholds. 
Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project is 
being entitled through the City of Los Angeles, which 
coordinates with SCAG, Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority, and other regional agencies on the 
coordination of land use, air quality, and transportation policies. 
Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be entitled and environmentally cleared at the local level.

Policy 3.2.1. Manage traffic congestion during 
peak hours.________________________________
Policy 4.1.1. Coordinate with all appropriate 
regional agencies on the implementation of 
strategies for the integration of land use, 
transportation, and air quality policies.

Policy 4.1.2. Ensure that project level review and 
approval of land use development remains at the 
local level.

Revise the City’s General Not Applicable. This policy calls for City updates to its General 
Plan.

Policy
Plan/Community Plans to achieve a more compact, 
efficient urban form and to promote more transit- 
oriented development and mixed-use development.

4.2.1.

Policy 4.2.2. Improve accessibility for the City’s 
residents to places of employment, shopping 
centers and other establishments.

Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be infill development that would provide residents with
proximate access to jobs, shopping, and other uses.____________
Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be located in an urban area with significant infrastructure 
to facilities providing alternative transportation modes, including 
proximity to bus routes operating by the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (i.e., Routes 2, 302, 210, 
DASH Hollywood) and the Metro Red Line stations at 
Hollywood and Highland and at Hollywood and Vine about 0.5 
miles away. Ample bicycle facilities would be located on-site
to encourage active transportation.______________________
Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s 
air quality impacts will be analyzed and minimized through the
environmental review process.____________________________
Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be located in an urban area with significant infrastructure 
to facilities providing alternative transportation modes, including 
proximity to bus routes operating by the Los Angeles County

Policy 4.2.3. Ensure that new development is 
compatible with pedestrians, bicycles, transit, and 
alternative fuel vehicles.

Policy 4.2.4. Require that air quality impacts be a 
consideration in the review and approval of all 
discretionary projects._______________________
Policy 4.2.5. Emphasize trip reduction, alternative 
transit and congestion management measures for 
discretionary projects.
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Table 2.3-2
Project Consistency With City Of Los Angeles General Plan Air Quality Element

Strategy Project Consistency

Metropolitan Transportation Authority (i.e., Routes 2, 302, 210, 
DASH Hollywood) and the Metro Red Line stations at 
Hollywood and Highland and at Hollywood and Vine about 0.5
miles away.___________________________________________
Not Applicable. This policy calls for City updates to its General 
Plan.

Revise the City’s GeneralPolicy
Plan/Community Plans to ensure that new or 
relocated sensitive receptors are located to 
minimize significant health risks posed by air 
pollution sources.___________________________

4.3.1.

Revise the City’s General Not Applicable. This policy calls for City updates to its General 
Plan.

Policy
Plan/Community Plans to ensure that new or 
relocated major air pollution sources are located to 
minimize significant health risks to sensitive

4.3.2.

receptors.
Policy 5.1.1. Make improvements in Harbor and 
airport operations and facilities in order to reduce

Not Applicable. This policy calls for cleaner operations of the 
City’s water port and airport facilities.

air emissions.
Policy 5.1.2. Effect a reduction in energy 
consumption and shift to non-polluting sources of 
energy in its buildings and operations.___________

Not Applicable. This policy calls for cleaner operations of the 
City’s buildings and operations.

Policy 5.1.3. Have the Department of Water and 
Power make improvements at its in-basin power 
plants in order to reduce air emissions.__________

Not Applicable. This policy calls for cleaner operations of the 
City’s Water and Power energy plants.

Policy 5.1.4. Reduce energy consumption and 
associated air emissions by encouraging waste 
reduction and recycling.______________________

Not Applicable. This policy calls for City facilities to reduce 
solid waste and energy consumption.

Policy 5.2.1. Reduce emissions from its own 
vehicles by continuing scheduled maintenance, 
inspection and vehicle replacement programs; by 
adhering to the State of California’s emissions 
testing and monitoring programs; by using 
alternative fuel vehicles wherever feasible, in 
accordance with regulatory agencies and City 
Council policies.___________________________

Not Applicable. This policy calls for the City to gradually 
reduce the fleet emissions inventory from its vehicles through 
use of alternative fuels, improved maintenance practices, and 
related operational improvements.

Policy 5.3.1. Support the development and use of 
equipment powered by electric or low-emitting 
fuels.

Consistent. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be designed to meet the applicable requirements of the 
State’s Green Building Standards Code and the City of Los 
Angeles’ Green Building Code.___________________________

Policy 6.1.1. Raise awareness through public- 
information and education programs of the actions 
that individuals can take to reduce air emissions.

Not Applicable. This policy calls for the City to promote clean 
air awareness through its public awareness programs.

Source: CAJA Environmental Services, 2017.

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing 
or projected air quality violation?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.
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Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Project Impacts

The Modified Project incorporates the same Regulatory Compliance Measures (listed below) that are 
incorporated into the Approved Project. In addition, the Modified Project incorporates Project Design 
Feature PDF-3-1 (listed below), which requires the installation of temporary construction fencing around 
the periphery of the Project Site, to reduce dust and other emissions from the Project Site.

The analyses of the Modified Project's emissions using the recently released 2016 version of the 
CalEEMod model with its updated emission factors9 disclose that the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project would cause some criteria pollutant emissions to increase, and others to 
decrease. However, these varying effects are not solely caused by the changes proposed by the Modified 
Project; rather, several other factors also contribute to these variances, including: 1) the Approved Project 
was analyzed under a previous version of the CalEEMod air quality model, using older EMFAC emission 
factors; 2) if the Modified Project is approved and developed, rather than the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project's construction and the commencement of its operations activities would occur later, 
which would allow the use of lower-emission equipment and vehicles as fleets continue to get cleaner, 
and 3) the Modified Project's mix of land uses as compared to those of the Approved Project results in a 
different profile of vehicle travel, which in turn influences its air pollutant emissions. As such, the 
emissions generated by the Modified Project as calculated under the current version of the CalEEMod 
model cannot be compared directly to the air emissions generated by the Approved Project as calculated 
under the prior version of the CalEEMod model. However, as shown below, despite which version of the 
CalEEMod air quality model was in effect and used for the calculations, the projected air emissions of 
both the Approved Project and the Modified Project would result in less-than-significant air quality 
impacts.

For informational purposes only, the Modified Project's emissions were also modeled using the same 
prior version of the CalEEMod model as was used to model the Approved Project's emissions.

Construction Phase

As shown in Table 2.3-3, Comparison of Regional Construction Emissions, as compared to the 
Approved Project, and as estimated using the current version of the CalEEMod model, regional emissions 
from construction of the Modified Project would result in negligible increases in NOx, CO, SOX, and 
PM10, and minor decreases in ROG and PM2.5. As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's 
construction emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD’s thresholds of significance for regional

9 An emissions factor is a representative value that attempts to relate the quantity of a pollutant released to the 
atmosphere with an activity associated with the release of that pollutant. https://www. epa. gov/air-emissions- 

factors-and-quantification/basic-information-air-emissions-factors-and-quantification
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pollutants. As a result, the Modified Project's construction impacts on regional air quality would be less 
than significant, which are the same as the Approved Project's impacts.

Table 2.3-3
Comparison of Regional Construction Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Pounds Per Day)
Year ROG NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

Approved Project

Maximum Regional Total 16 24 20 <1 2 1

75 100 550 150 150 55Threshold

Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2016.3.1)
2017 1.9 29.5 12.5 0.1 2.8 1.5
2018 10.6 24.3 21.4 0.0 2.3 1.5
2019 9.4 13.9 12.6 0.0 1.5 0.9

Maximum Regional Total 10.6 29.5 21.4 0.1 2.8 1.5
Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Change from Approved Project -5.4 5.5 1.4 0.0 0.8 -0.5

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2013.2.2)
2017 1.9 22.3 16.4 0.1 2.9 0.5
2018 14.2 23.4 22.6 0.0 2.3 1.6
2019 13.1 13.1 13.9 0.0 1.5 0.9

Maximum Regional Total 14.2 23.4 22.6 0.1 2.9 1.6

Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55

Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Change from Approved Project -1.8 -0.6 2.6 0.0 0.9 0.6

These figures are rounded to the nearest integer.
Approved Project: DKA Planning, 2015, from Approved MND.
Modified: DKA Planning, 2017 based on CalEEMod 2016.3.1 and 2013.2.2 model runs. Data in Appendix to this 
Addendum.
LST analyses based on 1 acre site with 25 meter distances to receptors in Central LA source receptor area.

As shown in Table 2.3-4, Comparison of Localized Construction Emissions, as compared to the 
Approved Project, and as estimated using the current version of the CalEEMod model, localized 
emissions from construction of the Modified Project would result in negligible increases in NOx, CO and 
PM10, a minor decrease in ROG, and no increases in SOX and PM2.5. As such, like the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project's localized construction emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD’s localized
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significance thresholds. Even so, the Modified Project incorporates Project Design Feature PDF-3-1, to 
reduce dust and other emissions from the Project Site.

As the above analyses show, the Modified Project's construction air quality impacts would be less than 
significant, the same as the MND concluded that the Approved Project's impacts would be. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's air quality impacts during construction are adequately addressed in the MND, and no 
new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

Table 2.3-4
Comparison of Localized Construction Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Pounds Per Day)
ROG NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

Approved Project

Maximum Localized Total 16 14 9 <1 1 1

74 680 5 3Threshold

Significant Impact? N/A N/ANo No No No

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2016.3.1)

Maximum Localized Total 10 20 15 <1 2 1
Threshold 74 680 5 3

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Change from Approved Project -6 6 6 0.0 1 0.0

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2013.2.2)

Maximum Localized Total 14 22 22 <1 2 1

Threshold 74 680 5 3

Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Change from Approved Project -2 8 13 0.0 1 0.0

These figures are rounded to the nearest integer.
Approved Project: DKA Planning, 2015, from Approved MND.
Modified: DKA Planning, 2017 based on CalEEMod 2016.3.1 and 2013.2.2 model runs. Data in Appendix to this 
Addendum.
LST analyses based on 1 acre site with 25 meter distances to receptors in Central LA source receptor area.

Project Design Feature

Temporary construction fencing shall be installed around the periphery of the Site, which 
reduces dust and other emissions from the Project Site.

PDF-3-1

Regulatory compliance measures are those that will be imposed by the SCAQMD. Specifically, the 
measures address fugitive dust emissions of PM10 and PM2.5 that would be regulated by SCAQMD Rule
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403, which calls for Best Available Control Measures (BACM) that include watering portions of the site 
that are disturbed during grading activities and minimizing tracking of dirt onto local streets. The 
regulatory compliance measures call for use of lower-VOC coatings, paints, and solvents that are 
mandated by the SCAQMD. The regulations apply to the Approved and Modified Projects.

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-3-1 Demolition, Grading and Construction Activities

The project shall comply with all applicable standards of the Southern California Air 
Quality Management District, including the following provisions of District Rule 403:

All unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be wetted at least twice daily 
during excavation and construction, and temporary dust covers shall be used to 
reduce dust emissions and meet SCAQMD District Rule 403. Wetting could reduce 
fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent.

The construction area shall be kept sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by 
grading and hauling, and at all times provide reasonable control of dust caused by 
wind.

All clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during 
periods of high winds (i.e., greater than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts 
of dust.

All dirt/soil loads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means 
to prevent spillage and dust.

All dirt/soil materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or 
securely covered to prevent excessive amount of dust.

General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to 
minimize exhaust emissions.

Trucks having no current hauling activity shall not idle but be turned off.

RCM-3-2 California Code of Regulations Measures

• In accordance with Sections 2485 in Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations, 
the idling of all diesel-fueled commercial vehicles (weighing over 10,000 pounds) 
during construction shall be limited to five minutes at any location.
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• In accordance with Section 93115 in Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations, 
operation of any stationary, diesel-fueled, compression-ignition engines shall meet 
specified fuel and fuel additive requirements and emission standards.

RCM-3-3 SCAQMD Measure

• The Project shall comply with South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 
1113 limiting the volatile organic compound content of architectural coatings.

Operational Phase

The Modified Project would generate a net increase of 1,875 daily vehicle trips, which is 127 more trips 
than the net increase of 1,748 daily vehicle trips that the Approved Project will generate.

As shown in Table 2.3-5, Comparison of Regional Operations Emissions, as compared to the 
Approved Project, and as estimated using the current version of the CalEEMod model, regional emissions 
from operation of the Modified Project would result in negligible increases in NOx, SOX, and PM10, and 
minor decreases in ROG, CO, and PM2.5. As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's net 
operational emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD’s thresholds of significance for regional criteria 
pollutants. Therefore, the Modified Project’s operational impacts on regional air quality would be less 
than significant, the same as the MND concluded that the Approved Project's impacts would be.

Table 2.3-5
Comparison of Regional Operations Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Pounds Per Day)
Category ROG NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

Approved Project

Area 2 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1

Energy <1 1 1 <1 <1 <1

Mobile 5 13 53 <1 9 3

Total 7 13 54 <1 9 3

Existing -1 -1 -5 -<1 -<1 -<1

Maximum Regional Total 6 12 49 <1 9 3

55 55 550 150 150 55Threshold

Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2016.3.1)
Area 1.9 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1

Energy <1 1 1 <1 <1 <1
Mobile 4 16 45 <1 10 3

Total 6 17 45 <1 10 3
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Table 2.3-5
Comparison of Regional Operations Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Pounds Per Day)
Category ROG NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

Existing -1 -1 -5 -<1 -<1 -<1

Maximum Regional Total 5 16 30 <1 10 3
Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Change from Approved Project -1 4 -4 0 1 0

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2013.2.2)
Area 3 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1

Energy <1 1 1 <1 <1 <1
Mobile 4 16 45 <1 10 3

Total 7 17 45 <1 10 3

Existing -1 -1 -5 -<1 -<1 -<1

Maximum Regional Total 6 16 40 <1 10 3
Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Change from Approved Project 0 4 -4 0 1 0

These figures are rounded to the nearest integer.
The same existing emissions would be netted out for the Approved and Modified Project.
Approved Project: DKA Planning, 2015, from Approved MND.
Modified: DKA Planning, 2017 based on CalEEMod 2016.3.1 and 2013.2.2 model runs. Data in Appendix to this 
Addendum.
LST analyses based on 1 acre site with 25 meter distances to receptors in Central LA source receptor area.

As shown in Table 2.3-6, Comparison of Localized Operations Emissions, as compared to the 
Approved Project, and as estimated using the current version of the CalEEMod model, the Modified 
Project would not result in any measurable change in localized emissions. As a result, the Modified 
Project’s operational impacts on localized air quality would be less than significant, the same as the MND 
concluded that the Approved Project's impacts would be.

Table 2.3-6
Comparison of Localized Operations Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Pounds Per Day)
Category ROG NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

Approved Project

Maximum Localized Total 2 1 1 <1 <1 <1
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Table 2.3-6
Comparison of Localized Operations Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions (Pounds Per Day)
Category ROG NO CO SO PM PMX X 10 2.5

74 680 2 1Threshold

Significant Impact? N/A N/ANo No No No

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2016.3.1)

Maximum Localized Total 2 1 1 <1 <1 <1
Threshold 74 680 2 1

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Change from Approved Project 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2013.2.2)

Maximum Localized Total 2 1 1 <1 <1 <1
Threshold 74 680 2 1

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Change from Approved Project 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

These figures are rounded to the nearest integer.
Approved Project: DKA Planning, 2015, from Approved MND.
Modified: DKA Planning, 2017 based on CalEEMod 2016.3.1 and 2013.2.2 model runs. Data in Appendix to this 
Addendum.
LST analyses based on 1 acre site with 25 meter distances to receptors in Central LA source receptor area.

As the above analyses show, the Modified Project's operational air quality impacts would be less than 
significant, the same as the MND concluded that the Approved Project's impacts would be. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's air quality impacts during long-term operations are adequately addressed in the MND, 
and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria 
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions, which exceed 
quantitative threshold for ozone precursors)?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

When considering local impacts, cumulative construction emissions are considered when projects are 
within close proximity of each other that could result in greater impacts on local sensitive receptors.
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There are 136 proposed developments that were identified by the Project’s traffic study.10 Four of them 
are located within two blocks of the Project Site, and are the same four related projects that were 
considered for the Approved Project:

• No. 43 - 1311 Cahuenga, a project with apartments and commercial uses.

• No. 47 - 1341 Vine Street, a hotel and office project.

• No. 110 - 6322 De Longpre, a project with office, apartment, retail and restaurant uses.

• No. 120 - 1310 Cole, an apartment and office project

However, as was true for the Approved Project, even if any of these proposed projects were to undertake 
construction concurrently with the Modified Project, localized CO, PM2.5, PM10, and NO2 concentrations 
would not exceed ambient air quality standards at nearby receptors. The assessment and, if necessary, 
mitigation of each related project's localized air quality impacts through the application of the LST 
thresholds would help ensure that each project would not produce cumulative localized hotspots of CO, 
PM2.5, PM10, and NO2. Any projects that would exceed LST thresholds would perform dispersion 
modeling to assist in identifying mitigation to reduce any significant localized emissions to a less-than- 
significant level. As such, the cumulative impact of construction projects on local sensitive receptors 
would be considered less than significant.

Like the Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would not produce cumulative 
considerable emissions of localized non-attainment pollutants NO2, CO, PM10 and PM2.5, as the 
anticipated emissions would not exceed LST thresholds set by the SCAQMD. Therefore, like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would result in a less-than-significant impact.

While no mitigation measures are required, the regulatory compliance measures incorporated into the 
Modified Project, listed above, which are also incorporated into the Approved Project, would require the 
implementation of good housekeeping measures that substantially reduce PM10 and PM2.5 emissions 
during on-site construction activities and the use of lower-VOC content coatings. As such, like the 
Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would not have any considerable contribution to 
cumulative impacts on pollutant concentrations at nearby receptors, particularly with the implementation 
of the incorporated regulatory compliance measures.

Operation Phase Air Quality Impacts

As for cumulative operational impacts, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's proposed land 
use would not produce cumulatively considerable emissions of non-attainment pollutants at the regional 
or local level. Because the Modified Project’s air quality impacts would not exceed the SCAQMD’s 
operational thresholds of significance, its contribution to cumulative emissions of non-attainment

10 Overland Traffic Consultants, Inc., Traffic Impact Analysis for Godfrey Hotel, March 2017.
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pollutants is considered less-than-significant, the same as the Approved Project's contribution is. The 
SCAQMD’s thresholds for ozone precursors ensure that a project’s impact will not produce cumulatively 
considerable emissions that would contribute to regional ozone violations. Like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project is a mixed-use project that does not include major sources of combustion or fugitive 
dust. As a result, its localized emissions of PM10 and PM2.5 would be minimal. Similarly, existing land 
uses in the area include commercial land uses that do not produce substantial emissions of localized 
nonattainment pollutants. Therefore, like the Approved Project, the long-term operation of the Modified 
Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any non-attainment criteria 
pollutant.

As the above analyses show, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the region is in non-attainment. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's cumulative air quality impacts during construction and operations are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

As was true for the Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project could produce air emissions 
that would adversely impact two existing air-quality-sensitive receptors near the Project Site, including:

• Multi-family residences at 6520 De Longpre Avenue (southwest corner of De Longpre and Wilcox); 
approximately 530 feet west of the Site.

• Multi-family residences at 1312 Cole Avenue (northeast comer of Fountain and Cole); approximately 
530 feet southwest of the Site.

As reported in Table 2.3-4, Comparison of Localized Construction Emissions, as was true for the 
Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would not expose these nearby receptors to 
substantial concentrations of localized pollutants NO2, CO, PM10 and PM2.5. Specifically, like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project's construction activities would not exceed SCAQMD LST 
thresholds and would result in a less-than-significant impact. LST thresholds represent the maximum 
emissions from a project that will not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent 
applicable ambient air quality standard. Even though the Modified Project would result in a less-than- 
significant impact, implementation of the Regulatory Compliance Measures listed above, also 
incorporated into the Approved Project, requiring the use of off-road construction equipment and good 
housekeeping measures that substantially reduce PM10 and PM2.5 emissions during on-site construction 
activities, would further ensure that the Modified Project's construction impacts on sensitive receptors 
would be less than significant.

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-24



City of Los Angeles

Operation Phase Air Quality Impacts on Sensitive Receptors

As shown in Table 2.3-6, Comparison of Localized Operations Emissions, like the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would not generate long-term on-site emissions that exceed the SCAQMD’s LST 
thresholds. As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not result in pollutant 
concentrations of CO, NO2, PM2.5, or PM10 at sensitive receptors, and its impacts on those receptors 
would be considered less than significant. Further, as was true for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project's off-site emissions from mobile sources would not result in exceedances of CO air quality 
standards at roadways in the area, due to three key factors. First, CO hotspots are extremely rare and only 
occur in the presence of unusual atmospheric conditions and extremely cold conditions, neither of which 
applies to this Project area. Second, auto-related emissions of CO continue to decline because of advances 
in fuel combustion technology in the vehicle fleet. Finally, as was true for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would not contribute to the levels of congestion that would be needed to produce the 
amount of emissions needed to trigger a potential CO hotspot.

Screening analysis guidelines for localized CO hotspot analyses from Caltrans recommend that projects in 
CO attainment areas focus on emissions from traffic intersections where air quality may get worse. 
Specifically, projects that significantly increase the percentage of vehicles operating in cold start mode, 
significantly increase traffic volumes, or worsen traffic flow should be considered for more rigorous CO 
modeling. Traffic levels of service at the twelve intersections studied in the vicinity of the Project Site 
would not be significantly impacted by traffic volumes from the development under existing or 2018 
horizon scenarios.12 In addition, the Modified Project would not significantly increase the percentage of 
vehicles operating in cold start mode or substantially worsen traffic flow.

11

Finally, as is true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's TAC emissions are not expected to be 
significant, as the Modified Project does not include typical sources of acutely and chronically hazardous 
TACs such as industrial manufacturing processes and automotive repair facilities. In addition, the 
SCAQMD recommends that health risk assessments be conducted for substantial sources of diesel 
particulate emissions (e.g., truck stops and warehouse distribution facilities) and has provided guidance 
for analyzing mobile source diesel emissions.13 As is true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
is not anticipated to generate a substantial number of truck trips. Based on the limited activity of TAC 
sources, as was true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project does not warrant the need for a health 
risk assessment associated with on-site activities, and, like the Approved Project, any minimal TAC 
impacts are expected to be less than significant. Therefore, long-term operation of the Modified Project's

11 Caltrans, Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol, updated October 13, 2010.

12 Overland Traffic Consultants, Inc., Traffic Impact Analysis for Godfrey Hotel; March 2017.

13 SCAQMD, Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risks from Mobile Source Diesel 
Emissions, December 2002.
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pollutant concentration impacts would be less than significant at nearby receptors, the same as the MND 
concluded that the Approved Project's impacts would be.

As the above analyses show, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would result in less-than- 
significant construction and long-term operation pollutant concentration impacts on sensitive receptors in 
the affected area. Therefore, the Modified Project's pollutant concentration impacts on sensitive receptors 
during construction and operations are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially 
greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 
Project.

e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The Modified Project proposes to include the same hotel and restaurant land uses as the Approved Project 
includes, and, like the Approved Project, none of the industrial or manufacturing uses that involve 
activities that create objectionable odors. As a result, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would result in less-than-significant odor impacts, the Modified Project's odor impacts are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES4.

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in 
local or regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would create no impact, either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service. As the MND explained, the Project Site is currently developed, is not located 
in any City or County significant ecological area, and does not contain and is not surrounded by trees that 
could provide habitat. Consequently, the Approved Project would not result in a take of nesting native 
birds or remove or modify habitat, or otherwise impact any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
create no impact, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Therefore, the Modified Project's 
impacts on candidate, sensitive or special status species are adequately addressed in the MND, and no 
new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other 
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or 
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would create no adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies and regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. As the MND explained, 
no riparian or other identified sensitive natural community areas are located on the Project Site or in the 
area of the Project Site. The nearest riparian habitat is located in the Hollywood Hills, approximately 1.5
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miles northwest of the Project Site; this habitat would not be affected by development of the Approved 
Project due to the distance between the Project Site and the wetlands and the urban setting in which the 
Project Site is located.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site. As such, like the Approved Project 
and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would no adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies and 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on those riparian habitats or other sensitive natural 
communities are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would 
occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means. As the MND 
explained, no federally protected wetlands occur on the Project Site or in the vicinity of the Project Site. 
The nearest wetland is located in the Hollywood Forever Cemetery, located approximately 0.8 miles 
southeast of the Project Site. Other wetlands are located in the Hollywood Hills, located approximately 
1.5 miles northwest of the Project Site. None of these wetlands would be affected by development of the 
Approved Project due to the distance between the Project Site and the wetlands and the urban setting in 
which the Project Site is located.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not adverse effect on federally protected wetlands through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on federally protected wetlands 
are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result 
of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.
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Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved 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, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. As the MND explained, due to its location 
within a developed urban location and its current fully developed state, the Project Site does not function 
as a wildlife corridor for native or migratory animals, and no native wildlife nurseries are located in the 
area of the Project Site.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 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, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. As the MND explained, 
the Project Site is located in a highly urbanized area, does not contain any trees or other landscaping or 
other protected biological resources, and is not surrounded by street trees. Therefore, development of the 
Approved Project at the Project Site would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, development of the Modified 
Project at the Project Site would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on such local policies and ordinances are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan?

Approved Project: No Impact.
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Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or 
state habitat conservation plan. As the MND explained, the Project Site is currently fully developed and is 
located in an urban area that is not included within or adjacent to any areas covered by an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved local, regional or state 
habitat conservation plan. Therefore, development of the Approved Project at the Project Site would not 
conflict with any such plan.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, development of the Modified 
Project at the Project Site would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on such Plans are adequately addressed in the MND, and 
no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES5.

The section is based in part on the following items, included as Appendix D of this Addendum:

Archaeology Records Search, South Central Coastal Information Center, August 17, 2015.D-1

Paleontology Records Search, Natural History Museum, August 11, 2015.D-2

Sacred Lands File Search, Native American Heritage Commission, August 6, 2015.D-3

The Modified Project incorporates the same Regulatory Compliance Measures (listed below) as are 
incorporated into the Approved Project.

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in State CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. After 
providing substantial background information and information regarding determining the significance of 
impacts to historical resources, the MND explained that the Approved Project does not involve the 
demolition of any historical resource. The existing building on the Project Site that is slated for 
demolition has not been identified on any historic or preservation list or survey, has already been 
significantly altered and retains little to no integrity.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project and would 
involve the demolition of the same existing building on the Project Site, which is not a historic resource 
for the reasons explained in the MND. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for 
the Approved Project, development of the Modified Project would not cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of a historical resource as defined in State CEQA Guideline Section 15064.5. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on historical resources are adequately addressed in the MND, 
and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.
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The MND concluded that, with compliance with the adopted archeological Regulatory Compliance 
Measure RCM-5-1, set forth below, the Approved Project would not cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. As 
the MND explained, although the Project Site is located in an urban area and is already developed, the 
records search conducted by the South Central Coastal Information Center identified the potential for 
archeological or built-environment resources within the area of the Project Site that could be affected by 
development of the Approved Project at the Project Site. With compliance with the Regulatory 
Compliance Measure RCM-5-1, however, the potential impact would be reduced to a less than 
significant level.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. The Modified 
Project also incorporates compliance with Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-1, set forth below. 
As such, development of the Modified Project would have the same less than significant impact on the 
significance of an archeological resource as the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's 
impacts on archeological resources are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially 
greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 
Project.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-5-1 Archaeological

If archaeological resources are discovered during excavation, grading, or construction 
activities, work shall cease in the area of the find until a qualified archaeologist has 
evaluated the find in accordance with federal, State, and local guidelines, including those 
set forth in California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2. Personnel of the proposed 
Project shall not collect or move any archaeological materials and associated materials. 
Construction activity may continue unimpeded on other portions of the Project site. The 
found deposits would be treated in accordance with federal, State, and local guidelines, 
including those set forth in California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2.

c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that, with compliance with adopted paleontological Regulatory Compliance 
Measure RCM-5-2, set forth below, the Approved Project would not directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature. As the MND explained, while the 
records search conducted by the Natural History Museum did not identify any vertebrate fossil localities 
lying within the Project Site, it did identify potential localities nearby that contain the same sedimentary
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deposits that are contained within the Project Site, indicating that there could be paleontological resources 
present within the Project Site that could be adversely affected by development of the Approved Project. 
However, the MND concluded that, with compliance with Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-2, 
the impacts of the development of the Approved Project would be less than significant.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site, and would also incorporate 
compliance with Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-2, set forth below. As such, development of 
the Modified Project would have the same less-than-significant impact on a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature as the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's 
impacts on unique paleontological resources or sites and unique geological features are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-5-2 Paleontological

If paleontological resources are discovered during excavation, grading, or construction, 
the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety shall be notified 
immediately, and all work shall cease in the area of the find until a qualified 
paleontologist evaluates the find. Construction activity may continue unimpeded on other 
portions of the Project site. The paleontologist shall determine the location, the time 
frame, and the extent to which any monitoring of earthmoving activities shall be required. 
The found deposits would be treated in accordance with federal, State, and local 
guidelines, including those set forth in California Public Resources Code Section 
21083.2.

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that, with compliance with the adopted human remains Regulatory Compliance 
Measure RCM-5-3, set forth below, the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact on 
human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. As the MND explained, while the 
Sacred Lands File Search conducted by the Native American Heritage Commission failed to identify the 
presence of any Native American traditional cultural places within the Project Site, this fact does not 
entirely preclude the existence of archeological or sacred human remains at the subsurface level below the 
Project Site's current development that could be disturbed by development of the Approved Project. 
However, the MND concluded that, with compliance with Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-3,
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development of the Approved Project would have a less-than-significant impact on any human remains 
that might be encountered, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and 
incorporates compliance with Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-3, set forth below. As such, 
like development of the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, 
development of the Modified Project would result in less-than-significant impacts on human remains, 
including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on human 
remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries, are adequately addressed in the MND, and 
no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-5-3 Human Remains

If human remains are encountered unexpectedly during construction demolition and/or 
grading activities, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that no further 
disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to 
origin and disposition pursuant to California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 
5097.98. In the event that human remains are discovered during excavation activities, the 
following procedure shall be observed:

Stop immediately and contact the County Coroner:

1104 N. Mission Road 
Los Angeles, CA 90033
323-343-0512 (8 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday through Friday) or 
323-343-0714 (After Hours, Saturday, Sunday, and Holidays)

If the remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the Coroner has 24 
hours to notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC).

The NAHC would immediately notify the person it believes to be the most likely 
descendent of the deceased Native American.

The most likely descendent has 48 hours to make recommendations to the owner, or 
representative, for the treatment or disposition, with proper dignity, of the human 
remains and grave goods.

If the owner does not accept the descendant’s recommendations, the owner or the 
descendent may request mediation by the NAHC.
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS6.

The section is based in part on the following items, included as Appendix E of this Addendum:

Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Investigation, GeoConcepts, Inc., December 17, 2014.E-1

Soils Report Approval Letter, Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, August 17, 2015.E-2

Update Report, GeoConcepts, Inc., November 10, 2016.E-3

Soils Report Approval Letter, Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, January 6, 2017.E-4

The Modified Project incorporates the same Mitigation Measures and Regulatory Compliance Measures 
(listed below) as are incorporated into the Approved Project. In addition, the Modified Project 
incorporates Project Design Feature PDF-3-1 (listed above), which requires the installation of 
temporary construction fencing around the periphery of the Project Site, to reduce dust and other 
emissions from the Project Site.

a) Would the project 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.

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in a less-than-significant impact due to 
rupture of a known earthquake fault. As the MND explained, the Project Site is not located within an 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and, as a result, the potential for surface ground rupture is 
considered to be low.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Approved Project would 
result in a less-than-significant impact due to rupture of a known earthquake fault. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts due to rupture of a known earthquake fault are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.
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Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not result in a significant impact due to strong 
seismic ground shaking. As the MND explained, although the Project Site is located in the seismically 
active Southern California area, the Approved Project must comply with the California Building Code 
and Los Angeles Code requirements designed to mitigate the potential impacts of strong seismic ground 
shaking, which compliance will ensure that impacts are reduced to a less than significant level.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and must, 
like the Approved Project, comply with the California Building Code and Los Angeles Code requirements 
designed to mitigate the potential impacts of strong seismic ground shaking. As such, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not result in a 
significant impact due to strong seismic ground shaking. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related 
to strong seismic ground shaking are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially 
greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 
Project.

(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that, with the incorporated Mitigation Measure MM-6-1, set forth below, and 
compliance with Chapter 18, Division 1, Section 1804.5, of the Uniform Building Code, the Approved 
Project would not result in a significant impact due to seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction. As the MND explained, the Project Site is not located in a City-identified liquefaction area 
or within a liquefaction hazard zone on the State of California Seismic Hazard Zone Map. However, the 
liquefaction analysis conducted at the Project Site by the geotechnical engineering firm indicated that a 
potential for liquefaction exists, and the geotechnical engineering firm made development 
recommendations for the Approved Project in its report. The City's Department of Building and Safety 
issued an Approval Letter of the report and stated that it is acceptable, provided the reports conditions are 
complied with during development, as provided in Mitigation Measure MM-6-1.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and would 
incorporate Mitigation Measure MM-6-1, set forth below. The Modified Project's 7.3-foot height 
increase and addition of one subterranean parking level as compared to the Approved Project do not affect 
the ground failure/liquefaction potential issue. The liquefaction potential at the Project Site is still 
considered moderate to high. Therefore, mat-type foundation is still considered appropriate for the 
Modified Project, as it was for the Approved Project. Based upon the depth to groundwater and the 
liquefaction analysis, surface manifestations of liquefaction should not pose any significant hazard to the 
proposed development provided the recommendations contained within the Geotechnical Engineering
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14Investigation are followed and maintained.
Engineering Investigation prepared for the Approved Project, and those recommendations updated in the 
Update Report prepared for the Modified Project are to be followed and maintained.

The recommendations presented in the Geotechnical

According to the Department of Building and Safety's Approval Letters and acceptance of the 
Geotechnical Engineering Investigation and Update Report, the City has accepted the geotechnical 
investigations and recommendations for development of the Project Site, provided the conditions 
contained within the letters are complied with during Project Site development (the letters are 
incorporated by reference and included in the appendix).15 Like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project must also comply with the Uniform Building Code Chapter 18, Division 1 Section 1804.5 
Liquefaction Potential and Soil Strength Loss, and Mitigation Measure MM-6-1. The Update Report 
and updated LADBS letter will be complied with as listed in Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-6-1.

As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not result in a significant impact due to seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts with respect to seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction, are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts 
would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Mitigation Measure

The Project shall comply with the recommendations contained within the Geotechnical 
Engineering Report submitted to the Department of Building and Safety.

MM-6-1

The Project shall comply with the conditions contained within the Department of 
Building and Safety’s Geology and Soils Report Approval Letter for the Project, and as it 
may be subsequently amended or modified.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-6-1 The Project shall comply with the recommendations contained within the Update Report 
submitted to the Department of Building and Safety.

The Project shall comply with the conditions contained within the Department of 
Building and Safety’s Geology and Soils Report Approval Letter for the Modified 
Project, and as it may be subsequently amended or modified.

(iv) Landslides?

Approved Project: No Impact.
14 Page 11, Geotechnical Engineering Investigation, December 17, 2014.

15 Soils Report Approval Letter, Department of Building and Safety, August 17, 2015 and January 6, 2017.
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Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides. As the MND 
explained, neither the City's ZIMAS mapping system nor the City's Safety Element identifies the Project 
Site as being in a landslide area, or bedrock area or probable bedrock landslide site, and the State of 
California Seismic Hazards Map does not identify the Project Site as being in an earthquake-induced 
landslide hazard zone.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, 
or death involving landslides. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts with respect to landslides are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that, with the incorporated Mitigation Measure MM-6-2, set forth below, the 
Approved Project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil, during 
construction or operation. As the MND explained, during construction, potential impacts created by wind 
and excavation would be reduced to a less than significant level by compliance with Mitigation Measure 
MM-6-2 and applicable federal, regional and local laws, codes and rules and regulations, including, 
without limitation, all applicable provisions of LAMC Chapter IX, Division 70 addressing grading, 
excavation and fills, and the terms of grading permits issued by the City's Department of Building and 
Safety. In addition, The MND further explained that, during operation, the entire Project Site would be 
covered by the Modified Project's building and landscaping, ensuring that there would be no impacts due 
to soil erosion or loss of topsoil.

The changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project would not affect its potential to 
expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil, during construction or operation as 
compared to the Approved Project. Like the Approved Project, during construction, the Modified 
Project's potential impacts created by wind and excavation would also be reduced to a less than 
significant level by compliance with Mitigation Measure MM-6-2 and applicable federal, regional and 
local laws, codes and rules and regulations, including, without limitation, all applicable provisions of 
LAMC Chapter IX, Division 70 addressing grading, excavation and fills, and the terms of grading permits 
issued by the City's Department of Building and Safety. In addition, the Modified Project incorporates
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Project Design Feature PDF-3-1, which will shield the Project Site and further ensure that airborne 
emissions from the Project Site during construction would be contained and their impacts would be less 
than significant, as concluded above.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project also would not create a significant operational impact. 
The Project Site would be covered by the proposed structure and associated landscaping. Thus, no 
exposed areas subject to erosion or loss of topsoil would be created or affected by the Modified Project. 
As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's operational impacts related to erosion or the 
loss of topsoil would be less than significant. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts with respect to 
soil erosion and the loss of topsoil are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially 
greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 
Project.

Mitigation Measure

Erosion/Grading/Short-Term Construction ImpactsMM-6-2

The applicant shall provide a staked signage at the site with a minimum of 3-inch 
lettering containing contact information for the Senior Street Use Inspector (Department 
of Public Works), the Senior Grading Inspector (LADBS) and the hauling or general 
contractor.

The Project shall prepare a Grading Plan that shall conform with the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Building and Safety Grading Division’s Landform Grading Manual 
Guidelines.

Appropriate erosion control and drainage devices per the Los Angeles Municipal Code 
Section 91.7013 shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Los Angeles Department of 
Building and Safety.

c) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that, with the incorporated Mitigation Measure MM-6-1, set forth above, and 
compliance with the City's Building Code and the recommendations contained in the Geotechnical 
Engineering Investigation (Appendix D-1) accepted and approved by the City's Department of Building 
and Safety (Appendix D-2), development of the Approved Project would not result in significant impacts 
due to it being 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
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or collapse. As the MND explained, the Project Site is relatively level, and, so long as the 
recommendations from the project geotechnical engineer to avoid these hazards, among others, due to 
project development are followed as required by Mitigation Measure MM-6-1, which recommendations 
have been reviewed and accepted by the City's Department of Building and Safety, it was concluded that 
the construction of the Approved Project on the Project Site is feasible from a geotechnical engineering 
standpoint.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. The Modified 
Project's 7.3-foot height increase and addition of one subterranean parking level as compared to the 
Approved Project do not affect these on- or off-site ground failure/stability issues. The Modified Project 
would, like the Approved Project, incorporate Mitigation Measure MM-6-1 and compliance with the 
recommendations contained in the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation. The recommendations 
presented in the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation prepared for the Approved Project, and those 
recommendations updated in the Update Report prepared for the Modified Project are to be followed and 
maintained. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, 
construction and operation of the Modified Project would not result in significant impacts due to being 
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. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to unstable or potentially unstable soils are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as identified in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not be located on expansive soil and thereby create 
a risk to life or property. As the MND explained, according to the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation 
(Appendix E-1) accepted and approved by the City's Department of Building and Safety (Appendix E-2), 
expansive soils were not encountered on the Project Site and, therefore, no potential risks from expansive 
soils would arise.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not create any risk to life or property as a result of being located on expansive soil. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts related to expansive soils are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new 
or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed 
by the Modified Project.
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e) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no impacts related to alternative wastewater 
disposal systems. As the MND explained, the Approved Project did not propose a septic or alternative 
wastewater disposal system. The Project Site is located in urban Los Angeles, and is served by a 
wastewater collection, conveyance and treatment system operated by the City. The Modified Project 
would be developed at the same Project Site, and also does not propose a septic or alternative wastewater 
disposal system. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would have no impact related to alternative wastewater disposal systems, the 
Modified Project's impacts related to alternative wastewater disposal systems are adequately addressed in 
the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS7.

The section is based in part on the following item, included as Appendix C of this Addendum:

C Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Emissions Appendices, DKA Planning, October 2017.

The Modified Project's GHG emissions reported in this Addendum cannot be compared directly to the 
Approved Project's GHG emissions reported in the MND, because the emissions of the two projects were 
estimated using different versions of the CalEEMod model. The change in the Modified Project's GHG 
emissions as compared to the Approved Project's emissions is caused not only by the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project, but also by the changes incorporated into the current 
version of the CalEEMod model resulting, among other things, from CARB's updates to the estimates for 
emission factors for GHGs. However, as shown below, despite which version of the CalEEMod air 
quality model was in effect and used for the calculations, the projected GHG emissions of both the 
Approved Project and the Modified Project would result in less-than-significant GHG impacts.

For informational purposes only, the Modified Project's GHG emissions were also modeled using the 
same prior version of the CalEEMod model as was used to model the Approved Project's GHG emissions.

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the environment?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Existing Emissions

The Project Site currently includes a 10,659 square foot office building with surface parking. As shown in 
Table 2.7-1, the majority of the existing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from the Project Site are 
generated by mobile sources that access its commercial uses. The GHG emissions from the existing 
development at the Project Site are unchanged as between the Approved Project and the Modified Project.
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Table 2.7-1
Existing Annual CO2e Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Scenario and Source CO CH N2O CO2e2 4

Area Sources <1 0 0 <1

Energy Sources 92 <1 <1 93

Mobile Sources 123 <1 <1 123

Waste Sources 2 <1 0 5

Water Sources 22 <1 <1 23

Total Emissions 239 <1 <1 244

(Metric Tons per Year)
Daily Annual construction emissions derived by taking total emissions over duration of activities and dividing 
by construction period.

Construction Phase

The MND explained that construction of the Approved Project would result in GHG emissions through 
combustion of fossil fuels by heavy-duty construction equipment and through vehicle trips generated by 
construction workers and vendors traveling to and from the Project Site, and that the level of these 
emissions would vary day to day depending upon the work being performed. Construction of the 
Modified Project would result in GHG emissions from these same sources.

As shown in Table 2.7-2, Comparison of Construction Emissions, as estimated using the current 
version of the CalEEMod model, the maximum (Maximum represents the largest construction year 
emissions) GHG emissions from construction of the Modified Project would increase as compared to the 
Approved Project's construction emissions estimated using the prior version of the CalEEMod model. 
However, as noted above, a portion of this increase is due to changes incorporated into the new version of 
the CalEEMod model, including, without limitation, CARB's updates to the emission factors for GHGs. 
For informational purposes, to demonstrate how much of an effect the revisions made to the new version 
of the CalEEMod model had on the Modified Project's increased GHG emissions, the Modified Project's 
information was run through the prior version of the CalEEMod model that was used to estimate the 
Approved Project's GHG emissions for the MND. As shown in Table 2.7-2, as estimated using the prior 
version of the CalEEMod model, the Modified Project's GHG construction emissions (Maximum 
represents the largest construction year emissions.) would be 4,721 CO2e. This is a reduction in maximum 
year construction emissions as compared to the Approved Project.
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Table 2.7-2
Comparison of Construction Emissions

Construction Maximum CO CH N2O CO2e2 4

Approved Project

Maximum 5,742 0.7928 0.0000 5,742

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2016.3.1)

Maximum 6,291 0.7531 0 6,306

Change from Approved Project +549 -0.0397 0 +564

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2013.2.2)

Maximum 4,713 0.7301 0 4,721

Change from Approved Project -1,029 -0.0627 0 -1,021

These figures are rounded to the nearest integer.
Maximum represents the largest construction year emissions.
(Pounds per Day)
Approved Project: DKA Planning 2015, based on CalEEMod 2013.2.2.
Modified Project: DKA Planning 2017, based on CalEEMod 2016.3.1 and 2013.2.2.

Operation Phase

The MND explained that the Approved Project would generate GHG emissions primarily from energy 
use, area sources, mobile sources, waste sources and water sources. As shown in Table 2.7-3, 
Comparison of Operation Emissions, as estimated using the current version of the CalEEMod model, 
the Modified Project's GHG emissions from long-term operations would increase, primarily from the 
increase in motor vehicle activity generated by the Modified Project as compared to the Approved 
Project's GHG emissions as calculated using the prior version of the CalEEMod model used for the MND. 
Again, however, as noted above, a portion of this increase is due to changes incorporated into the new 
version of the CalEEMod model, including, without limitation, CARB's updates to the emission factors 
for GHGs. For informational purposes, to demonstrate how much of an effect the revisions made to the 
new version of the CalEEMod model had on the Modified Project's increased GHG emissions, the 
Modified Project's information was run through the prior version of the CalEEMod model used to 
estimate the Approved Project's GHG emissions for the MND. As shown in Table 2.7-3, as estimated 
using the prior version of the CalEEMod model, the Modified Project's GHG operation emissions would 
have been 2,816 MT CO2e.
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Table 2.7-3
Comparison of Operation Emissions

Category CO CH N2O CO2e2 4

Approved Project

Area 4.4800e-003 4.4800e-003 0.00 4.74e-003

Energy 533.3 0.012 4.4400e-003 535

Mobile 1,689.7 0.068 0.00 1,691

Waste 31.8 1.88 0.00 71

Water 49.3 0.20 4.85e-003 55

Operations Total 2,304 2.16 9.23e-003 2,353

Construction 19

Net Total 2,372

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2016.3.1)

Area 7.8200e-003 2.0000e-005 0.00 8.35e-003

Energy 620 0.0141 4.6200e-003 621.64

Mobile 2,024 0.1244 0.00 2,027.1

Waste 24.87 1.47 0.00 61.6

Water 51.57 0.21 5.0700e-003 58.21

Operations Total 2,720 1.81 9.6900e-003 2,769

Construction 20

Net Total 2,789

Change from Approved Project +416 -0.35 0.46e-003 +417

Modified Project (CalEEMod 2013.2.2)
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Area 7.8200e-003 2.0000e-005 0.00 8.2700e-003

Energy 655 0.0149 4.8500e-003 656.8

Mobile 2,024 0.1244 0.00 2,206.6

Waste 24.87 1.469 0.00 55,74

Water 51.57 0.21 5.0600e-003 57.45

Operations Total 2,755 1.81 9.9100e-003 2,797

Construction 19

Net Total 2,816

Change from Approved Project +451 0.35 0.68e-003 +444

These figures are rounded to the nearest integer.
Metric tons per year
Construction amortized over 30 years.
Approved Project: DKA Planning 2015, based on CalEEMod 2013.2.2.
Modified Project: DKA Planning 2017, based on CalEEMod 2016.3.1 and 2013.2.2.

Pursuant to SCAQMD guidance16, when assessing a project's GHG emissions, the project's construction 
emissions should be amortized over 30 years and added to the project's long-term operations emissions to 
obtain the project's total GHG emissions, reported in metric tons of CO2e per year (MTCO2e/yr). 
Following that guidance, the Modified Project's total GHG emissions under the current CalEEMod would 
be 2,789 MTCO2e/yr.

The SCAQMD still does not have an adopted bright-line significance threshold to evaluate the GHG 
impacts of a non-industrial project. As explained in the MND, the SCAQMD recommended (in its tiered 
approach) a screening criterion of 3,500 MTCO2e/yr for mixed-use projects. While this recommendation 
was never formally adopted, this screening criterion provides another point of perspective on the potential 
significance of a project’s GHG emissions, but is not intended to be the sole determination of 
significance. Instead, it represents a screening tool to identify projects and corresponding GHG emission 
levels that might trigger another level of GHG analysis. Precisely, if a mixed-use project exceeds the 
3,500 MTCO2e/yr screening criterion, the GHG impact analysis should move into Tier 4 of the SCAQMD 
tiered approach to assess how the project complies with a percent emission reduction target.

The Modified Project would result in 2,789 MTCO2e/yr in operational emissions, a level of gross 
emissions that would not trigger the SCAQMD’s draft screening threshold for mixed-use projects. This is 
the same conclusion as the MND reached for the Approved Project's GHG emissions of 2,372 
MTCO2e/yr. As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's GHG emission impacts would be 
less than significant.

16 http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/greenhouse-gases-(ghg)-ceqa-significance-
thresholds/ghgboardsynopsis.pdf?sfvrsn=2
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Further, none of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project would change the 
MND's analysis of the Approved Project's compliance with the City of Los Angeles Green Building 
Ordinance standards and its Green Building Code, for the Modified Project would also comply with the 
City’s Green Building Ordinance Standards and its Green Building Code. In addition, like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would be developed at the Project Site, which is located in a developed 
urban area. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project proposes infill development with increased 
density (FAR) to create a more efficient use of the Project Site. Such increased density it particularly 
beneficial for a site located within a transit priority area, which is defined in pertinent part as an area 
within one-half mile of an existing major transit stop.17 because it provides ready access to alternative 
modes of transportation for the tenants, employees, guests and patrons of the Modified Project's uses. 
Moreover, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project is itself designed to reduce GHG emissions, as 
described in the MND.

Moreover, as the MND explains, as is true for the Approved Project, the CO2 estimates from the Modified 
Project's mobile sources (particularly CO2, CH4 and N2O emissions) reported in this Addendum are likely 
much greater than the emissions that would actually occur, because the methodology used to estimate 
these emissions assumes that all emission sources would be new sources whose emissions are 100 percent 
additive to existing conditions. While this is a standard approach taken in air quality analyses, it is an 
approach that is not well-suited to a GHG analysis: because the effects of GHG emissions are global and 
cumulative, a project that shifts the location of a GHG-emitting activity (e.g., where people live, where 
vehicles drive, or where companies conduct business) would result in no net change in global GHG 
emission levels.

As such, like the Approved Project, the impacts of the Modified Project's GHG emissions would be less 
than significant and are adequately addressed in the MND together with this Addendum, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulations adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

While the Modified Project's GHG emissions would be somewhat higher than those of the Approved 
Project, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project discussed in the 
MND, the Modified Project would be consistent with climate action policies identified by the State, 
SCAQMD, and the City of Los Angeles. As such, the proposed revisions to the Modified Project are 
consistent with all applicable climate action policies.

17 California Public Resources Code Section 21099(a)(7)
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In addition, as discussed above, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be developed at 
the Project Site, which is located in an infill urban area near multiple transit options affording alternative 
modes of transportation for the tenants, employees, guests and patrons of the Modified Project's uses. 
Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project proposes to develop the Project Site with greater density 
in an area of Los Angeles designated as a transit priority area, where greater density is planned and 
encouraged. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project is designed to reduce its GHG emissions, 
not only by its location, but also its incorporation of bicycle and low-emission vehicle parking, features 
reducing the use of potable water, recycling of waste materials, and other features in compliance with the 
City's Green Building Ordinance standards and other local, regional and State mandates intended to 
increase energy efficiency and reduce GHG emissions, as described in the MND.

As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's less-than-significant GHG emissions would 
not be cumulatively considerable, are adequately addressed in the MND and this Addendum, and no new 
or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed 
by the Modified Project.
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS8.

This section is based on the following items, included as Appendix F of this Addendum:

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Partner Inc., June 18, 2014.F

The Modified Project incorporates the same Mitigation Measures and Regulatory Compliance Measures 
(listed below) that are incorporated into the Approved Project. In addition, the Modified Project 
incorporates Project Design Feature PDF-3-1 (listed below), which requires the installation of 
temporary construction fencing around the periphery of the Project Site, to reduce dust and other 
emissions from the Project Site.

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project's potential impacts associated with the routine transport, 
use or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant, both during construction and 
operation. As the MND explained, construction of the Approved Project would involve the short-term 
transport, use and disposal of potentially hazardous materials typically used in routine mixed-use building 
construction such as paints and other surface coatings, adhesives, cleaning agents, fuels and oils. Not only 
would these materials be transported, used and disposed of over a relatively short period of the 
construction phase, but they would also be transported, used and disposed of strictly in accordance with 
manufacturers' instructions and handled in compliance with applicable local, state and federal standards 
and regulations. Finally, since all construction activities would be confined to the Project Site, any 
emissions from such materials would be minimal and localized at the Project Site.

As the MND further explained, operation of the Approved Project's hotel, retail and restaurant uses also 
would not involve the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, but only limited types of 
hazardous materials typical of other urban development such as cleaning solvents, paints and pesticides 
used in landscaping, and commercial-grade cleaning solvents, waxes, dyes, toners, paints, bleach, grease 
and petroleum products typically associated with commercial uses.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's potential impacts associated with the routine transport, 
use or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant, both during construction and 
operation. The Modified Project involves the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved 
Project. Consequently, construction and operation of the Modified Project would involve the same 
hazardous materials as would construction and operation of the Approved Project and would, for the same 
reasons as for the Approved Project, result in less than significant impacts associated with the transport, 
use or disposal of any hazardous materials. Further, the Modified Project incorporates Project Design
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Feature PDF-3-1, which will shield the Project Site with temporary construction fencing and further 
ensure that airborne emissions from the Project Site during construction would be contained and their 
impacts would be less than significant, as concluded above. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts 
related to the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that, with incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-8-1, set forth 
below, the Approved Project would not 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. As the MND explained, its conclusion was based on the information provided by 
the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (Appendix F)18 and the information discussed under Section 
8a, immediately above. The MND discussed the observations and findings of the Phase I Assessment, and 
its two recommendations. The MND concluded that the first recommendation, for the creation of an 
operations and maintenance program to safely manage suspected asbestos containing materials (ACM) in 
the existing building, was unnecessary since the building would be demolished, and that the second 
recommendation, for pre-demolition sampling to confirm the existence or absence of ACM to prevent 
exposure to construction workers would be satisfied by SCAQMD Rule 1403, governing pre-demolition 
removal of ACM as well as lead paint and Polychlorinated Biphenyls (neither of which had been 
detected), set forth in Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-8-1.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, would also 
involve demolition of the existing building at the Project Site, and would incorporate the same 
Regulatory Compliance Measure, RCM-8-1, set forth below. As explained above in Section 8a, 
construction and operation of the Modified Project would involve the same hazardous materials as would 
construction and operation of the Approved Project and would, for the same reasons as for the Approved 
Project, result in less than significant impacts associated with the transport, use or disposal of any 
hazardous materials. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved 
Project, with incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-8-1, set forth below, the Modified 
Project would not 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. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to reasonably foreseeable upset and

18 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Partner Inc., June 18, 2014.
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accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials are adequately addressed in the MND, 
and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-8-1 Explosion/Release (Existing Toxic/Hazardous Construction Materials)

Asbestos. Prior to the issuance of any permit for the demolition or alteration of the 
existing structure(s), the applicant shall provide a letter to the Department of Building 
and Safety from a qualified asbestos abatement consultant indicating that no Asbestos- 
Containing Materials (ACM) are present in the building. If ACMs are found to be 
present, it will need to be abated in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District's Rule 1403 as well as all other applicable State and Federal rules 
and regulations.

Lead Paint. Prior to issuance of any permit for the demolition or alteration of the 
existing structure(s), a lead-based paint survey shall be performed to the written 
satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety. Should lead-based paint materials 
be identified, standard handling and disposal practices shall be implemented pursuant to 
OSHA regulations.

Polychlorinated Biphenyl - Commercial and Industrial Buildings. Prior to issuance 
of a demolition permit, a polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) abatement contractor shall 
conduct a survey of the project site to identify and assist with compliance with applicable 
state and federal rules and regulation governing PCB removal and disposal.

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not result in a significant impact due to hazardous 
emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one- 
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. As the MND explained, the nearest school, the Arshag 
Dickranian Armenian School, located at 1200 Cahuenga Boulevard, is approximately 1,100 feet south of 
the Project Site, slightly less than one-quarter mile away.19 However, as discussed in Sections 8a and 8b, 
above, the Approved Project would have less than significant impacts both due to the routine transport, 
use and disposal of hazardous materials, and, with adopted Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-8-1,

19 Navigate LA, Schools Layer: http://navigatela.lacity.org/navigatela/
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due to the potential release of hazardous materials into the environment, and the Approved Project's 
construction and operations would not involve unusual or acutely hazardous materials. Additionally, the 
school would generally be shielded from the Project Site by intervening commercial and residential 
buildings.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As discussed 
in Sections 8a and 8b, above, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would have less than significant impacts due to the routine transport, use and 
disposal of hazardous materials, and, with adopted Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-8-1, due to 
the potential release of hazardous materials into the environment, and the Modified Project's construction 
and operations would not involve unusual or acutely hazardous materials. As such, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's construction and 
operational impacts due to hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school would be less 
than significant. The incorporation of Project Design Feature PDF-3-1 into the Modified Project would 
also help to ensure that airborne emissions from the Project Site during construction would be contained 
and their impacts would be less than significant, as concluded above. Therefore, the Modified Project's 
impacts related to hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances or wastes within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school are adequately addressed 
in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials 
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code §65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Project Site, on which the Approved Project would be located, is not 
included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 
such that it would create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. The MND reported that, 
according to EnviroStor, a database resource compiled by the California Environmental Protection 
Agency, there are no cleanup sites, permitted sites, leaking underground storage tanks or spills, leaks 
investigation and cleanup sites on, in or under the Project Site. The MND further reported that, according 
to GeoTracker, another such database resource, there are no other cleanup sites, land disposal sites, 
military site, WDR sites, permitted underground storage tank facilities, monitoring wells, or California 
Department of Toxic Substance Control cleanup sites or hazardous materials permits, on, in or under the 
Project Site.

The MND reported additional information regarding other properties in the general area of the Project 
Site, but concluded that none would affect the Project Site or cause the Approved Project to result in a
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significant impact. For example, there is an identified LUST cleanup site at 1355 Cahuenga, which case 
was closed on 6/13/1997. In addition, there are permitted underground storage tanks located in facilities 
nearby the Project; however, as permitted USTs, these are assumed to comply with all regulations to 
ensure safety and lack of environmental impact.

The Project Site has not been identified as a solid waste disposal site having hazardous waste levels 
outside of the Waste Management Unit.20 There are no active Cease and Desist Orders or Cleanup and 
Abatement Orders from the California Water Resources Control Board associated with the Project Site. 
The Project Site is not subject to corrective action pursuant to the Health and Safety Code, as it has not 
been identified as a hazardous waste facility.22 According to the Phase I Assessment's regulatory database 
search, three records for the Project Site appeared, but all three related to inactive facilities, as a result of 
which no impact would arise.

21

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment due to its development on a site listed on a 
list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts related to development on a listed hazardous materials site are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 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 result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not result in a safety hazard impact due to its 
location within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public or public use airport. As the MND 
explained, the Project Site is not located either within an airport hazard area or within two miles of a 
public or public use airport. The nearest airports are Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) located 11

20 California Environmental Protection Agency, Cortese List Data Resources, Sites Identified with Waste 
Constituents Above Hazardous Waste Levels Outside the Waste Management Unit, website: 
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/CurrentList.pdf , December 21, 2016.

21 California Environmental Protection Agency, Cortese List Data Resources, List of “Active ” CDO and CAO 
from Water Board, website: http://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/ , December 21, 2016.

22 California Environmental Protection Agency, Cortese List Data Resources, Cortese List: Section 65962.5(a), 
website: http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/SectionA.htm#Facilities , December 21, 2016.
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miles southwest, Santa Monica Airport located 9 miles southwest, Bob Hope-Burbank Airport located 7.5 
miles north.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not result in a safety hazard impact due to its location within an airport land use plan or within two miles 
of a public or private airport. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to these safety hazards are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not create any safety hazard arising from its 
location within the vicinity of a private airstrip because there are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the 
Project Site. The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project. 
As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not create any safety hazard arising from its location within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
the Modified Project's impacts related to this safety hazard are adequately addressed in the MND, and no 
new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that, with incorporated Mitigation Measure MM-8-1, set forth below, the 
Approved Project would result in a less than significant impact on adopted emergency response plans or 
emergency evacuation plans. As the MND explained, although construction of the Approved Project 
traffic due to the operation of the Approved Project would not substantially impede public access or travel 
on nearby streets or interfere with any adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, 
impacts may nevertheless arise. The MND concluded that incorporation of Mitigation Measure MM-8-1 
would reduce any such impact to a less than significant level.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, would 
involve essentially the same construction activities and, upon operation, would involve the same types of 
uses but an increase in the number of hotel rooms, and would also incorporate Mitigation Measure MM-
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8-1. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would result in a less-than-significant impact after mitigation on adopted emergency 
response plans or emergency evacuation plans. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to 
impairing or interfering with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Mitigation Measure

Emergency Evacuation PlanMM-8-1

Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall develop an emergency 
response plan in consultation with the Fire Department. The emergency response plan 
shall include but not be limited to the following: mapping of emergency exits, evacuation 
routes for vehicles and pedestrians, location of nearest hospitals, and fire departments.

h) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not result in any risk to people or structures from 
wildland fires. As the MND explained, the Project Site is not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity 
Zone, and does not contain any wildlands fire hazard terrain. In addition, the Project Site is not located 
adjacent to wildlands.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not result in any risk to people or structures from wildland fires. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts 
related to wildland fire risks are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater 
impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY9.

The Modified Project incorporates the same Mitigation Measures and Regulatory Compliance Measures 
(listed below) that are incorporated into the Approved Project, with one exception. The Approved Project 
incorporates a Regulatory Compliance Measure requiring compliance with a National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit. However, compliance with this General Permit is required 
only if the site is one acre or larger. Since the Project Site is smaller than one acre, the requirements of the 
NPDES General Permit do not apply. As such, the Regulatory Compliance Measure requiring compliance 
with the NPDES General Permit was incorporated into the Approved Project in error, and does not apply 
to the Modified Project. Therefore, for the Modified Project, that Regulatory Compliance Measure has 
been replaced by a Regulatory Compliance Measure related to Waste Discharge Requirements. It should 
be noted that these changes apply only to Regulatory Compliance Measures, with which all proposed 
projects are assumed to be in full compliance, as applicable.

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that, with incorporation of Regulatory Compliance Measures and Mitigation 
Measure MM-6-2 and compliance with applicable provisions of the LAMC, construction and operation 
of the Approved Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. 
As the MND explained, because the Project Site is less than one acre is size, the requirements of the 
General Construction Activity Storm Water Permit would not apply, but that construction of the 
Approved Project would be governed by LAMC Chapter IX, Division 70, addressing grading, 
excavations and fills, which would ensure that construction would not violate any water quality standards 
or discharge requirements, or otherwise degrade water quality. In addition, the Approved Project is 
required to comply with the Low Impact Development (LID) construction requirements contained in 
LAMC Sections 64.70 et seq. and, if grading is planned during the rainy season, the Approved Project is 
required to develop a Wet Weather Erosion Control Plan (WWECP).

As the MND further explained, the pollutants in the runoff from the Approved Project during operation 
would not include any industrial discharge, but would generally include the same types of typical urban 
pollutants that are currently contained in the runoff from the Project Site from the existing development. 
To manage and control the runoff and its water quality during operation, the Approved Project must be 
designed to comply with and comply with applicable discharge requirements, reflected in the LAMC at 
Sections 64.70 et seq. and enforced through the City's plan approval and permit process, requiring among 
other things, compliance with the County of Los Angeles' Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) and its BMPs for the management of stormwater water quality. In addition, the Approved 
Project must be designed to include and must comply with the LID BMPs determined by the City's 
Department of Public Works.
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The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and would 
incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-9-1, RCM-9-2, and RCM-9-3 and Mitigation 
Measure MM-6-2 and compliance with applicable provisions of the LAMC. During construction, the 
Modified Project would be required to comply with the same provisions of the LAMC governing grading, 
excavations and fills and LID requirements as the Approved Project; if grading during the rainy season is 
planned, the Modified Project must develop a WWECP, just as the Approved Project must do. During 
operation, runoff from the Modified Project would, like the Approved Project, be expected to contain the 
same types of typical urban pollutants that are currently contained in the runoff from the Project Site from 
the existing development, since the Modified Project proposes uses similar to both the Approved Project's 
and the existing development's uses and would not include industrial uses or uses that would discharge 
industrial wastes. During operation, in order to manage and control its runoff and the water quality of its 
runoff, the Modified Project would be designed to comply with and would comply with the same federal, 
regional and local requirements as the Approved Project to ensure that runoff from the Project Site during 
operations would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, construction and operation of 
the Modified Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, and 
impacts related to water quality would be less than significant, the same as for the Approved Project. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to water quality standards, waste discharge requirements 
and water quality are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts 
would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-9-1 Low Impact Development Plan

Prior to issuance of grading permits, the Applicant shall submit a Low Impact 
Development Plan and/or Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan to the City of Los 
Angeles Bureau of Sanitation Watershed Protection Division for review and approval. 
The Low Impact Development Plan and/or Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
shall be prepared consistent with the requirements of the Development Best Management 
Practices Handbook.

RCM-9-2 Development Best Management Practices

The Best Management Practices shall be designed to retain or treat the runoff from a 
storm event producing 0.75 inch of rainfall in a 24-hour period, in accordance with the 
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed 
certificate from a licensed civil engineer or licensed architect confirming that the 
proposed Best Management Practices meet this numerical threshold standard shall be 
provided.

RCM-9-3 Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR)
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The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) has issued a general permit for 
construction dewatering (Waste Discharge Requirements for Discharges of Groundwater 
from Construction Projects Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal Watersheds of Los 
Angeles and Ventura Counties Order No. R4-2013-0095, and CAG994004). Discharges 
covered by this permit include but not limited to, treated or untreated groundwater 
generated from permanent, temporary dewatering operations or other applicable 
wastewater discharges not specifically covered in other general or individual permits. If 
dewatering is required for construction or operation the project would have to obtain 
coverage under this permit.

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially 
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 
uses for which permits have been granted)?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no impact on groundwater supplies or 
groundwater recharge. As the MND explained, the Approved Project would not change the condition of 
the Project Site, since Project Site is currently covered with impervious surfaces preventing groundwater 
recharge and the Approved Project would also develop the entire site. Investigation disclosed no active 
surface groundwater seeps or springs, and subsurface exploration by the geotechnical engineering 
consultants encountered groundwater at 49 feet; according to the Seismic Hazard Zone Report by the 
California Geological Survey, the depth to the historical high groundwater level in approximately 48 feet 
below the surface, although as noted by the geotechnical consultants, there can be seasonal fluctuations. 
However, the Approved Project would not affect groundwater since excavation for the project would 
reach a depth of only 25 feet.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. The Modified 
Project's third subterranean parking level and other excavation could reach a depth of 40 feet23 but, like 
the Approved Project, would not create any issue with groundwater. Also like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would cover the entire Project Site with development, the same as the existing 
development at the Project Site. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would have no impact with respect to groundwater supplies or 
recharge. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to groundwater supplies and groundwater 
recharge are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur 
as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

23 GeoConcepts, Inc, November 10, 2016.
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c) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concludes that, with incorporated Mitigation Measure MM-6-1, requiring compliance with 
the recommendations contained in the Geotechnical Engineering Report approved by the City, the 
Approved Project would not 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. As the MND explained, the Project Site does not contain and is not 
near a stream or river, and the Approved Project would not be altering a stream or river. In the existing 
condition, surface water at the Project Site consists of precipitation, which sheet flows to low lying off
site areas or the streets; the Project Site does not appear to contain area drains and/or subdrain outlet 
pipes. The Geotechnical Engineering Report for the Approved Project contains recommendations for 
drainage and maintenance that would ensure that potential impacts from construction and operation of the 
Approved Project would be less than significant.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and would 
also incorporate Mitigation Measure MM-6-1.24 Despite the increased depth of the Modified Project's 
subterranean parking levels and other excavation as compared to the Approved Project, the 
recommendations in the Geotechnical Engineering Report and Update Report are sufficient to ensure that 
potential impacts from its construction and operation would be less than significant. As such, like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, with incorporated Mitigation 
Measure MM-6-1, the Modified Project would not 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, and impacts would be less than significant, the 
same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to substantial 
alteration of the existing drainage pattern of the site or area so as to result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts 
would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project 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?

24 The recommendations presented in the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation prepared for the 

Approved Project, and those recommendations updated in the Update Report prepared for the 
Modified Project are to be followed and maintained
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Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not 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. 
As the MND explained, the Project Site does not contain and is not near a stream or river, and 
development of the Approved Project would not alter a stream or river. Due to the relatively flat grades of 
the Project Site and its location in an urban area, no flooding is expected to occur on- or off-site with 
development of the Approved Project. Additionally, as discussed in Section 9c, above, incorporation of 
Mitigation Measure MM-6-1 requiring compliance with the Geotechnical Engineering Report's drainage 
and maintenance recommendations would ensure that impacts would be less than significant.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project and would 
also incorporate Mitigation Measure MM-6-1. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same 
reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not 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, and impacts related to site drainage and flooding will be less than significant, the same as for 
the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to substantial alteration of the 
existing drainage pattern of the site or area so as to result in substantial flooding on- or off-site are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

e) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not 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 during construction or operation. As the MND explained, the Project Site is 
located in an urban area served by an established municipal storm drain system. With incorporation of 
Mitigation Measures MM-6-1 and MM-6-2, requiring, respectively (among other things), compliance 
with the Geotechnical Engineering Report's drainage and maintenance recommendations and 
implementation of drainage and erosion control measures, as discussed in Section 6, above, and 
incorporation of Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-9-1, RCM-9-2, and RCM-9-3, and 
compliance with applicable requirements of the LAMC addressing grading, excavation and fills and 
construction phase LID requirements, as well as the terms of grading permits issued by the City's
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Department of Building and Safety, construction of the Approved Project would result in less than 
significant impacts under this threshold.

As the MND further explained, as discussed in Sections 9a and 9b of the MND, development of the 
Approved Project would not result in a substantial change in the amount of imperviousness of the Project 
Site, since the Project Site in its existing condition is fully developed just as it would be when developed 
with the Approved Project; therefore, development of the Approved Project would not substantially 
increase the amount of stormwater runoff from the Project Site. Further, as discussed in Section 9a of the 
MND, the pollutants in the runoff from the Approved Project during operation would not include any 
industrial discharge, but would generally include the same types of typical urban pollutants that are 
currently contained in the runoff from the Project Site from the existing development. To manage and 
control the runoff and its water quality during operation, the Approved Project must be designed to 
comply with and comply with applicable discharge requirements, reflected in the LAMC at Sections 
64.70 et seq. and enforced through the City's plan approval and permit process, requiring among other 
things, compliance with the County of Los Angeles' SUSMP and its BMPs for the management of 
stormwater water quality. In addition, the Approved Project must be designed to include and must comply 
with the LID BMPs determined by the City's Department of Public Works.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and proposes the same land uses (hotel 
and commercial) as the Approved Project, and would also incorporate Mitigation Measures MM-6-1 
and MM-6-2, and Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-9-1, RCM-9-2, and RCM-9-3. In addition, 
like the Approved Project, the Modified Project is also required to comply with applicable requirements 
of the LAMC addressing grading, excavation and fills, applicable County of Los Angeles SUSMP design 
criteria and BMPs and the City's LID ordinance requirements during construction and operation, as 
determined by the City's Department of Public Works, as well as the terms of grading permits issued by 
the City's Department of Building and Safety. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same 
reasons as for the Approved Project, construction and operation of the Modified Project would not 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 during construction or operation. The 
Modified Project's compliance with existing regulations would reduce the potential for operational water 
quality impacts to a less than significant level, the same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater 
impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not otherwise substantially degrade water quality 
for the reasons discussed in Sections 9a, 9b and 9e of the MND, construction and operation of the 
Approved Project would not include other sources of contaminants that could substantially degrade water
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quality and, as a result, impacts would be less than significant. The Modified Project would be developed 
on the same Project Site and proposes the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved 
Project. For the reasons discussed in Sections 9a, 9b and 9e of this Addendum, construction and operation 
of the Modified Project would not include other sources of contaminants that could substantially degrade 
water quality. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, 
construction and operation of the Modified Project would not otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality and impacts to water quality would be less than significant, the same as they are for the Approved 
Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on water quality are adequately addressed in the MND, 
and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

g) Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a 
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not create any impact related to placing housing 
within a mapped 100-year flood hazard area, because the Approved Project does not include housing units 
and the Project Site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area. The Modified Project would be 
developed at the same Project Site and does not propose any housing units. As such, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not place 
housing within a mapped 100-year flood hazard area and would create no impact related to this issue, the 
same as the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to placing housing within 
a mapped 100-year flood hazard area are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially 
greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 
Project.

h) Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would 
impede or redirect flood flows?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not create any impact due to placing structures in a 
100-year flood hazard area which would impede or redirect flood flows. As the MND explained, the 
Project Site is located outside the Federal Emergency Management Agency's (FEMA) Flood Insurance 
Rate Map flood zone, and outside the City-designated 100- and 500-year floodplains. The Modified 
Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, development of the Modified Project would
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create no impacts related to placing structures in a 100-year hazard area so as to impede or redirect flood 
flows. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to placing structures within a mapped 100-year 
flood hazard area so as to impede or redirect flood flows are adequately addressed in the MND, and no 
new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project 
proposed by the Modified Project.

i) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would create a less than significant impact with respect to 
exposing 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. As the MND explained, although much of the 
Hollywood area, including the Project Site, is located within the potential inundation area of the 
Hollywood Reservoir created by the Mulholland Dam located approximately 1.5 miles north of the 
Project Site, the risk of actual inundation from these sources is low due to completion of retrofitting of 
dams and reservoirs pursuant to the 1972 State Dam Safety Act following the San Fernando earthquake, 
the LADWP Water System Reservoir Surveillance Program and oversight by the California Department 
of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams and the United States Army Corps of Engineers. The 
MND further stated that inundation from other sources is not expected, and the development of the 
Approved Project would not exacerbate the low risk of inundation from the Hollywood Reservoir or the 
Mulholland Dam.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, development of the Modified 
Project would create a less than significant impact with respect to exposing 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, and impacts related to flooding would be less than significant, the same as they would be 
for the Approved Project.

The California Supreme Court recently held in California Building Industry Assn. v. Bay Area Air Quality 

Management District (2015) 62 Cal.4th 369 (CBIA Decision), "that CEQA does not require an analysis of 
how existing environmental conditions will impact a project's future users or residents." (62 Cal.4th at p. 
386.) However, CEQA does "call for evaluating a project's potentially significant exacerbating effects on 
existing environmental hazards—effects that arise because the project brings 'development and people 
into the area affected.'" (62 Cal.4th at p. 388 [emphasis in original].) Under the CBIA Decision, therefore, 
this Addendum is not required to consider whether the Modified Project would expose people or 
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding from this existing environmental 
condition, but only whether development of the Modified Project might in some manner exacerbate the 
existing environmental hazard. The prior analysis has been provided to comply with the current
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requirements of the State CEQA Guidelines and Appendix G to those Guidelines, which have not yet 
been amended to comply with the holding of the CBIA Decision.

Development of the Modified Project would not exacerbate the inundation potential that currently exists 
in the Hollywood area, including at the Project Site, from the Hollywood Reservoir or the Mullholland 
Dam due to its distance from those water bodies and its lack of connection with them. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts related to exposing people or structures to these risks involving flooding and 
impacts related to flooding are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater 
impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

j) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that development of the Approved Project would result in a less than significant 
impact with respect to exposing people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow. As the MND explained, LADWP's regulation of the 
Hollywood Reservoir and the Mulholland Dam and its monitoring and overflow prevention activities of 
those bodies during rain events ensure that any risk of seiches at the Project Site would be less than 
significant. As the MND further explained, the Project Site is located too far from the Pacific Ocean to be 
at risk for a tsunami and is not located in a Hillside Area or classified as a landslide site, eliminating the 
potential for mudflow.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as apply to the Approved Project, development of the 
Modified Project would result in a less than significant impact with respect to exposing people or 
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami or 
mudflow.

As stated in the discussion of Section 9i, above, under the California Supreme Court's recent CBIA 
Decision (California Building Industry Assn. v. Bay Area Air Quality Management District (2015) 62 
Cal.4th 369, 386,388), "CEQA does not require an analysis of how existing environmental conditions will 
impact a project's future users or residents" but does "call for evaluating a project's potentially significant 
exacerbating effects on existing environmental hazards—effects that arise because the project brings 
'development and people into the area affected.'" (Emphasis in original.) Under the CBIA Decision, 
therefore, this Addendum is not required to consider whether the Modified Project would expose people 
or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami or 
mudflow, which are existing environmental conditions, but only whether development of the Modified 
Project might in some manner exacerbate the existing environmental hazard. The prior analysis has been
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provided to comply with the current requirements of the State CEQA Guidelines and Appendix G to those 
Guidelines, which have not yet been amended to comply with the holding of the CBIA Decision.

Development of the Modified Project would not exacerbate the potential for inundation by seiche that 
currently exists in the Hollywood area, including at the Project Site, from the Hollywood Reservoir or the 
Mullholland Dam due to its distance from those water bodies and its lack of connection with them, nor 
would it exacerbate the potential for tsunami or mudflow at the Project Site due to the Project Site's 
distance from, and the Modified Project's lack of connection with, respectively, the Pacific Ocean and 
Hillside Areas and areas classified as landslide sites. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to 
exposing people or structures to these risks involving inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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10. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not create any impact resulting from physically 
dividing an established community. As the MND explained, the Project Site comprises only a portion of a 
city block, and is surrounded by existing roads and alleys. The Approved Project replaces existing 
development on a site already fully developed, is not large enough to physically divide an established 
community, and does not affect any rights-of-ways.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project and its 
proposed development is, like the Approved Project's, confined to the Project Site. Therefore, like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
create no impact related to physical division of an established community. Therefore, the Modified 
Project's impacts related to physically dividing an established community are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, a general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to 
conflicting with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over it 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. The MND briefly summarized 
the concept of "consistency" in this context, and listed the regional and local plans that could be 
applicable to development of the Project Site. It then explained why each plan either applied or did not 
apply to the Approved Project (most of the regional plans did not apply because the Approved Project did 
not meet the minimum requirements triggering application) and, where the plan did apply, why the 
Approved Project was consistent with or in "harmony" with the plan. The MND contained an extensive 
analysis of the Approved Project's consistency with the SCAG Regional Comprehensive Plan (Table 
3.10-1), the City's General Plan Land Use (Framework Element) (Table 3.10-2) and the Hollywood 
Community Plan (Table 3.10-3). The MND explained, in addition, that the Approved Project meets the 
requirements of the Los Angeles State Enterprise Zone (ZI-2374), the revised Hollywood Community
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Plan Injunction, the local prohibition against off-site billboards, and the applicable provisions of the City's 
Zoning Code, and that it meets goals of the Hollywood Redevelopment Project Area land use plan despite 
the mandated dissolution of CRA/LA.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and proposes the same land uses (hotel 
and commercial) as the Approved Project. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact related to 
conflicting with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over it 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.

With respect to the City's Zoning Code, there are minor physical differences between the Approved 
Project and the Modified Project, as discussed in Section II, Project Description, and here, but none of the 
changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project would create a significant impact. As 
was true for the Approved Project, the Project Site is zoned C4-2D. The Modified Project's proposed 
commercial and hotel uses are consistent with the C4 zoning, because the C4 zone allows uses also 
allowed in the C1 zone, which include commercial uses including hotels.25 The Modified Project's 7 plus- 
story height is consistent with the 2 height district, where the allowable height is unlimited, with no story 
limit. The Modified Project's proposed height is 93' 9" (maximum building projection) and 74’-6" 
(highest occupied floor). The by-right floor-area-ratio (FAR) is 3.0:1, but with the approval of the 
accompanying request for a Conditional Use Permit, the Modified Project's proposed FAR of 
approximately 3.69:1 would be consistent with the Zoning Code. The Modified Project's building would 
be approximately 74,552 square feet in floor area.26 The Modified Project's proposed density of 
approximately 220 hotel rooms is consistent with the Zoning Code, since the allowable density is 
unlimited per LAMC Section 12.22.A.18.a and 12.12.C.4.

In conclusion, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not conflict with applicable land use plans, policies or regulations adopted to avoid or 
mitigate environmental impacts. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's requested 
discretionary actions do not conflict with urban land uses in the area and the Modified Project would not 
introduce a new incompatible use. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s hotel and 
commercial uses are compatible with the commercial and entertainment area in which it is located. Like 
the Approved Project's 7-story building height, the Modified Project's proposed 7-plus-story building 
height would be comparable to other structures in the area, and, with approval of the Modified Project's 
request for a Conditional Use Permit, the Modified Project's proposed FAR of approximately 3.69:1

25 Summary
http://planning.lacity.org/zone_code/Appendices/sum_of_zone.pdf
Generalized of Regulations:Zoning

26 Note - square footage calculation — The area in square feet confined within the exterior walls of a building, but 
not including the area of the following: exterior walls, stairways, shafts, rooms housing building operating 
equipment or machinery, parking areas with associated driveways and ramps, space dedicated to bicycle 
parking, space for the landing and storage of helicopters, and basement storage areas.
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would be consistent with the Zoning Code, as is the Approved Project's 3:1 FAR; thus, like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would not introduce an incompatible element into the community. Like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would not conflict with the Hollywood Community Plan through 
its zoning and permitted uses. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be consistent with 
the SCAG guides and other regional guides, the City's General Plan, the 1988 Hollywood Community 
Plan objectives and policies, to the extent feasible and applicable, as discussed above. As such, the 
Modified Project's impacts with respect to applicable land use plans, policies and zoning would be less 
than significant, the same as the Approved Project's impacts are. Therefore, the Modified Project's 
impacts related to consistency with such land use plans, policies and regulations are adequately addressed 
in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no impact on any habitat conservation plan or 
natural community conservation plan because the Project Site, being located in an urban infill location 
and fully developed currently, is not located within or near any such plan area. The Modified Project 
would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like the Approved Project 
and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project will not conflict with the 
provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan, and no impact would occur, as is true for the 
Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to conflicting with any applicable 
habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan are adequately addressed in the MND, 
and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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a) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no adverse impact on a known mineral 
resource that would be of value the region and the residents of the state. As the MND explained, the 
Project Site does not contain and is not located in an area containing mineral deposits of regional or 
statewide importance, and does not contain an oil well and is not located near any Major Drilling Areas. 
The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, development of the Modified 
Project would create no adverse impact on a known mineral resource, its impacts on known mineral 
resources are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur 
as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

b) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved would have no adverse impact on a locally important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. As the 
MND explained, the Project Site is not delineated as a locally important mineral resource recovery site on 
any City plan. In addition, for the reasons explained in Section 11a of the MND, does not contain oil 
wells. Further, as an urban infill site, the Project Site would not be suitable for the extraction of minerals 
even if they were to occur. The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the 
Approved Project. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved 
Project, development of the Modified Project would not have any impact on the availability of a locally 
important mineral resource, its impacts on locally important mineral resource recovery sites are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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12. NOISE

The section is based in part on the following item, included as Appendix G of this Addendum:

G Noise Appendices, DKA Planning, October 2017.

The Modified Project incorporates the same Mitigation Measures and Regulatory Compliance Measures 
(listed below) that are incorporated into the Approved Project.

a) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of 
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

After providing background information regarding how noise is measured, how noise can affect the 
environment, what noise level changes are perceptible to humans and what can affect the perception of 
noise, accepted noise standards for various land uses, and the City's noise regulations and noise thresholds 
under CEQA, the MND concluded that the Approved Project would create less-than-significant noise 
impacts during both construction and long-term operation.

Construction Noise Impacts

The MND explained that construction of the Approved Project would generate noise from on-site sources 
(including, e.g., excavators, bulldozers, loaders and smaller equipment) and from off-site sources (e.g., 
construction traffic), and from secondary noise sources (e.g., workers). The MND determined current 
ambient noise levels and then projected noise level increases from construction of the Approved Project at 
four identified sensitive receptor locations near the Project Site. Based on this analysis, the MND 
concluded that construction noise from on-site source could create potentially significant impacts at one 
location (in excess of the City's threshold of a 5 dBA increase), but that these impacts would be mitigable 
through the implementation of Mitigation Measures 12-1 through 12-6, which would reduce the noise 
levels at that location to below this threshold, as the MND's analysis showed. The MND's analysis of the 
impacts of off-site construction noise from haul trucks on sensitive receptors in the area concluded that 
the expected level of activity (a maximum of 2-3 haul truck trips per hour) would not be sufficient to 
increase current noise levels by 5 dBA. Even so, Mitigation Measure 12-7 was incorporated into the 
Approved Project to ensure that off-site construction noise would be less-then-significant. Additionally, 
the Approved Project incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-12-1, below, regarding 
demolition, grading and construction activities.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and would 
develop the same uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project. Although the Modified Project 
would be slightly taller than the Approved Project, its parking garage would include a third underground
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level, and its construction could require an additional month to complete, the construction activities and 
equipment used during construction of the Modified Project would be largely similar to those for the 
Approved Project. As a result, the construction noise impacts of the Modified Project would be largely 
similar to those of the Approved Project. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require 
heavy-duty on-site construction vehicles such as excavators, bulldozers, and loaders, as well as smaller 
equipment including various pneumatic and electric power tools and hand tools. As such, the projected 
impacts of the Modified Project’s construction noise at nearby noise-sensitive receptors would not differ 
from those projected to occur as a result of the Approved Project. The construction noise impacts of the 
Modified Project would still be considered potentially significant but mitigable, as the use of equipment 
mufflers and temporary sound barriers, in conjunction with other activity restrictions, that the Mitigation 
Measures require would be capable of reducing the Modified Project’s impacts at nearby noise-sensitive 
receptors to below the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide’s 5 dBA ambient noise level increase threshold for 
construction activities lasting more than ten days in a three month period.

Table 2.12-1 reports the Modified Project’s projected construction noise impacts at nearby noise- 
sensitive receptors. As was true for the Approved Project, BuzzFeed Motion Pictures Studio could 
experience exterior noise levels of up to 72.4 dBA Leq as a result of the Modified Project’s construction 
activities, an increase of 7.6 dBA over existing ambient noise conditions. As noted above, the Modified 
Project incorporates Mitigation Measures 12-1 through 12-6 to reduce this impact to below the L.A. 
CEQA Thresholds Guide’s 5 dBA noise increase threshold, as they did for the Approved Project, as 
shown in Table 2.12-2, below. These measures are listed below.

Table 2.12-1
Construction Noise Levels - Unmitigated

Maximum 

Construction Noise

Existing 

Ambient 

(dBA, Leq)

New 

Ambient 

(dBA, Leq)

Distance from 

Site (feet) Level (dBA)Sensitive Receptor Increase

BuzzFeed Motion Pictures Studio at 
6322 De Longpre 170 71.6 64.8 72.4 7.6

1341 Cahuenga (Cahuenga and 
Homewood commercial) 245 68.4 68.5 71.5 3.0

6520 De Longpre Residences 530 61.7 71.3 71.8 0.5

CNN Building at 6430 Sunset 330 65.8 72.6 73.4 0.8

er the ambient noise levels nor the Modified Project’s projected construction noise impacts would differ from those of the 
Approved Project, the figures in this table were obtained from Table 3.12-3 “Construction Noise Levels — Unmitigated” 
in the Approved Project’s MND.
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With regard to off-site construction-related noise impacts, up to 45 haul truck trips27 per day on average 
are expected to remove the Modified Project's cut materials from the Project Site during demolition, site 
preparation, and grading construction phases. As is true for the Approved Project, along with the 
demolition debris from the existing land use at the Project Site, this cut material could be transported to 
nearby landfills by ten-wheeled heavy-duty trucks. While such vehicle activity would marginally increase 
ambient noise levels along local roadways, it is not expected to significantly increase ambient noise levels 
by 5 dBA at sensitive receptors. This level of haul activity would average 6 haul trips per hour onto local 
streets, which would not produce sustained increases in noise levels over a one-hour or any other 
monitoring period. As noted in the City’s “L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide," a 3 dBA increase in roadway 
noise levels requires an approximate doubling of roadway traffic volume, assuming travel speed and fleet 
mix remain constant. Though the addition of haul trucks would alter the fleet mix of the Modified 
Project’s haul route, their addition to local roadways would not nearly double those roads’ traffic 
volumes, let alone increase their traffic to levels capable of producing 5 dBA ambient noise increases. As 
a result, the Modified Project’s off-site construction noise impacts related to haul trips would be 
considered less than significant. Nevertheless, like the Approved Project, Mitigation Measure 12-7 is 
incorporated into the Modified Project to minimize impacts from haul trucks on local roadways.

In addition, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would comply with the following 
requirements of the City:

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-12-1 Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities

• The project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 
and 161,574, and any subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emission or creation 
of noise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses unless technically infeasible.

• The Project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Building Regulations 
Ordinance No. 178,048, which requires a construction site notice to be provided that 
includes the following information: job site address, permit number, name and phone 
number of the contractor and owner or owner’s agent, hours of construction allowed 
by code or any discretionary approval for the site, and City telephone numbers where 
violations can be reported. The notice shall be posted and maintained at the 
construction site prior to the start of construction and displayed in a location that is 
readily visible to the public.

Mitigation Measures

Construction Phase

27 Haul Route Questionnaire.
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Increased Noise Levels (Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities)12-1

Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 pm Monday 
through Friday, and 8:00 am to 6:00 pm on Saturday.

Demolition and construction activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating several 
pieces of equipment simultaneously, which causes high noise levels.

The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise 
shielding and muffling devices.

Two weeks prior to commencement of construction, notification shall be provided to any off-site 
residential and school uses within 500 feet of the Project site that discloses the construction 
schedule, including the types of activities and equipment that would be used throughout the 
duration of the construction period.

12-2

Temporary sound barriers, capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 12 dBA (e.g., 
construction sound wall with sound blankets) at 50 feet of distance, and capable of blocking the 
line-of-sight to the Buzzfeed Studios shall be installed as feasible.

12-3

All powered construction equipment shall be equipped with exhaust mufflers or other suitable 
noise reduction devices (utilizing all technologically feasible sound attenuation features) capable 
of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 3 dBA at 50 feet of distance. On-site power generators 
shall either be plug-in electric or solar powered.

12-4

All construction areas for staging and warming-up equipment shall be located as far as possible 
from adjacent residences.

12-5

Portable noise sheds for smaller, noisy equipment, such as air compressors, dewatering pumps, 
and generators shall be provided where feasible.

12-6

A haul route for exporting cut materials from the site to a nearby landfill should minimize travel 
on residential streets with sensitive receptors.

12-7

Impacts After Mitigation

As shown in Table 2.12-2, implementation of Mitigation Measures 12-1 through 12-6 would minimize 
all ambient noise increases at the nearby sensitive receptors to below the 5 dBA threshold of significance 
for construction activities lasting more than ten days in a three month period.

With regard to off-site construction-related noise impacts, haul trucks and vehicle activity associated with 
construction workers, vendor trips, and other on-road vehicles could generate noise. This addition of any 
truck trips would marginally increase ambient noise along haul route roadways, as truck deployment onto 
local streets would not happen simultaneously, but rather be phased over the course of site preparation,
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grading, and construction phases. Nevertheless, implementation of Mitigation Measure 12-7 would 
minimize impacts on local receptors from haul trucks. As such, like the Approved Project and for the 
same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's construction noise impacts would be 
reduced to less than significant. Therefore, the Modified Project's construction noise impacts are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Table 2.12-2
Construction Noise Levels - Mitigated

Maximum 

Construction Noise

Existing 

Ambient 

(dBA, Leq)

New

Ambient 

(dBA, Leq)

Distance from 

Site (feet) Level (dBA)Sensitive Receptor Increase

BuzzFeed Motion Pictures Studio at 
6322 De Longpre 170 53.6 64.8 65.1 0.3

1341 Cahuenga (Cahuenga and 
Homewood commercial) 245 50.4 68.5 68.6 0.1

<0.1
6520 De Longpre Residences 530 43.7 71.3 71.3

<0.1
CNN Building at 6430 Sunset 330 47.8 72.6 72.6
Source: DKA Planning, 2017.

Operational Phase Noise Impacts

The Modified Project would include approximately 45 more hotel rooms than the Approved Project, 
would reduce the restaurant space by 2,768 square feet and would eliminate the retail component of the 
Approved Project entirely. Both the Approved and Modified Projects include rooftop uses, with the 
Modified Project totaling 1,440 square feet of bar use. The Modified Project’s rooftop uses (pool, lounge 
area, and bar) would provide 277 seats. Even with these additional rooftop uses, the Modified Project's 
operational noise impacts would be similar to those of the Approved Project.

The MND explained that, during long-term operations, the Approved Project would create both direct 
noise impacts on the Project Site from hotel- and commercial-related activities, as well as indirect off-site 
noise impacts from vehicles traveling on local roads to and from the Project Site. The MND identified the 
Approved Project's direct impacts, which would include:

Mechanical Equipment - Noises from stationary sources associated with building operations, such as 
heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems. Section 41.40 and Chapter XI, Articles 1 
through 6, of the LAMC require that noise generated by mechanical equipment not exceed 5 dBA above 
ambient noise levels at adjacent property lines. Large ground level heating, ventilation, and air
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conditioning (HVAC) systems typically generate noise levels between 50 and 65 dBA at 50 feet.28 Roof
top mounted equipment typically produces noise levels of up to approximately 56 dBA at 50 feet. This 
increase is considered inaudible and less than the 5 dBA significance threshold for long-term ambient 
noise increases. The Modified Project would include these sources, as well, which would generate similar 
noise levels and would, like the Approved Project, result in less-than-significant impacts.

Landscape Maintenance - Landscape equipment such as gasoline-fueled lawnmowers and leaf blowers 
generates noise levels of about 70 dBA at 5 feet of distance from the source. For each doubling of 
distance from a noise-generating source, the sound levels will decrease by 6 dBA or more. These 
temporary activities will cause short-term increases in noise levels that would not result in sustained 
increases in ambient noise levels of 5 dBA or more. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would include these sources, which would generate similar noise levels and would, like the Approved 
Project, result in less-than-significant impacts.

Hotel Land Uses - There are a variety of recurrent (e.g., consumer electronics, intercom announcements) 
and non-recurrent activities (e.g., social gatherings) that would elevate ambient noise levels to differing 
degrees. The City’s noise ordinance provides a means to address nuisances that are created because of 
such occasional, acute noise events. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would include these 
recurrent and non-recurrent activity sources, which could also be addressed through the City's noise 
ordinance; should the noise levels from these sources become excessive, resulting in less-than significant 
impacts, like the Approved Project.

Vehicle activities at the Project Site would introduce recurrent, intermittent 
noise events, such as door slamming and vehicle engine start-ups. These activities generally produce 60
70 dBA at 50 feet of distance. However, these noise events are infrequent and do not significantly 
increase ambient noise. Noises from any parking garages would be negligible, as parking would be 
located in a subterranean garage. This should produce a net reduction in current parking-related noise, as 
the current site includes surface level parking that produces occasional audible noise at the Project Site 
from vehicles entering and exiting the premises along with parking lot related noises (e.g., closing of car 
doors). Therefore impacts would be less than significant. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would include these sources, which would generate similar noise levels and would, like the Approved 
Project, result in less-than-significant impacts.

Auto-Related Activities

Hotel Land Uses and Restaurant - Noise from recurrent activities (e.g., conversation, amplified music) 
and non-recurrent activities (e.g., parties) could elevate ambient noise levels to differing degrees. 
However, as was true for the Approved Project’s proposed restaurant, retail, and hotel land uses, any 
amplified music for the Modified Project’s proposed restaurant and hotel uses must comply with LAMC 
Section 112.01, which regulates noises from machines or devices “for the producing, reproducing or 
amplification of the human voice, music, or any other sound.” Regulatory compliance within this section

28 Los Angeles Department of City Planning, San Pedro Community Plan Draft EIR, August 2012.
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would ensure that any ambient music does not cause ambient noise levels “on the premises of any other 
occupied property” or business to increase by more than 5 dBA.

In addition, the roof deck would contain a glass guardrail around the perimeter for both safety protection 
and to further attenuate noise since it would be a solid barrier (non-porous) that would interrupt sound 
paths by breaking direct line-of-sight. Based on a review of the FHWA Noise Barrier Design Handbook, 
the pool and rooftop deck perimeter wall would achieve approximately 5 to 10 dBA of noise attenuation. 
Sound levels would be further attenuated because of the vegetation and trees on the deck, which tend to 
absorb and diffuse sound waves. See also Project Design Feature PDF-12-1. Divergence over distance 
is a noise-attenuating feature. In addition, for every doubling of distance thereafter, noise levels drop 
another 3 dBA over a hard surface and 4.5 dBA over a soft surface.29 The nearest noise sensitive uses at 
Buzzfeed Studios are located across Ivar and De Longpre which have mobile source noise from street use 
and the parking structure at the intersection. Further, excessive noise levels could be addressed through 
the City's noise ordinance, should they otherwise occur.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project's direct sources of on-site noise would generate impacts 
on a seasonal, irregular, or infrequent basis, but would not individually or collectively elevate ambient 
noise levels substantially at nearby sensitive receptors, and would therefore result in less-than-significant 
noise impacts. Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project's potential noise impacts from these on-site operational sources would also be 
considered less than significant.

The MND further concluded that the majority of the Approved Project's operational noise impacts would 
result from off-site mobile sources associated with its net new daily trips. The same would be true for the 
Modified Project. On a typical weekday, the Modified Project is forecast to generate an estimated 102 net 
new A.M. peak hour trips and 138 net new P.M. peak hour trips,30 as compared to the Approved Project's 
estimated 115 net new A.M. peak hour trips and 123 net new P.M. peak hour trips. The noise impact of 
the Modified Project's vehicle trips was projected using the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) 
Traffic Noise Model 2.5 (TNM 2.5). This noise prediction software uses traffic volumes, vehicle mix, 
average speeds, roadway geometry, and other inputs to calculate average noise levels along inputted 
roadway segments. For this analysis, an existing year (2017) no project scenario was compared to an 
existing year with project scenario. Tables 2.12-3 and 2.12-4 show the Modified Project’s projected 
contributions to ambient noise level increases along modeled roadway segments. As shown, Project- 
related traffic would have a negligible impact on roadside ambient noise levels in the Project Site’s 
vicinity. This impact would be considered less than significant, same as the Approved Project's impact.

29 Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA R77-108), 1978.

30 Overland Traffic Consultants, Traffic Impact Analysis Addendum for Godfrey Hotel, March 2017. Updated with 
Project Description Change, Overland Traffic Consultants, October 2, 2017.
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Table 2.12-3
Existing Plus Project AM peak hour

Estimated dBA, Leq 1hr

No Project 

(2017)

With Project 

(2017)

Project

Change

Significant

Impact?
Roadway Segment

N/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 71.0 71.0 < 0.1 No
S/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 71.6 71.6 < 0.1 No
E/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 66.2 66.4 0.2 No
W/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 67.8 67.9 0.1 No
Source: DKA Planning, 2017.

Table 2.12-4
Existing Plus Project PM peak hour

Estimated dBA, Leq 1hr

No Project 

(2017)

With Project 

(2017)

Project

Change

Significant

Impact?
Roadway Segment

N/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 71.0 71.1 0.1 No
S/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 70.7 70.7 < 0.1 No
E/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 70.6 70.7 0.1 No
W/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 70.1 70.3 0.2 No

DKA Planning, 2017.

Therefore, the Modified Project's long-term operation noise impacts would be less than significant, as the 
MND determined for the Approved Project, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a 
result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Project Design Feature

The pool and rooftop decks shall be enclosed on all sides with a glass perimeter wall and 
include landscaping (i.e., shrubbery and trees), and shall be designed to minimize noise 
levels at off-site locations to the maximum extent feasible, but to achieve at least a 
reduction of 5 to 10 dBA of noise attenuation at the nearest such location.

Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

PDF-12-1

b)

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

After providing background information regarding vibration, how vibration is measured, its effects, how 
it is perceived, and why Caltrans' vibration thresholds for structure damage and human annoyance were
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being used in the absence of City thresholds, the MND concluded that the Approved Project would create 
less-than-significant groundborne vibration impacts during both construction and long-term operation.

The MND reported the typical vibration levels produced by the types of construction equipment expected 
to be used during construction of the Approved Project, and concluded that, even at the nearest sensitive 
receptor, construction activities using this equipment would not produce vibration levels that would cause 
building damage. As a result, the MND concluded that on-site construction activities for the Approved 
Project would result in less-than-significant vibration impacts related to building damage. It further 
concluded that, because these vibration levels would also be below the threshold for human annoyance, 
these activities would also result in less-than-significant vibration impacts related to human annoyance. 
Finally, the MND concluded that while off-site construction activities involving haul truck trips could 
produce temporary vibration impacts, implementation of Mitigation Measure 12-7 would reduce these 
potential impacts to a less-than-significant level.

As discussed above, construction vehicles and equipment required for construction of the Modified 
Project would not differ from the types of vehicles and equipment required for construction of the 
Approved Project. As such, the projected ground-borne vibration impacts caused by the Modified 
Project’s construction activities would be similar to those projected to occur as a result of the Approved 
Project. Table 2.12-5 shows the Modified Project’s vibration impacts at the nearest off-site structures. No 
receptor would experience potentially damaging levels of vibration; these levels of vibration also would 
not be capable of annoying any occupants or workers. As a result, the Modified Project’s construction- 
related vibration impacts would be considered less than significant, the same as the Approved Project's 
impacts. Therefore, the Modified Project's construction vibration impacts are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Table 2.12-5
Vibration Velocities at Off-Site Structures - Unmitigated

Structural

Significance

Threshold

(in/sec)

Annoyance

Significance

Threshold

(in/sec)

Significant?Distance 

to Project 

Site (ft)

EstimatedSensitive Uses Off-Site

PPV

(in/sec)

0.5BuzzFeed Studio at 6322 De Longpre 170 0.007 0.04 No

Parking Garage at 6385 De Longpre 70 0.023 N/A0.5 No
1430 N. Cahuenga Blvd. - Commercial Use 50 0.036 0.5 0.04 No
1350 N. Cahuenga Blvd. - Commercial Use 55 0.032 0.5 0.04 No

Source: DKA Planning 2017.

Operation Vibration Impacts
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The MND concluded that the Approved Project's long-term operations would result in less-than- 
significant vibration impacts. As the MND explained, the Approved Project includes no significant 
stationary sources of ground-borne vibration such as heavy equipment or industrial operations that could 
have any impact off-site. Operational ground-borne vibration in the Project Site’s vicinity would be 
generated by vehicle travel on local roadways generated by the Approved Project. However, road vehicles 
rarely create vibration levels perceptible to humans unless road surfaces are poorly maintained and have 
potholes or bumps. Approved Project-related traffic would expose nearby land uses and other sensitive 
receptors to vibrations far below levels associated with human annoyance or land-use disruption.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and with the same uses (hotel and 
commercial) as the Approved Project. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not include 
any significant on-site stationary sources of groundborne vibration, and its off-site vehicle traffic would 
not generate groundborne vibration levels perceptible to humans for the same reasons the Approved 
Project's vehicle traffic would not. As a result, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s long-term vibration impacts would be less than significant. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's long-term operation groundborne vibration impacts are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in a less-than-significant increase in ambient 
noise levels. It explained that the majority of the Approved Project’s long-term noise impacts would arise 
from traffic traveling to and from the Project Site, and that the addition of future traffic from any new 
developments in the Project area, and overall ambient traffic growth, would elevate ambient noise levels 
surrounding local roadways. However, based on estimated cumulative peak hour mobile source noise 
levels in 2018, the MND concluded that the Approved Project's contribution to permanent off-site 
ambient noise levels would be minimal and, as a result, that its impacts would be less than significant. 
Based on the prior analyses of on-site noise impacts during operations, the MND further concluded that 
the Approved Project's on-site noise levels during operations would produce negligible increases in 
ambient noise levels at nearby sensitive receptors, primarily due to vehicular activities at the Project Site.

Like the Approved Project, the majority of the Modified Project’s long-term noise impacts would arise 
from traffic traveling to and from the Project Site, which would add to the overall impact of growth on 
ambient noise levels. However, cumulative noise level projections show that the Modified Project’s 
individual contribution to permanent off-site ambient noise level increases would be minimal. As shown 
in Tables 2.12-6 and 2.12-7, with or without the addition of the Modified Project’s traffic, future roadside 
ambient noise levels would not increase by 3 dBA to or within their respective “Normally Unacceptable”
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or “Clearly Unacceptable” noise categories, or by 5 dBA or greater overall. As such, the Modified 
Project’s cumulative operational noise impact would be less than significant, the same as the Approved 
Project's impact.

Further, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project's on-site operations would produce negligible increases in ambient noise levels at nearby sensitive 
receptors, for the reasons explained above. As a result, any on-site operational noise impacts would be 
considered less-than-significant. Long-term noises from cars traveling to and from the Project would also 
be negligible at nearby receptors, given their distance from entrances to the subterranean site garage. Any 
increases in ambient noise from the Modified Project's on-site parking would be negligible and less than 
significant. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on permanent ambient noise levels are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Table 2.12-6
Future AM Peak Hour Mobile Source Noise Levels

Estimated dBA, Leq 1hr

Existing

(2017)

No Project 

(2019)

With Project 

(2019)

Project

Change

Significant

Impact?
Roadway Segment

N/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 71.0 72.3 72.3 1.3 No
S/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 71.6 72.8 72.8 1.2 No
E/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 66.2 68.2 68.3 2.1 No
W/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 67.8 69.3 69.4 1.6 No
Source: DKA Planning, 2017.

Table 2.12-7
Future PM Peak Hour Mobile Source Noise Levels

Estimated dBA, Leq 1hr

Existing

(2017)

No Project 

(2019)

With Project 

(2019)

Project

Change

Significant

Impact?
Roadway Segment

N/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 71.0 72.5 72.6 1.6 No
S/B Cahuenga Blvd., S of Fountain Ave. 70.7 72.2 72.2 1.5 No
E/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 70.6 71.4 71.5 0.9 No
W/B De Longpre Ave., W of Vine St. 70.1 71.2 71.3 1.2 No
Source: DKA Planning, 2017.

d) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
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Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that while construction of the Approved Project could potentially contribute to a 
cumulative construction noise impact, its impact would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level with 
the incorporation of Mitigation Measures 12-1 through 12-7, for the reasons described above. Moreover, 
because the Project Site is located in an area with many intervening buildings, the MND concluded that 
those buildings would substantially attenuate the noise levels arising from multiple construction projects, 
should they occur concurrently.

Similarly, construction activities for the Modified Project would temporarily increase ambient noise 
levels at nearby receptors. Any of the Related Projects that would be built concurrently with the Modified 
Project could further contribute to these temporary increases in ambient noise levels. However, like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, it is unlikely that construction 
noise from concurrent developments would combine to create cumulatively considerable noise impacts at 
nearby receptors. Further, as discussed earlier, the implementation of incorporated Mitigation Measures 
12-1 through 12-7 would mitigate the Modified Project’s construction noise impacts to a less than 
significant level, and ensure that the Modified Project would not contribute substantially to any 
cumulative construction noises. With these measures in place, the Modified Project’s cumulative 
construction noise impact would be considered less than significant.

In addition, Related Project No. 110 (6322 De Longpre, redevelopment of Buzzfeed Motion Picture 
Studios into a mixed use project) is one of the closest related projects and the nearest noise-sensitive 
receptor; therefore, at some point in the future, this property would convert from a sensitive receptor to a 
construction project. As the Modified Project would have a negligible mitigated construction noise impact 
at the other identified nearby sensitive receptors (no more than a 0.1 dBA Leq impact, as shown above), it 
would have an exceedingly minimal individual contribution to any potential construction noise levels in 
the area caused by the simultaneous development of the related project No. 110. As a result, the Project’s 
potential to produce significant cumulative construction noise impacts at nearby sensitive receptors would 
be considered mitigable. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts on temporary or periodic ambient 
noise levels are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would 
occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not expose future residents or employees to 
excessive airport-related noise levels because the Project Site is not located in an airport hazard area or 
within two miles of any public or public use airport. The Modified Project would be developed at the
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same Project Site as the Approved Project. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons 
as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not expose future residents or employees to 
excessive airport-related noise levels.

As stated in the discussion of Section 9i, above, under the California Supreme Court's recent CBIA 
Decision (California Building Industry Assn. v. Bay Area Air Quality Management District (2015) 62 
Cal.4th 369, 386,388), "CEQA does not require an analysis of how existing environmental conditions will 
impact a project's future users or residents" but does "call for evaluating a project's potentially significant 
exacerbating effects on existing environmental hazards—effects that arise because the project brings 
'development and people into the area affected.'" (Emphasis in original.) Under the CBIA Decision, 
therefore, this Addendum is not required to consider whether the Modified Project would expose future 
residents or employees to excessive airport-related noise levels, which noise levels are existing 
environmental conditions, but only whether development of the Modified Project might in some manner 
exacerbate the existing airport-related noise levels. The prior analysis has been provided to comply with 
the current requirements of the State CEQA Guidelines and Appendix G to those Guidelines, which have 
not yet been amended to comply with the holding of the CBIA Decision.

Development of the Modified Project would not exacerbate airport-related noise levels that currently exist 
because, as stated above, the Project Site is not located near a public airport or public use airport. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to excessive airport-related noise are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not expose future residents or employees to 
excessive noise levels from any private airstrip because the Project Site is not located near any private 
airstrip. The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, development of 
the Modified Project would not expose future residents or employees to excessive noise levels from any 
private airstrip.

As stated in the discussion of Section 9i, above, under the California Supreme Court's recent CBIA 
Decision (California Building Industry Assn. v. Bay Area Air Quality Management District (2015) 62 
Cal.4th 369, 386,388), "CEQA does not require an analysis of how existing environmental conditions will 
impact a project's future users or residents" but does "call for evaluating a project's potentially significant 
exacerbating effects on existing environmental hazards—effects that arise because the project brings 
'development and people into the area affected.'" (Emphasis in original.) Under the CBIA Decision,
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therefore, this Addendum is not required to consider whether the Modified Project would expose future 
residents or employees to excessive noise levels from any private airstrip, which noise levels are existing 
environmental conditions, but only whether development of the Modified Project might in some manner 
exacerbate the existing noise levels from any private airstrip. The prior analysis has been provided to 
comply with the current requirements of the State CEQA Guidelines and Appendix G to those Guidelines, 
which have not yet been amended to comply with the holding of the CBIA Decision.

Development of the Modified Project would not exacerbate noise levels from private that currently exist 
because, as stated above, the Project Site is not located near any private airstrip. Therefore, the Modified 
Project's impacts related to excessive private airstrip-related noise are adequately addressed in the MND, 
and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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13. POPULATION AND HOUSING

a) Would the project 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)?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would create a less than significant impact with respect to 
inducing substantial population growth in an area, either direction or indirectly, and, for the reasons 
explained below, the Modified Project would also result in a less than significant impact, like the 
Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to inducing substantial population 
growth in an area are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts 
would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

A significant impact would occur if a project would locate new development such as homes, businesses, 
or infrastructure, with the effect of substantially inducing growth in the project area that would otherwise 
not have occurred as rapidly or in as great a magnitude.

Construction Impacts

The MND concluded that construction job opportunities created as a result of construction of the 
Approved Project are not expected to result in any substantial population growth in the area, and the same 
is true for the construction of the Modified Project, which is to be constructed on the same Project Site as 
the Approved Project. As the MND explained, the work requirements of most construction projects are 
highly specialized so that construction workers remain at a job site only for the timeframe in which their 
specific skills are needed to complete a particular phase of the construction process. Additionally, the 
construction workers would likely be supplied from the region’s labor pool. Construction workers would 
not be likely to relocate their household as a consequence of working on the Project. Therefore, the MND 
concluded, construction of the Approved Project would not result in significant housing or population 
impacts, and its construction-related population growth impacts will be less than significant. Because 
construction of the Modified Project would involve the same highly specialized specific skills as are 
required for construction of the Approved Project, and the construction workers needed would likely be 
drawn from the same regional pool as for the Approved Project, like the Approved Project and for the 
same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not result in significant housing or 
population impacts, and, like the Approved Project, its construction-related population growth impacts 
will be less than significant.

Operational Impacts
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The MND concluded that operation of the Approved Project, which would create no new residents and 80 
net new jobs, would not conflict with localized growth forecasts made by the City, by SCAG for the city 
of Los Angeles or for the Hollywood Community Plan area (see Tables 3.13-3, 3.13-4 and 3.13-5 in the 
MND), and would not conflict with the City's Housing Element. As the MND explained, the Approved 
Project would meet some of the unmet need for service jobs in the Los Angele-Long Beach-Glendale 
area. Further, the Approved Project is not large enough such that it would itself induce substantial 
population growth and is not a project of statewide, regional or area wide significance under State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15206(b). Finally, the MND concluded that the Approved Project would not in the 
construction of growth-inducing roadway or other infrastructure extensions, as the Project Site is located 
in an urban infill location fully supported by existing infrastructure.

Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the operation of the 
Modified Project would not induce substantial population growth in the area that would otherwise not 
have occurred. The Modified Project's population generation is shown in Table 2.13-1 and its net 
employee generation is shown in Table 2.13-2. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
generate approximately 0 residents; however, as compared to the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would generate only approximately 84 employees (net after the removal of the existing use), a slight 
increase from the Approved Project's estimated 80 employees.

Table 2.13-1
Modified Project Estimated Population Generation

Land Use Quantity Population Generation Rates Total Population

Existing Uses

Residential (removed) 2.81 person / DU0 DU 0

Project

Residential 2.81 person / DU0 DU 0

Total Increase in Population 0

Note: DU = dwelling unit
Source: The 2010 Census also shows that the average household size in Los Angeles is 2.81 persons. Page 1-11 in

Angeles,
http://cityplanning. lacity. org/HousingInitiatives/HousingElement/Text/Ch1.pdf.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, December 2016.

City of Element,Los Housing 2013-2021:

Table 2.13-2
Modified Project Estimated Employment Generation

Land Use Size Employee Generation Rates Total Employees

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 4.79 employees / 1,000 sf (51)
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Table 2.13-2
Modified Project Estimated Employment Generation

Land Use Size Employee Generation Rates Total Employees

Project

Hotel 1.13 employees / 1,000 sf220 rooms 80

2,723 sf 13.3 employee / 1,000 sfRestaurant 36

1,440 sf 13.3 employee / 1,000 sfBar 19

Total Increase in Employees (Proposed - Existing) 84

Note: sf = square feet
Source: LAUSD 2012 Developer Fee Justification Study, February 9, 2012. Table 11:
Office is Standard Commercial Office rate.
Hotel is Lodging rate. The lodging area is approximately 70,500 sf.
The hotel includes supporting supplemental uses including the courtyard bar and rooftop bars and deck.
The Justification Study does not provide restaurant rates. A representative rate is from RCLCO assumptions for 
Millennium Hollywood Draft EIR.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

The November 2016 unemployment rate is Los Angeles-Long Beach-Glendale area is approximately 4.8 
percent.31 Thus, as was true for the Approved Project, there remains an unmet demand for jobs, which the 
service jobs provided by the Modified Project could help to fulfill. As was true for the Approved Project, 
the type of jobs the Modified Project would produce would not be unique to the area or region (such as 
skilled, technical or unique work), and it would be unlikely that employees would move to the area or 
induce population growth to fill the job demand.

Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would not conflict with SCAG’s projections, the City’s projections, or represent any population or 
housing increase. As discussed in the Air Quality and Utilities and Service Systems sections of this 
IS/MND, the Modified Project is consistent with SCAG’s growth projections which are based on 
macroeconomic data and socioeconomic variables independent of parcel-level land use designation and 
zoning. The Project would not add housing. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project is not of the 
size and scope that it would induce substantial population growth and is not a project of statewide, 
regional, or area wide significance, according to CEQA Guidelines Section 15206(b). Like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would result in a less than significant impact to population and housing 
growth.

31 Bureau of Labor Statistics: http://www.bls.gov/eag/eag.ca losangeles md.htm, December 21, 2016.
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Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would not add housing units and not conflict with the Housing Element. 32

Finally, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be developed on the Project Site, which is 
currently developed with buildings and is located within an urbanized area in the City. Thus, the 
construction of potential growth-inducing roadway or other infrastructure extensions would not be 
required.

Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not induce substantial population growth and would be supported by the existing 
infrastructure such as roadways, and its impacts will be less than significant, the same as the Approved 
Project's impacts.

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would create no impact with respect to displacing 
substantial numbers of existing housing because the existing development on the Project Site does not 
contain housing and the Approved Project's development would be entirely contained within the Project 
Site. The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project and its 
development would also be contained within the Project Site. As such, like the Approved Project and for 
the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified Project would create no impact with respect to 
displacing substantial numbers of existing housing. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to 
displacing existing housing are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater 
impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would create no impact with respect to displacing 
substantial numbers of existing people because the existing development on the Project Site does not 
contain housing or other residential facilities, and the Approved Project's development would be entirely 
contained within the Project Site. The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as

32 City of Los Angeles, Housing Element, 2013-2021, adopted December 3, 2013, page 3-3.
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the Approved Project, and its development would also be contained within the Project Site. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
create no impact with respect to displacing substantial numbers of people. Therefore, the Modified 
Project's impacts related to displacing substantial numbers of people are adequately addressed in the 
MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved 
Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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14. PUBLIC SERVICES

This section is based on the following letters, included as Appendix H of this Addendum:

Response from Los Angeles Police Department, October 15, 2015.H-1

Response from Los Angeles Unified School District, August 18, 2015.H-2

Response from Los Angeles Public Library, November 3, 2015.H-3

The Modified Project incorporates all of the Mitigation Measures and Regulatory Compliance Measures 
(listed below) that are incorporated into the Approved Project.

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered government facilities, need for new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or 
other performance objective for any of the following public services:

i) Fire protection?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that, with incorporation of Mitigation Measure MM-14-1, set forth below, the 
Approved Project would have a less than significant impact related to creating new or physically altered 
fire protection facilities or creating the need for new or physically altered fire protection facilities in order 
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objective for fire protection. As 
the MND explained, the Approved Project will be constructed with fire protection as required by the Los 
Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) Chief, unless other building and safety codes require other measures in 
specific instances. The Project Site is located within the maximum response distance of three first stations 
with adequate equipment to serve the Approved Project's land uses, as shown by the MND's Table 3.14-1, 
and there are additional fire stations located nearby. The Approved Project does not propose a new fire 
station and does not trigger the new for a new fire station to be constructed. As is true in the existing 
setting, emergency vehicle access to the Project Site would be provided from local and major roadways 
and will be maintained all times, and all circulation would be in compliance with the Fire Code and the 
LAFD. With respect to fire flows, equipment access and LAFD safety requirements, the MND identified 
the fire hydrants near the Project Site and explained that hydrant locations would be analyzed at the plan 
check phase. Finally, Mitigation Measure MM-14-1, requiring Fire Department review and 
incorporation of its recommendations as to design features, was incorporated into the Approved Project to 
ensure that is impacts on fire service would be less than significant.
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Although the Modified Project proposes a slightly larger building as compared to the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would cause the same less than significant impacts on fire service that the Approved 
Project does, and for the same reasons. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be 
constructed with fire protection as required by the LAFD Chief, unless other building and safety codes 
require other measures in specific instances. The Modified Project would be developed at the same 
Project Site as the Approved Project; therefore, the Modified Project would be adequately served by the 
same fire stations as the Approved Project and the emergency access and circulation would be the same as 
for the Approved Project. Finally, the Modified Project would incorporate Mitigation Measure 14-1, like 
the Approved Project, and in addition Regulatory Compliance Measure 14-1 would apply to ensure that 
its impacts on fire service would be less than significant.

As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project will not increase demand on the fire department to the extent that a new or expanded facility is 
needed, the construction of which may cause a significant impact on the environment, and its impacts on 
fire service will be less than significant, the same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the Modified 
Project's impacts related to fire are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater 
impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Mitigation Measure

Public Services (Fire)MM-14-1

The following recommendations of the Fire Department relative to fire safety shall be 
incorporated into the building plans, which includes the submittal of a plot plan for 
approval by the Fire Department either prior to the recordation of a final map or the 
approval of a building permit. The plot plan shall include the following minimum design 
features: fire lanes, where required, shall be a minimum of 20 feet in width; all structures 
must be within 300 feet of an approved fire hydrant, and entrances to any dwelling unit or 
guest room shall not be more than 150 feet in distance in horizontal travel from the edge 
of the roadway of an improved street or approved fire lane.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-14-1 Fire Flows and Hydrants

The Project shall submit a request to the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power (LADWP) to determine whether the pressure in the project area is sufficient. If it 
is not, then onsite or offsite upgrades to the existing infrastructure, as determined by the 
LADWP and LAFD shall be required by the applicant.

ii) Police protection?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-90



City of Los Angeles

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

The MND concluded that, with incorporated Mitigation Measures MM-14-2, MM-14-3 and MM-14-4, 
set forth below, construction and operation of the Approved Project would have a less than significant 
impact related to creating new or physically altered police protection facilities or creating the need for 
new or physically altered police protection facilities in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times or other performance objective for police protection. As the MND explained, there is a 
large police station one block away from the Project Site. The average police emergency response time in 
2014 in the Hollywood area at 5.3 minutes was shorter than the Los Angeles Police Department's (LAPD) 
standard of 7 minutes and shorter than the Citywide average of 6.2 minutes. During its construction, the 
Modified Project's incorporation of Mitigation Measure MM-14-2, requiring construction fencing 
surrounding the construction site, will avoid or minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and 
attractive nuisances and protect building supplies and materials, and avoid or minimize injuries to non
construction workers and thereby reduce the impacts on police services to a less than significant level. 
Further, the Approved Project does not propose and does not trigger the need for the construction of an 
expanded or new police station.

During operations, the MND explained, although the Approved Project would result in increasing the 
number of people at the Project Site, and thereby potentially increase the demand on police services, 
incorporation of Mitigation Measures MM-14-3, requiring incorporation of safety design measures and 
features into the Approved Project, and MM-14-4, requiring providing the Hollywood Area commanding 
officer with diagrams of each portion of the development showing access routes and other information 
useful to the police, would reduce this potential impact to a less than significant level.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. Like the 
Approved Project, its incorporation of Mitigation Measure MM-14-2 would avoid or minimize 
trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and attractive nuisances and protect building supplies and 
materials, and avoid or minimize injuries to non-construction workers and thereby reduce the impacts on 
police services to a less than significant level.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's incorporation of Mitigation Measures MM-14-3 and 
MM-14-4 would ensure that the increase in the number of people at the Project Site as compared to the 
existing setting, and as compared to the Approved Project, would ensure that the increase would result in 
a less than significant impact on the demand for police services at the Project Site. With respect to its 
restaurant use, for which the Modified Project is seeking a Conditional Use Permit for the on-site sale of 
alcohol, some alcohol permits require Standardized Training for Alcohol Retailers (STAR Training), 
which helps attendees to more readily identify intoxicated individuals, underage patrons and other 
potential police enforcement issues. If the Project’s CUB requires such training, then all employees 
involved with the sale of alcoholic beverages will enroll in the LAPD STAR Training, which will further 
reduce the demand on police services. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project does not propose 
and does not trigger the need for an expanded or new police station.
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Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, with 
incorporated Mitigation Measures 14-2, 14-3 and 14-4, set forth below, construction and operation of 
the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact related to creating the need for new or 
physically altered police protection facilities in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objective for police protection, and like the Approved Project, impacts associated 
with police services would be less than significant, the same as for the Approved Project. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts related to police protection are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new 
or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed 
by the Modified Project.

Mitigation Measures

Public Services (Police - Demolition/Construction Sites)MM-14-2

Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut 
attractions and attractive nuisances.

Public Services (Police)MM-14-3

The plans shall incorporate a design that enhances the security, semi-public and private 
spaces, which may include but not be limited to access control to building, secured 
parking facilities, walls/fences with key systems, well-illuminated public and semi-public 
space designed with a minimum of dead space to eliminate areas of concealment, location 
of toilet facilities or building entrances in high-foot traffic areas, and provision of security 
guard patrol throughout the Project Site if needed. The design shall reference "Design 
Out Crime Guidelines: Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design", published by 
the Los Angeles Police Department. These measures shall be approved by the Police 
Department prior to the issuance of building permits.

Upon completion of the Project, the Hollywood Area commanding officer shall be 
provided with a diagram of each portion of the property. The diagram shall include 
access routes and any additional information that might facilitate police response.

MM-14-4

iii) Schools?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that construction and operation of the Approved Project would have a less than 
significant impact related to creating new or physically altered school facilities or creating the need for 
new or physically altered school facilities. As discussed in Section 13a of the MND, construction of the 
Approved Project would draw from a regional pool of construction workers and therefore would not 
increase population growth or increase the number of school children. As to operation of the Approved
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Project, the MND listed the schools that would serve the Approved Project and projected the number of 
students the Approved Project would indirectly generate through its employees, but then explained that, 
by law, the Approved Project's payment of school fees would provide full mitigation under CEQA, and 
result in a less than significant impact on schools.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact on schools. As 
discussed in Section 13a of this Addendum, above, like the Approved Project, construction of the 
Modified Project would draw from a regional pool of construction workers and therefore would not 
increase population growth or cause an increase in school children. As is also stated in Section 13a of this 
Addendum, above, the Modified Project would generate approximately 21 fewer employees than the 
Approved Project. School children are generated by residential units and, indirectly, employees. Thus, the 
Modified Project would indirectly generate fewer school children that would impact the LAUSD schools 
in the area than the Approved Project will.

As shown by Table 2.14-1, below, the Modified Project (indirectly through its employees) would 
generate an increase of approximately 23 students, as compared to the Approved Project's 22 students.

Table 2.14-1
Modified Project Estimated Student Generation

Project Students Generated

Source Quantity Elementary Middle High Total

Residential units 0 0 0 0 0
Employees 84 13 3 7 23

Residential land uses: Elementary:0.4 students per household; Middle: 0.1 students per household; 
High: 0.2 students per household
Commercial and Industrial land uses: 0.2691 students per employee. Note that there is no breakdown 
by elementary, middle, or high. Therefore the same ratio as residential, 4:1:2, is used.
Source (rates): LAUSD 2012 Developer Fee Justification Study, February 9, 2012.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

As is true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's payment of school fees would provide full and 
complete mitigation of school impacts for the purposes of CEQA. As such, like the Approved Project and 
for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's impacts related to schools would 
be less than significant. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to schools are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

iv) Parks?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.
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The MND concluded that construction and operation of the Approved Project would result in a less than 
significant impact related to creating new or physically altered park facilities or creating the need for new 
or physically altered park facilities. The Approved Project does not include an expanded or new park. 
The MND included a table, Table 3.14-5, listing the park facilities located near the Project Site. As 
explained in Section 13a of the MND, discussed above, construction of the Approved Project would draw 
from regionally available construction workers who would already be living in the area and therefore 
would not increase population growth in the area or resulting demand on park facilities that does not 
already exist. As stated in Section 13a of the MND, discussed above, the Approved Project would 
generate no new residents and a net increase of approximately 80 employees; however, as the MND also 
explained, these employees would likely be already living in the region, so would not create any new 
demand, and they tend to use park facilities near their residences during non-work hours. Additionally, as 
the MND explained, the hotel patrons and visitors would not likely place any substantial demand on 
parks, but would instead utilize the hotel fitness center and pool provided at the hotel.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site, near the same parks as the Approved 
Project, and does not propose an expanded or new park. Like the Approved Project and for the same 
reasons as the Approved Project, as explained in Section 13a of this Addendum, above, construction of 
the Modified Project would not result in increased use of park facilities. Like the Approved Project, 
operation of the Modified Project includes a fitness center and pool for its hotel guests and visitors, 
would not generate new residents, and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, would not result 
in increased use of existing park facilities by its net increase of 56 employees likely drawn from the 
regional pool. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would result in a less than significant impact related to creating new or physically 
altered park facilities or creating the need for new or physically altered park facilities. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's impacts related to parks are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.

v) Other public facilities?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in no impact related to creating new or 
physically altered other public facilities or creating the need for new or physically altered other public 
facilities, such as libraries. The MND lists the libraries that would serve the Project Site in Table 3.14-6. 
However, because the Approved Project does not include construction of an expanded or new library, 
does not generate new residents, and its net increase of approximately 80 employees will not likely 
increase demand on the libraries near the Project Site, but would instead use the libraries near their 
homes during non-work hours, the MND concluded that the Approved Project would have no impact on 
libraries through creating expanded or new facilities or creating the need for same.
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The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. Like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project does not propose construction of an expanded or new library, 
does not generate new residents, and its net increase of approximately 56 employees would not likely 
increase demand on the libraries near the Project Site, but would instead use the libraries near their 
homes during non-work hours. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would result in no impact related to creating new or physically 
altered other public facilities or creating the need for new or physically altered other public facilities, 
such as libraries. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to other public facilities are 
adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of 
the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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15. 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that construction and operation of the Approved Project would result in a less than 
significant impact related to increasing the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 
regional facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated. As the MND explained, the Approved Project would generate no residents and a net increase 
of approximately 80 employees, as stated in Section 13a of the MND, discussed above. As the MND 
explained in Section 14 iv, above, construction of the Approved Project would draw from regionally 
available construction workers who would already be living in the area and therefore would not increase 
population growth in the area or resulting demand on existing park facilities that does not already exist. 
As stated in Section 14 iv of the MND, discussed above, operation of the Approved Project would not 
create substantial increased demand on neighborhood, regional or other recreational facilities because 
commercial employees typically do not use park facilities during their breaks but tend to use facilities 
near their residences during non-work hours, and the hotel patrons and visitors would be more likely to 
utilize the hotel fitness center and pool provided at the Approved Project's hotel.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would also have a less than significant impact on 
existing recreational facilities. The Modified Project would generate no residents and a net increase of 
only approximately 56 employees, as stated in Section 13a of this Addendum. For the reasons discussed 
in Section 14 iv, above, like the Approved Project and or the same reasons as the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would result in a less than significant impact related to increasing the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other regional facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to existing 
parks and other regional recreational facilities are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.

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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.
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The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in a less than significant impact related to 
the inclusion of recreational facilities or requiring the construction or expansion of recreational facilities 
which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. The Approved Project does not include 
recreational facilities. As the MND explained, it also does not require or trigger the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities. The Approved Project would not generate any new residents, its net 
increase in employees would not likely create any new demand on recreational facilities either near the 
Project Site or near their residences, and its hotel patrons and visitors would more likely use the hotel's 
fitness center and pool.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would also result in a less than significant impact. Like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project does not propose recreational facilities. As explained in 
Section 14 iv and Section 15a above, it also would not require or trigger the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities. The Modified Project would not generate any new residents, its net increase in 
employees would not likely create any new demand on recreational facilities either near the Project Site 
or near their residences, and its hotel patrons and visitors would more likely use the hotel's fitness center 
and pool than recreational facilities off site. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to 
recreational facilities are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts 
would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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16. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

This section is based on the following items, included as Appendix I of this Addendum:

Traffic Impact Analysis for Godfrey Hotel, Overland Traffic Consultants, Inc., March 2017.I-1

Project Description Change, Overland Traffic Consultants, Inc., October 2, 2017.I-2

Transportation Study Assessment, Los Angeles Department of Transportation, October 16, 2017.I-3

The Modified Project incorporates all of the Mitigation Measures incorporated into the Approved Project.

a) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for performance of the circulation system, taking into account all 
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

A significant impact may occur if roadways and intersections that would carry project-generated traffic 
would exceed adopted City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) thresholds of 
significance.

LADOT Review

The Project shall comply with the project requirements contained within the LADOT Assessment Letter 
for the Project, and as it may be subsequently amended or modified.

Study Scope

The Traffic Impact Analysis has been conducted using the procedures adopted by the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation (LADOT) to analyze the potential traffic impacts of new development 
projects. The results of this analysis are then compared to the results of the analysis prepared for the 
Approved Project in the MND, to determine if the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the 
Modified Project result in any change in the level of impacts. As noted above, they have not.

The intersections were evaluated using the LADOT Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) methodology. 
The CMA methodology calculates the operating conditions of each individual study intersection using a 
ratio of peak hour traffic volume to the intersection’s capacity. Any change to the intersection’s peak hour 
operating condition caused by an increase/decrease in traffic volume can be quantified (i.e. traffic impact) 
using this analysis methodology. Potential traffic impacts caused by a project that exceed limits 
established by the City of Los Angeles as specified by LADOT are identified. Any potentially
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significantly impacted intersections are then evaluated for possible traffic mitigation measures. Pursuant 
to the City of Los Angeles traffic impact guidelines, the following steps have been taken to develop the 
existing and future traffic volume estimate:

(a) Traffic counts were conducted on May 20, 2015, May 28, 2015, August 25, 2015, September 
16, 2015, April 20, 2016, and May 12, 2016. The counts were increased by 1% per year to 
account for potential growth in the area to year 2017; 33

(b) Traffic in (a) + the Project traffic (existing + Project);

(c) Traffic in (b) + proposed traffic mitigation, if necessary;

(d) Existing + ambient growth to 2019 (added additional 1% per year);

(e) Traffic in (d) + related Projects (future “without Project” scenario);

(f) Traffic in (e) with the proposed Project traffic (future “with Project” scenario);

(g) Traffic in (f) + the proposed traffic mitigation, if necessary.

A CMA analysis of the existing and future traffic conditions analysis has been completed at those 
locations expected to have the highest potential for significant traffic impacts. Morning and evening peak 
hour conditions have been evaluated at twelve (12) key signalized intersections and three (3) unsignalized 
locations. It should be noted that future traffic conditions include the potential construction of 136 other 
land development projects (related projects) in the general vicinity of the Project Site. The signalized 
intersections analyzed in this study are:

1. Highland Avenue and Sunset Boulevard;

2. Highland Avenue and Santa Monica Boulevard;

3. Cahuenga Boulevard and Hollywood Boulevard;

4. Cahuenga Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard;

5. Cahuenga Boulevard and De Longpre Avenue;

6. Cahuenga Boulevard and Fountain Avenue;

7. Cahuenga Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard;

8. Vine Street and Hollywood Boulevard;

33 LADOT did not provide any issue on counts in their March 24, 2017 letter.
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9. Vine Street and Sunset Boulevard;

10. Vine Street and De Longpre Avenue;

11. Vine Street and Fountain Avenue; and,

12. Vine Street and Santa Monica Boulevard.

The unsignalized study locations are:

1. Fountain Avenue and McCadden Place;

2. Fountain Avenue and Las Palmas Avenue; and,

3. Ivar Avenue and De Longpre Avenue.

Existing Transportation Facilities Setting

The City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 was approved by the City Planning Commission and 
adopted by City Council during 2015. The Mobility Plan dictates the street standards and designations 
within the plan area. The Project will be subject to the Mobility Plan.

The Project Site is located in the Hollywood area of Los Angeles, which is serviced by the Hollywood 
Freeway (US-101). This is a regional north-south freeway to the east of the Project Site. This freeway 
links to numerous other freeways in the vicinity providing extensive regional access. The Hollywood 
Freeway is accessible via Hollywood Boulevard, Sunset Boulevard, Cahuenga Boulevard, Gower Street 
and Highland Avenue. The freeway is approximately one mile west of the Project Site and approximately 
% mile north of the Project Site. The Hollywood Freeway carries approximately 213,000 vehicles per day 
(VPD) with 12,800 vehicles per hour (VPH) during peak periods.

Cahuenga Boulevard is a north-south roadway designated as a Modified Avenue I north of Franklin 
Avenue and as a Modified Avenue I south of Franklin Avenue in the City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 
2035. Cahuenga Boulevard provides two lanes in each direction and a bike lane in the Project area. Left 
turns from north and southbound Cahuenga Boulevard to Hollywood Boulevard are prohibited during the 
evening peak hours.

De Longpre Avenue is an east-west roadway designated as a Local street the City of Los Angeles 
Mobility Plan 2035. De Longpre Avenue provides one lane in each direction in the Project Site vicinity. 
The roadway is a not continuous in the project area. It extends from Formosa Avenue to Gower Street in 
the immediate project area. De Longpre creates the southern boundary of the Project Site.

Fountain Avenue is an east-west roadway designated as Collector street in the City of Los Angeles 
Mobility Plan 2035. Fountain Avenue provides one lane in each direction in the Project vicinity. Fountain 
Avenue extends from La Cienega Boulevard to Hyperion Boulevard.
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Highland Avenue is a north-south roadway designated as an Avenue I between Cahuenga Boulevard and 
Melrose Avenue in the City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035. Three lanes in each direction are 
provided in the Project Site area during peak hours. Left turn lanes are provided at major intersections.

Hollywood Boulevard is an east-west roadway designated as an Avenue I in the City of Los Angeles 
Mobility Plan 2035. Two lanes in each direction are provided in the Project area. Hollywood Boulevard 
extends from Crescent Heights Boulevard to Vermont Avenue in the Hollywood community area.

Ivar Avenue is a north-south roadway designated as a Local Street in the City of Los Angles Mobility 
Plan 2035. One lane in each direction is provided in the Project Site area. The roadway extends from 
south of Franklin Avenue to Cahuenga Boulevard at Homewood Avenue.

Santa Monica is an east-west State Highway 2 in the project area. The road is designated as a Modified 
Avenue I in the City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035. Two lanes in each direction are provided in the 
Project Site area.

Sunset Boulevard is an east-west roadway designated as an Avenue I in the Mobility Plan 2035. Sunset 
Boulevard provides three lanes in each direction in the Project Site area. One-hour time limited metered 
parking is provided during off-peak hours.

Vine Street is a north-south roadway designated as an Avenue II in the City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 
2035. Two lanes in each direction are provided in the Project area. The roadway extends from the 
Hollywood Freeway at Franklin Avenue to Melrose Avenue where it changes name to Rossmore Avenue.

Project Traffic Generation

Traffic-generating characteristics of many land uses including the existing office and the proposed hotel 
and restaurant have been surveyed by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE). The results of the 
traffic generation studies have been published in a handbook titled Trip Generation, 9th Edition. This 
publication of traffic generation data has become the industry standard for estimating traffic generation 
for different land uses. The ITE studies indicate that the use and the size associated with the existing 
office and proposed hotel and restaurant uses generally exhibit the trip-making characteristics as shown 
by the trip rates in Table 2.16-1, Traffic Generation Rates.

The Modified Project originally included a rooftop area that was previously evaluated as exclusively for 
the use of the guests of the hotel. The Modified Project will now include a slightly larger 2,723 square 
foot quality restaurant and a 1,440 square foot rooftop lounge/bar, and both the restaurant and the rooftop 
lounge/bar will be amenities for the guests of the hotel and open to the public. Even so, the venues are not 
anticipated to be major destination locations and it is anticipated that the patrons will be primarily guests 
of the hotel. The change to the square footage of the restaurant (448 sf more) and the rooftop bar/lounge 
do not change the traffic analysis conclusions that the Modified Project would not have any significant 
traffic impacts on the studied intersections.

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-101



City of Los Angeles

Table 2.16-1
Traffic Generation Rates

AM Peak Hour PM Peak HourITE Daily

Traffic
Description

Code Total In Out Total In Out

Hotel310 8.17 0.53 59% 41% 0.60 51% 49%
Quality restaurant931 89.95 0.81 55% 45% 7.49 60% 40%

Drinking Place925 56,733 0.00 11.35 66% 34%
Office710 11.03 1.56 88% 12% 1.49 17% 83%

Rates are per hotel room or 1,000 sf.
Table 2 in Project Description Change, Overland Traffic Consultants, October 2, 2017. 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

The ITE rates are estimated without regard for the nature of the Project’s components interaction between 
the land uses. For instance, it is likely that numerous patrons of the restaurant will also be staying at the 
hotel. A conservative 30% internal trip reduction has been taken to account for this trip reduction activity. 
In addition, the ITE rates are estimated without regard for the nature of the Project’s vicinity in terms of 
transit and walking or interaction with the traffic on the surrounding roadways. Considering the multiple 
transit opportunities, walkability and expanding cycling infrastructure in the city, it is anticipated that 
employees and patrons will make use of these options to single occupant vehicles. A 10% reduction was 
incorporated into the analysis for the restaurant components of this Project for this activity.

Many land uses are visited on the way to or from another main destination point. The greater the regional 
draw, the lower the pass-by activities. LADOT has established pass-by credits for several land uses. A 
30% reduction has been incorporated into the analysis for the Modified Project's quality restaurant as 
approved by LADOT. These reductions are not taken at the nearby intersection of Cahuenga Boulevard 
and De Longpre Avenue because employees and patrons may need to make turning movements at these 
intersections to access the site.

It is estimated that the Modified Project will conservatively generate a potential increase of 1,875 daily 
trips with 102 trips during the morning peak hour and 138 trips during the evening peak hour after trips 
credits. Table 2.16-2 displays the estimated Modified Project's trip generation.

The Approved Project will conservatively generate a potential increase of 1,748 daily trips with 115 trips 
during the morning peak hour and 123 trips during the evening peak hour after trips credits. The 
difference between the Approved and Modified Projects is +127 daily, +1 AM, and + 15 PM trips.

The Modified Project will also be providing valet service. The valet service trips will be provided on the 
Project Site. There will be one entry and one exit driveway off of De Longpre Avenue. Patrons will drive 
in the entry drive and turn their vehicle over to valet services. The valet service personnel will then take 
the vehicle to the subterranean parking garage.
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Table 2.16-2
Estimated Modified Project Traffic Generation

AM Peak Hour PM Peak HourDaily

Traffic
Description Size

Total In Out Total In Out

Proposed

Hotel 220 rooms 1,797 117 69 48 132 67 65
2,723 sfRestaurant 245 2 1 1 20 12 8

Internal Trips 
Transit/Walk 

Pass-by 
Subtotal Restaurant

30% (74) (1) 0 0 (6) (4) (2)
10% (17) 0 0 0 (1) (1) 0
10% (15) 0 0 0 (1) (1) 0

139 2 1 1 11 6 5
Rooftop Lounge/Bar 82 0 0 0 16 11 51,440 sf

Internal Trips 
Subtotal Restaurant

(25) 0 0 0 (5) (3) (2)
30% 57 0 0 0 11 8 3

Subtotal Proposed 1,993 119 70 49 154 81 73

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 118 17 15 2 16 3 13
Net Total 1,875 102 55 47 138 78 60

Table 2 in Project Description Change, Overland Traffic Consultants, October 2, 2017. 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Trip Distribution and Assignment of Project Traffic

A primary factor affecting a project’s trip direction is the locations of the potential origin and destination 
points that would generate project trips. This is where the hotel, retail and restaurant patrons and 
employees are coming from and going to. The estimated Modified Project's directional trip distribution is 
also based on the study area roadway network, freeway locations, traffic flow patterns in and out of this 
area of the City of Los Angeles and consistency with previously approved traffic studies for this area of 
Los Angeles.

Figure 4, Overall Project Distribution Percentage, included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I- 
1 to this Addendum, illustrates the estimated area-wide Project traffic distribution percentages. Figure 5, 
Project Distribution Percentages, included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this 
Addendum, shows the estimated Project traffic percentages detailed at each of the selected study 
intersections. Using the traffic assignment at each intersection and the estimated peak hour traffic volume 
as provided in the Table 2.16-2, peak hour traffic volumes at each study location have been calculated 
and are shown in Figure 6 for the development (included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 
to this Addendum). This estimated assignment of the Modified Project's traffic flow provides the 
information necessary to analyze the potential traffic impacts generated by the Modified Project at the 
study intersections.
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Analysis of Existing Traffic Conditions

Traffic volume data used in the following peak hour intersectional analysis were based on traffic counts 
conducted by National Data Systems, an independent traffic data collection company. Traffic counts were 
conducted on May 20, 2015, May 28, 2015, August 25, 2015, September 16, 2015, April 20, 2016, and 
May 12, 2016. As required by LADOT for the project area, traffic counts were increased by 1% per year 
for counts taken prior to 2017 to account for potential traffic growth from the day the data was collected 
to current year. The 1% ambient growth rate is based on Congestion Management Plan (CMP) 2010 
growth rates between 2015 and 2020. Regional Service Area (RSA) 17 for West and Central Los Angeles 
has a projected growth rate of 0.14% per year and RSA 23 for Downtown Los Angeles has a projected 
growth rate of 0.9 % per year. There is no specific CMP RSA for Hollywood alone. The count days were 
typical weekdays when there were no holidays, no rain and schools were in session. Traffic counts were 
conducted during the morning peak and evening peak hours. The highest single hour during each of the 
peak periods was used in this analysis. Existing traffic counts are provided in Figure 7 and 8 for the AM 
and PM peak hours respectively (figures included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this 
Addendum).

The traffic conditions analysis of the currently signalized locations was conducted using the Critical 
Movement Analysis (CMA) methodology. The study intersections were evaluated using this methodology 
pursuant to the criteria established by the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation for 
signalized intersections. The existing peak hour traffic counts were used along with intersection lane 
configurations and traffic controls to determine the intersection’s current operating condition. The CMA 
procedure uses a ratio of the intersection’s traffic volume to its capacity for rating an intersections 
congestion level. The highest combinations of conflicting traffic volume (V) at an intersection are divided 
by the intersection capacity value. Intersection capacity (C) represents the maximum volume of vehicles 
that have a reasonable expectation of passing through an intersection in one hour under typical traffic 
flow conditions.

The CMA procedure uses a ratio of the traffic volume to the capacity of an intersection. This volume-to- 
capacity (V/C) ratio defines the proportion of an hour necessary to accommodate all the traffic moving 
through the intersection assuming full capacity. V/C ratios provide an ideal means for quantifying 
intersection operating characteristics. For example, if an intersection has a V/C value of 0.70, the 
intersection is operating at 70% capacity with 30% unused capacity.

Once the volume-to-capacity ratio has been calculated, operating characteristics are assigned a level of 
service grade (A through F) to estimate the level of congestion and stability of the traffic flow. The term 
"Level of Service" (LOS) is used by traffic engineers to describe the quality of traffic flow. Definitions of 
the LOS grades are shown in Table 2.16-3, Level of Service Definitions.

Reductions for traffic signal improvements in the area are included in the analysis. The area currently has 
Automated Traffic Surveillance and Control (ATSAC) systems improvements which increase capacity at 
the intersection through computer aided signal progression. The City of Los Angeles has determined that 
this type of improvement increases capacity by approximately 7%. The City has supplemented the signal
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systems in the Project area of Hollywood with an upgrade to the ATSAC system, which includes advance 
loop detection at the intersections and system wide progression computer programming with system-wide 
interaction between the traffic signals. This system is known as the Adaptive Traffic Control System 
(ATCS) system. An additional 3% capacity increase is estimated with this signal system. The existing and 
future traffic conditions analysis with and without the Modified Project include ATSAC and ATCS 
because both signal systems are installed at all the study intersections. Most study intersections had high 
pedestrian volumes or up-stream delays during the PM or both AM and PM peak hours. The intersection 
capacity was reduced to account for this activity.

Table 2.16-3
Level of Service Definitions

LOS V/C Ratio Operating Conditions

At LOS A, there are no cycles that are fully loaded, and few are even close to loaded. No 
approach phase is fully utilized by traffic and no vehicle waits longer than one red 
indication. Typically, the approach appears quite open, turning movements are easily made,
and nearly all drivers find freedom of operation.____________________________________
LOS B represents stable operation. An occasional approach phase is fully utilized and a 
substantial number are approaching full use. Many drivers begin to feel somewhat restricted
with platoons of vehicles.______________________________________________________
In LOS C stable operation continues. Full signal cycle loading is still intermittent, but more 
frequent. Occasionally drivers may have to wait through more than one red signal indication,
and back-ups may develop behind turning vehicles._________________________________
LOS D encompasses a zone of increasing restriction, approaching instability. Delays to 
approaching vehicles may be substantial during short peaks within the peak period, but 
enough cycles with lower demand occur to permit periodic clearance of developing queues,
thus preventing excessive back-ups.______________________________________________
LOS E represents the most vehicles that any particular intersection approach can 
accommodate. At capacity (V/C = 1.00) there may be long queues of vehicles waiting
upstream of the intersection and delays may be great (up to several signal cycles)._________
LOS F represents jammed conditions. Back-ups from location downstream or on the cross 
street may restrict or prevent movement of vehicles out of the approach under consideration; 
hence, volumes carried are not predictable. V/C values are highly variable, because full 
utilization of the approach may be prevented by outside conditions._____________________

A 0.00 - 0.60

B > 0.60 - 0.70

C > 0.70 - 0.80

D > 0.80 - 0.90

E > 0.90 - 1.00

F > 1.00

Source: Table 4, Traffic Impact Study, Overland Traffic, March 2017. 
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, April 2017.

By applying the CMA procedures to the intersection data, the V/C values and the corresponding Levels of 
Service (LOS) for existing traffic conditions were determined at the study intersections.

Analysis of Existing + Project Conditions

An evaluation has been conducted to evaluate the Modified Project's potential impacts to the existing 
conditions. According to the standards adopted by LADOT and described in their December 2016 Traffic 
Study Policies and Procedures, a traffic impact is considered significant if the related increase in the V/C 
value equals or exceeds the thresholds shown in the Table 2.16-4.
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The potential impact for existing plus Project was conducted by adding the Modified Project's traffic to 
the existing traffic. The existing and existing + Project traffic conditions were compared to determine if 
the thresholds of significance in Table 2.16-4 were exceeded. As noted in Table 2.16-5, CMA Summary 
(located later in this section), no significant impacts occur when the Modified Project’s traffic generation 
is added to the existing conditions. This same result was reached for the Approved Project in the MND.

Table 2.16-4
Significant Impact Criteria, City of Los Angeles

LOS Final V/C Value Increase in V/C Value

C 0.701 - 0.800 + 0.040
D 0.801 - 0.900 + 0.020

E and F > 0.901 + 0.010 or more
No significant impacts occur at LOS A or B because intersections operations 
are good and can accommodate additional traffic growth.
Source: Table 6, Traffic Impact Study, Overland Traffic, March 2017.
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, April 2017.

Analysis of Future Traffic Conditions

Future traffic volume projections have been developed to analyze the traffic conditions after completion 
of other planned land developments including the Modified Project. Pursuant to the City of Los Angeles 
traffic impact guidelines, the following steps have been taken to develop the future traffic volume 
estimates:

(a) Existing 2017 traffic based on May 20, 2015, May 28, 2015, August 25, 2015, September 16, 
2015, April 20, 2016, and May 12, 2016 conditions increased by 1% per year for 2017;

(b) Traffic in (a) + ambient growth (1 % per year increase per LADOT based on LA County CMP 
2010) to year 2019;

(c) Traffic in (b) + related Projects (without Project scenario);

(d) Traffic in (c) with the proposed Project traffic (with Project scenario);

(e) Traffic in (d) + the proposed traffic mitigation, if necessary.

The future cumulative analysis includes other development projects located within the study area that are 
either under construction or brought to the attention of the City as planned for future development. As 
part of this analysis, the related project information was obtained from the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation and City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning34 and City of West

34 From LADOT Case Files and Planning Website, Updated January 2017.
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Hollywood. It should be noted that neither this Modified Project, nor any actions taken by the City 
regarding this Modified Project have a direct bearing on the other proposed related projects. The locations 
of the related projects are shown in Figure 9 (included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to 
this Addendum) and described in Table 8 (included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this 
Addendum). The number of trips added to the area by the related projects alone is displayed in Figure 10 
(included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this Addendum).

To evaluate future traffic conditions with the related projects, estimates of the peak hour trips generated 
were developed. The potential traffic growth in the future at the study intersections has been determined 
by adding the existing traffic volume, ambient traffic growth of 1% per year and traffic from the other 
related development projects. This is a conservative analysis because CEQA Guidelines Section 15130 
requires a list or growth percentage and the analysis is doing both. Future cumulative “without project” 
peak hour traffic volume estimates are shown in Figure 11 for the AM Peak Hour and Figure 12 for the 
PM Peak Hour (figures included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this Addendum).

The traffic conditions created by the ambient traffic growth plus the other related development projects 
are shown in Table 2.16-5, CMA Summary (later in this section). Comparing the changes in the traffic 
conditions between the future without Project and future with Project provides the necessary information 
to determine if the Modified Project’s projected traffic increases have the potential to create a significant 
impact on any of the study intersections.

Project Impacts

Construction

As was true for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's construction worker vehicles would park in 
the existing parking lots around the Project Site and onsite. Temporary impacts to pedestrian safety could 
occur during construction, especially on Ivar, De Longpre, and Cahuenga. The alley is not a highly 
impacted pedestrian corridor and is primarily used for vehicle access to the adjacent uses. The Modified 
Project incorporates Mitigation Measures 16-1 and 16-2, the same as the Approved Project. These 
measures will ensure the safety of pedestrians and other vehicles in general, as the construction area could 
create hazards of incompatible/slow-moving construction and haul vehicles. The intervening structures 
and redundant street network ensure that construction activities do not have the potential to impact the 
normal operation of any school, including bus routes and pedestrian walkways. As is true for the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project's construction activities would be limited to on-site work. Those 
construction activities do not have the potential to impact the normal operation of any school, including 
bus routes and pedestrian walkways. Haul trucks and delivery trucks would access the Project Site from 
Cahuenga or Ivar, generally from Sunset, which is not near any schools. The general haul route is 
described in Section 2, Project Description, of this Addendum. Therefore, like the Approved Project and 
for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would create no construction 
impact . Therefore, no new or substantially greater construction impacts would occur as a result of the 
changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-107



City of Los Angeles

Operation

Traffic conditions after completion of the Project have been calculated by adding the Modified Project's 
volume to the future without Project traffic volume. The traffic impact of the added Modified Project 
traffic at the study intersections is shown in Table 2.16-5, CMA Summary, by the comparison of the 
future without Project and future with Project traffic conditions at the study intersection. The significant 
impact criteria were applied to the future traffic conditions.

As shown in Table 2.16-5, no significant traffic impact occur. This same conclusion was reached for the 
Approved Project in the MND. Therefore, no new or substantially greater operational impacts would 
occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project. It should be 
noted that the impact analysis does not consider any changes to the existing intersection configuration 
(i.e., future roadway improvements). Future cumulative “with Project” peak hour traffic volumes are 
shown in Figure 13 for the AM Peak Hour and Figure 14 for the PM Peak Hour (figures included in the 
Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this Addendum).
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Table 2.16-5 
CMA Summary

Existing Existing + Project Future (2019) No Project Future (2019) + ProjectPeak
HourNo. Intersection Significant

CMA LOS CMA LOS Impact Significant CMA LOS CMA LOS Impact
AM D 0.883

0.758
D + 0.003 

+ 0.003
No 1.000

0.934
E 1.001 F + 0.001 

+ 0.003
NoHighland Avenue and 

Sunset Boulevard
0.880
0.7551

PM C C No E 0.937 E No
AM 0.867

0.804
D 0.868

0.808
D + 0.001 

+ 0.004
No 0.991 E 0.992

1.005
E + 0.001 

+ 0.004
NoHighland Avenue and 

Santa Monica Boulevard2 PM D D No 1.001 F D No
AM 0.881

0.657
D 0.885

0.659
D + 0.004 

+ 0.002
No 1.087

0.867
F 1.091 F + 0.004 

+ 0.002
NoCahuenga Boulevard and 

Hollywood Boulevard3 PM B B No D 0.869 D No
AM 0.820

0.728
D 0.827

0.733
D + 0.007 

+ 0.005
No 0.974

0.915
E 0.980

0.921
E + 0.006 

+ 0.006
NoCahuenga Boulevard and 

Sunset Boulevard4
PM C C No E E No
AM 0.481

0.519
0.504
0.531

A + 0.023 
+ 0.012

No 0.637
0.728

B 0.666
0.740

B + 0.029 
+ 0.012

NoCahuenga Boulevard and 
De Longpre Avenue

A5 APM A No C C No
AM 0.685

0.673
B 0.690

0.679
B + 0.005 

+ 0.006
No 0.829

0.879
D 0.834

0.886
D + 0.005 

+ 0.007
NoCahuenga Boulevard and 

Fountain Avenue6
PM B B No D D No
AM 0.745

0.650
C 0.752

0.657
C + 0.007 

+ 0.007
No 0.935

0.985
E 0.941

0.992
E + 0.006 

+ 0.007
NoCahuenga Boulevard and 

Santa Monica Boulevard7 EPM B B No E No
AM 0.776

0.741
C 0.778

0.750
C + 0.002 

+ 0.009
No 0.921

0.929
E 0.923

0.938
E + 0.002 

+ 0.009
NoVine Street and 

Hollywood Boulevard8 EPM C C No E No
AM 0.827

0.874
D 0.838

0.877
D + 0.011 

+ 0.003
No 0.985

1.064
E 0.994

1.070
E + 0.009 

+ 0.006
NoVine Street and Sunset 

Boulevard9
PM D D No F F No
AM 0.497

0.570
A 0.503

0.583
A + 0.006 

+ 0.013
No 0.626

0.717
B 0.633

0.726
B + 0.007 

+ 0.009
NoVine Street and De 

Longpre Avenue10 PM A A No C C No
AM 0.727

0.789
C 0.730

0.791
C + 0.003 

+ 0.002
No 0.823

0.909
D 0.827

0.911
D + 0.004 

+ 0.002
NoVine Street and Fountain 

Avenue11 PM C C No E E No
AM 0.883

0.887
0.885
0.891

D + 0.002 
+ 0.004

No 1.059
1.057

F 1.061 F + 0.002 
+ 0.004

NoVine Street and Santa 
Monica Boulevard

D12 DPM D No F 1.061 F No
Source: Table 4, Project Description Change, Overland Traffic, October 2, 2017. 
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.
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Traffic Signal Analysis

The intersections of Fountain Avenue and McCadden Place, Fountain Avenue and Las Palmas Avenue 
and De Longpre Avenue and Ivar Avenue were evaluated for the potential future need for a traffic signal. 
The traffic control for the intersections are currently stopped in all four directions (all-way stop control). 
The State of California has established “Warrants” to determine if traffic signal control is required at an 
intersection. The signal analysis was conducted incorporating size of the community, traffic volumes, lane 
configurations, speed limits, distance to other controls, peak hour delay, accidents, number of pedestrians 
and bicyclists, and percentage of trucks.

It is common traffic engineering practice to use the Signal Warrant Analysis as a tool to determine if a 
traffic signal is needed. Meeting one or even more than one traffic signal warrant does not necessarily 
mean that a traffic signal is the best solution to improve traffic conditions at a location. Other items are 
also considered including potential degradation to progression, alternative improvements such as 
widening or other traffic controls. The input information for the signal analysis is similar to the 
intersection analysis. A minimum of eight hours of traffic data are considered for potentially meeting 
traffic signal warrants. The eight hours of traffic data collected was entered into the software, 
comparisons to the relevant tables and graphs were conducted to determine if a traffic signal was 
warranted. The traffic lanes, traffic volumes, trucks, pedestrians, bicycles, peak hour factor as indicated in 
the count information and the count information + project were used in the signal analysis. A brief 
explanation of each of the warrants is provided below. 35

Warrant 1 - Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume

There are two conditions for this warrant. Condition A is the Minimum Vehicular Volume Warrant 
intended for applications at intersections where a large volume of traffic is the principal reason to 
consider a new traffic signal. Condition B is the Interruption of Continuous Traffic intended for use at 
intersection where the Minimum Vehicular Volume warrant is not likely to be met but the main street 
volumes are high and create excessive delay or conflict for minor street traffic. Either or both conditions 
may be met for this warrant to be satisfied.

Warrant 2 - Four Hour Vehicular Volume

This warrant’s conditions are intended to be met when the high volume of peak hour intersecting traffic is 
the primary reason for the need of a traffic signal. Four hours of data are evaluated under this warrant.

Warrant 3 - Peak Hour

The Peak Hour Warrant is intended for use at a location where the minor street encounters undue delay 
when entering or crossing the major street for a at least one hour of a typical day.

35 Based on Warrants 8 User Guide — Copyright 2011 Trafficware Ltd. Page 5-29
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Warrant 4 - Pedestrian Volume

Two conditions are required to be met for the Pedestrian Volume warrant to be considered met. At least 
100 pedestrians are required for a minimum of four hours or at least 190 pedestrians within one hour. The 
second condition checks if a new signal will restrict traffic flow and if there are adequate gaps for 
pedestrians to cross. The Pedestrian Volume warrant is intended for use when high volumes of 
pedestrians encounter extensive delay in crossing a high volume major street.

Warrant 5 - School Crossing

This warrant is for use when school children are crossing a major street. The age group of the pedestrians 
crossing this intersection was not collected. Therefore, in order to attempt a conservative evaluation of the 
intersection, all pedestrians were considered school children for this warrant analysis. The School 
Crossing Warrant is intended for use where school children crossing the intersection are the primary 
reason for considering installation of a new traffic signal.

Warrant 6 - Coordinated Signal System

Occasionally, in order to maintain proper progressive movement of vehicles through a signal system, it is 
necessary to install a new traffic signal at a location where it would not otherwise be necessary.

Warrant 7 - Crash Experience

Locations where there are frequent and severe accidents are occasionally considered for installation for a 
traffic signal if such installation will reduce the frequency and/or severity of the accidents.

Warrant 8 - Roadway Network

This Warrant uses information from Warrants 1, 2 and 3. It would be met if the new traffic signal would 
encourage concentration and organization of traffic flow on a roadway network.

Signal warrant analysis was conducted under future conditions with Modified Project. Signal warrant 
analysis of the intersection of all three intersections indicates that none of the traffic signal warrants are 
met with the future traffic conditions with the project. The detailed signal warrant sheets are provided in 
included in the Traffic Impact Analysis, as Appendix I-1 to this Addendum. A summary of the findings is 
presented in Table 2.16-6.

Traffic Impact Study Conclusion

The Modified Project's potential construction impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels 
with the incorporated Mitigation Measures MM-16-1 and MM-16-2, which is the same conclusion as 
the MND reached for the Approved Project. No significant impacts would arise and no additional traffic 
mitigation would be required because the Modified Project’s added traffic volume would not significantly 
impact any of the study intersections. This is the same conclusion as with the Approved Project.
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The results of the traffic analysis were evaluated and approved by the LADOT in a letter dated March 24, 
2017.

Table 2.16-6
Summary of Warrant Analysis

Future Without Project Future With Project
Fountain / 
McCadden

Fountain / 
Las Palmas

De Longpre 
/ Ivar

Fountain / 
McCadden

Fountain / 
Las Palmas

De Longpre 
/ Ivar

Warrant 1 Eight-Hour 
Vehicular Volume Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Warrant 2 Four-Hour 
Vehicular Volume Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Warrant 3 Peak Hour Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met
Warrant 4 Pedestrian 
Volume Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Warrant 5 School 
Crossing Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Warrant 6 Coordinated 
Signal System Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Warrant 7 Crash 
Experience Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Warrant 8 Roadway 
Network Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met Not Met

Source: Table 11, Traffic Impact Study, Overland Traffic, March 2017. 
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, April 2017.

Mitigation Measures

Transportation (Haul Route)MM-16-1

• The developer shall install appropriate construction related traffic signs around the 
site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety.

• Projects involving the import/export of 20,000 cubic yards or more of dirt shall 
obtain haul route approval by the Department of Building and Safety.

• Applicant shall plan construction and construction staging as to maintain pedestrian 
access on adjacent sidewalks throughout all construction phases. This requires the 
applicant to maintain adequate and safe pedestrian protection, including physical 
separation (including utilization of barriers such as K-Rails or scaffolding, etc) from 
work space and vehicular traffic, and overhead protection, due to sidewalk closure or 
blockage, at all times.
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Pedestrian SafetyMM-16-2

• Temporary pedestrian facilities should be adjacent to the project site and provide 
safe, accessible routes that replicate as nearly as practical the most desirable 
characteristics of the existing facility.

• Covered walkways should be provided where pedestrians are exposed to potential 
injury from falling objects.

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including 
but not limited to level of service standard and travel demand measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. No 
substantial changes between the Approved and Modified Projects affecting this threshold would occur.

The Congestion Management Program (CMP) was adopted to monitor regional traffic growth and related 
transportation improvements. The CMP designated a transportation network including all state highways 
and some arterials within the County to be monitored by local jurisdictions. If LOS standards deteriorate 
on the CMP network, then local jurisdictions must prepare a deficiency plan to be in conformance with 
the program. Local jurisdictions found to be in nonconformance with the CMP risk the loss of state gas 
tax funding. For purposes of the CMP LOS analysis, an increase in the freeway volume by 150 vehicles 
per hour during the am or pm peak hours in any direction requires further analysis. A substantial change 
in freeway segments is defined as an increase or decrease of 2% in the demand to capacity ratio when at 
LOS F. For purposes of CMP intersections, an increase of 50 vehicles or more during the AM or PM Peak 
requires further analysis.

The intersection of Santa Monica and Highland Avenue is the nearest CMP intersection. This CMP 
intersection is approximately three quarters of a mile from the Project Site. It is anticipated that a 
conservative maximum of 10% of the Modified Project's trips will go through the intersection during the 
peak periods which would equate to 13 trips during the PM Peak Hour. This is below the CMP 
significance threshold 50 vehicles or more added during the peak hours. The Modified Project's volumes 
on the area freeways are anticipated to be dispersed throughout the system. The Project Site is closest to 
the Hollywood Freeway. It is anticipated that, conservatively, no more than 20% of the Modified Project's 
volumes will be using any one segment of the freeway. The maximum number of freeway trips on any 
one freeway would then be 34 vehicles during the peak hours. This amount of traffic is below the 
threshold needed for further evaluation. No CMP intersection or freeway impacts are anticipated. 
Therefore, the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact, which is the same conclusion
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as the MND reached for the Approved Project. Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts would 
occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

c) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: No Impact.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in no impact on air traffic patterns. As the 
MND explained, the Project Site does not contain any aviation-related uses and the Approved Project 
does not include development of any aviation-related uses. As such, the MND concluded, due to its nature 
and scope, development of the Approved Project would not have the potential to result in a change in air 
traffic patterns. The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved 
Project and would develop the same uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project. Therefore, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
result in no impact related to air traffic patterns. Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts would 
occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

d) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves 
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Pedestrian Safety

The MND noted that the Approved Project could create temporary impacts to pedestrian safety during 
construction, especially on Ivar, De Longpre, and Cahuenga, but not on the alley, which is not a highly 
impacted pedestrian corridor and is primarily used for vehicle access to the adjacent uses. The MND also 
explained that construction would involve haul truck trips along a haul route. However, the Approved 
Project's potentially significant construction impacts would be reduced to a less-than-significant level 
with incorporation of Mitigation Measures 16-1 and 16-2, listed above, as these measures will ensure the 
safety of pedestrians and other vehicles in general, despite the construction area's potential hazards of 
incompatible/slow-moving construction and haul vehicles. Additionally, the Approved Project would 
provide a parking and driveway plan for review and approval by LADOT. As such, the MND concluded 
that the Approved Project's potential construction impacts related to such hazards would be reduced to 
less than significant.

As discussed above, the Modified Project's construction impacts would be similar to those of the 
Approved Project, and it also incorporates Mitigation Measure MM-16-1 and MM-16-2, listed above, to 
ensure the safety of pedestrians and other vehicles in general, to reduce the hazards of incompatible/slow-
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moving construction and haul vehicles. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as 
for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's potential construction impacts would be reduced to less 
than significant. Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Proximity to a School

The MND identified the school closest to the Project Site, and concluded that neither construction nor 
operation of the Approved Project could create increased hazards for the school. As the MND explained, 
the distance and intervening residential and commercial buildings between the school and the Project Site 
would shield the school's activities (e.g., bus and pedestrian routes) from interference from construction 
activities, particularly since the haul route would not run near any school. As such, construction of the 
Approved Project would create no impact on the school. Similarly, during operation, the access points to 
the Project Site would not affect traffic in the area and the Approved Project itself does not include any 
dangerous curves, hazardous design feature or incompatible uses. As such, operation of the Approved 
Project would not create any impact.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and with the same uses (hotel and 
commercial) as the Approved Project. The access points would be the same. As such, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not create any 
hazards impacts related to nearby schools. Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts would occur 
as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to 
emergency access. As the MND explained, the Approved Project would provide adequate parking for its 
uses, and a loading dock accessed from the alley. Emergency access would be provided by the existing 
roadway system, which, as the MND's prior analyses had demonstrated, would not be adversely affected 
by the Approved Project's traffic. Finally, the Approved Project's driveway widths and aisles would 
comply with LAMC and Fire Code requirements.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would provide adequate parking for its uses, a loading 
dock accessed from the alley, and driveway widths and aisles designed in compliance with LAMC and 
Fire Code requirements. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to emergency access. 
Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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f) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public 
transit, bicycles, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of 
such facilities?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Public Transit

As is true for the Approved Project, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro) provides bus service via Metro bus lines 2/302 and 210. The Metro Red Line provides rail service 
to Downtown Los Angeles, Koreatown, Hollywood, and North Hollywood. The Project Site is located 
approximately 2,000 feet southwest of the Hollywood/Vine Station. Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT) provides bus service via the DASH Hollywood and Beachwood Canyon lines at 
the corner of Sunset and Vine Street. 36

Transit Analysis

As per Congestion Management Program (CMP) 2008 guidelines, person trips can be estimated by 
multiplying the total trips generated by 1.4. The trips assigned to transit may be calculated by multiplying 
the person trips generated by 3.5%. The CMP Transit trip generation calculation for the Modified Project 
is displayed in Table 2.16-7. This level of transit increase is not expected to adversely affect the current 
ridership of the transit services in the area. The Modified Project would not create any significant impacts 
on the transit facilities, which is the same conclusion as the MND reached for the Approved Project.

Table 2.16-7 
Transit Trips

Trips Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Project Trips 1,875 102 138

Person Trips (x 1.4) 2,625 143 181

Transit Trips (person trips x 3.5%) 92 5 7

Source: Table 13, Traffic Impact Study, Overland Traffic, March 2017. Modified to reflect the 
trip generation in Project Description Change, Overland Traffic, October 2, 2017 
Table by CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

36 LADOT, DASH Hollywood: http://www.ladottransit.com/dash/routes/hollvwood/hollywood.php
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Bicycles

As the MND explained, the City of Los Angeles adopted a 2010 Bicycle Master Plan to encourage 
alternative modes of transportation throughout the City of Los Angeles. The Master Plan was developed 
to provide a network system that is safe and efficient to use in coordination with the vehicle and 
pedestrian traffic on the City street systems. The Master Plan has mapped out the existing, funded and 
potential future Bicycle Paths, Bicycle Lanes, and Bicycle Routes. A brief definition of the bicycle 
facilities is provided below:

• Bicycle Path - A bicycle path is facility that is separated from the vehicular traffic for the exclusive 
use of the cyclist (although sometimes combined with a pedestrian lane). The designated path can be 
completely separated from vehicular traffic or cross the vehicular traffic with right-of-way assigned 
through signals or stop signs.

• Bicycle Lane - A bicycle lane is typically provided on street with a designated lane striped on the 
street for the exclusive use of the cyclist. The bicycle lanes are occasionally curbside, outside the 
parking lane, or along a right turn lane at intersections.

• Bicycle Route - A bicycle route is a designated route in a cycling system where the cyclist shares the 
lane with the vehicle. Cyclist would follow the route and share the right-of-way with the vehicle.

The City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 has identified a Bicycle Enhanced Network. The Mobility 
Plan indicates that Tier 2 bicycle lanes are more likely to be built by 2035 than Tier 3 lanes. This plan 
entails roadways be improved with bike detectors at actuated signals.

Cahuenga Boulevard is identified as part of the neighborhood bikeway network. Hollywood Boulevard, 
Sunset Boulevard, and Cahuenga Boulevard are all identified as study corridors for bikeways.

The Modified Project would not impede development of bicycle facilities under the Master Plan and 
would itself provide adequate bicycle parking. Therefore, impacts to bicycle transportation would be less 
than significant, which is the same conclusion as the MND reached for the Approved Project.

Pedestrian Facilities

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less-than-significant impact on pedestrian 
facilities. As the MND explained, the Approved Project's construction activities are expected to be fully 
contained within the Project Site and are not expected to impede access to the sidewalks around the Site. 
Temporary fencing will be provided to protect pedestrians from the construction site activities. During 
operation, the Approved Project would not impact any sidewalks. There is a controlled/lighted crosswalk 
at the intersection of Cahuenga / De Longpre and an uncontrolled crossing at Ivar / De Longpre. There are 
no public benches or seating along the sidewalks around the Site. The MND further concluded that the 
Approved Project will not conflict with public transit, bicycles, or pedestrian facilities.
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The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. Like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project's construction activities are expected to be fully contained within 
the Project Site and are not expected to impede access to the sidewalks around the Project Site. 
Temporary fencing will be provided to protect pedestrians from the construction activities at the Project 
Site. During operation, the Modified Project would not impact any sidewalks. As is true for the Approved 
Project, these is a controlled/lighted crosswalk at the intersection of Cahuenga / De Longpre and an 
uncontrolled crossing at Ivar / De Longpre. There are no public benches or seating along the sidewalks 
around the Project Site. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project will not conflict with public 
transit, bicycles, or pedestrian facilities. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as 
for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's impacts would be less than significant.

Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts would occur related to public transit, bicycles or 
pedestrian facilities as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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17. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?

Approved Project: Not a CEQA Category during previous analysis.

Modified Project: No Impact.

The Project Site is a fully developed existing infill site that no longer contains any natural features or 
landscapes. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project includes demolition of the existing office 
building and surface parking lot, but, as explained in Section 3.5 of the MND and of this Addendum, the 
existing development does not constitute or include historic resources as defined by CEQA. As both the 
MND and this Addendum explain in their respective Sections 3.5, the existing building has not been 
identified as requiring Historic Preservation Review37 or on the City’s Historic Places LA map.38 An 
Intensive Historic Resource Survey in the Hollywood Redevelopment Project Area identified the Project 
Site as category 6Z39 (Found ineligible for National Register, California Register or local designation 
through survey evaluation).40 Additionally, the existing building has been significantly altered and retains 
little or no integrity. Alterations include altered facades, entrances, and decorative elements.41 Therefore, 
development of the Modified Project would create no impact on the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), as is true for the 
Approved Project.

37 ZIMAS search for 1400 Cahuenga: http://zimas.lacity.org/

38 Historic Places LA: http://www.historicplacesla.org/map

39 Intensive Historic Resource Survey: http://preservation.lacity.org/files/Hollywood_CRA_Survey_Index_0.pdf

40 Making SurveyLA Evaluations: http://preservation.lacity.org/files/Making%20SurveyLA%20Evaluations.pdf

41 Survey LA: http://preservation.lacity.org/files/Hollywood_DPR_Forms_Individual_Resources_6Z_2_of_3.pdf
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b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the 
resource to a California Native American tribe.

Approved Project: Not a CEQA Category during previous analysis.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Approved by Governor Brown on September 25, 2014, Assembly Bill 52 (AB52) establishes a formal 
consultation process for California Native American Tribes to identify potential significant impacts to 
Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074, as part of CEQA. 
Effective July 1, 2015, AB 52 applies to projects that file a Notice of Preparation of an MND or EIR on or 
after July 1, 2015. PRC Section 21084.2 now establishes that a project with an effect that may cause a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of a TCR is a project that may have a significant effect on 
the environment. To help determine whether a project may have such an effect, PRC Section 21080.3.1 
requires a lead agency to consult with any California Native American tribe that requests consultation and 
is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project. That consultation 
must take place prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or 
environmental impact report for a project. As a result of AB 52, the following must take place: 1) 
prescribed notification and response timelines; 2) consultation on alternatives, resource identification, 
significance determinations, impact evaluation, and mitigation measures; and 3) documentation of all 
consultation efforts to support CEQA findings for the administrative record.

Under AB 52, if a lead agency determines that a project may cause a substantial adverse change to a TCR, 
the lead agency must consider measures to mitigate that impact. PRC Section 21074 provides a definition 
of a TCR. In brief, in order to be considered a TCR, a resource must be either: 1) listed, or determined to 
be eligible for listing, on the national, State, or local register of historic resources, or 2) a resource that the 
lead agency chooses, in its discretion supported by substantial evidence, to treat as a TCR. In the latter 
instance, the lead agency must determine that the resource meets the criteria for listing in the State 
register of historic resources or City Designated Cultural Resource. In applying those criteria, a lead 
agency shall consider the value of the resource to the tribe.

As specified in AB 52, lead agencies must provide notice to tribes that are traditionally and culturally 
affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project if the tribe has submitted a written request to be 
notified. The tribe must respond to the lead agency within 30 days of receipt of the notification if it 
wishes to engage in consultation on the project, and the lead agency must begin the consultation process 
within 30 days of receiving the request for consultation.

As discussed in Section 3.5b of the MND and in Section 3.5b of this Addendum, above, the Project Site 
does not contain any known archaeological sites or archaeological survey areas. In addition, like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project incorporates Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-1,
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which would protect any potential archaeological resources that are discovered during excavation, and 
Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-5-3, which would protect any human remains discovered.

To ensure any unforeseen and inadvertent discovery of a TCR would not result in any potentially 
significant impact, Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-17-1 has been provided to provide that, 
should objects or artifacts that may be TCRs be encountered during the course of any ground-disturbance 
activities, all such activities would temporarily cease on the Project Site until potential TCRs are properly 
assessed following specific protocol required by the Department of City Planning. Therefore, with its 
incorporation of Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-5-1, RCM-5-3, and RCM-17-1, the Modified 
Project would have a less than significant impact on the significance of a resource determined by the lead 
agency to be a significant TCR.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-17-1 In the event that objects or artifacts that may be Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) are 
encountered during the course of any ground-disturbance activities, all such activities 
would temporarily cease on the Project Site until potential TCRs are properly assessed 
following specific protocol required by the Department of City Planning.
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18. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

This section is based on the following letters, included as Appendix J of this Addendum:

Response from Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, September 3, 2015.J-1

Response from Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, December 16, 2015.J-2

Response from Southern California Gas Company, July 20, 2015.J-3

The Modified Project incorporates all of the Mitigation Measures and Regulatory Compliance Measures 
(listed below) that are incorporated into the Approved Project.

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact related to 
causing an exceedance of wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, which is the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LAWQCB). The MND 
explained that the Project Site is located within the service area of the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP), 
operated by the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Bureau of Sanitation (LABS). The HTP 
is a public facility subject to the state's wastewater treatment requirements. Its facilities treat wastewater 
consistent with LAWQCB's discharge policies for Santa Monica Bay, and which has sufficient remaining 
capacity to handle both the Approved Project's demand and cumulative demand with the Approved 
Project. Additionally, the Approved Project's uses would discharge effluents typical of commercial and 
hotel uses in the area.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would also have a less than significant impact related to 
causing an exceedance of wastewater treatment requirements of the LAWQCB. The Modified Project 
would also be served by the HTP and proposed the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the 
Approved Project, so its hotel and commercial discharge would also be typical of the area. As such, like 
the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
have a less than significant impact with regard to exceedance of wastewater treatment requirements. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to wastewater treatment requirements are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.
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b) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Like the Approved Project, with incorporated Mitigation Measures MM-18-1 and MM-18-242 and 
Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-18-1, the Modified Project would result in less than significant 
impacts with respect to requiring or resulting in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which would cause significant 
environmental effects. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to water and wastewater 
treatment facilities are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts 
would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Wastewater Generation, Treatment Facilities, and Existing Infrastructure

The MND explained that the Approved Project would generate a net total of approximately 21,669 
gallons per day (gpd), or 0.021 million gallons per day (mgd), of wastewater from its hotel and 
commercial uses. It described the municipal wastewater services provided by LABS and the sewer 
infrastructure serving the Project Site, and reported that the Project Site is currently adequately served by 
the existing wastewater conveyance system. The MND concluded that because the wastewater generated 
by the Approved Project's uses would be typical of that generated by the hotel and commercial uses in the 
area, without industrial discharges, because there is existing project-level and cumulative capacity at the 
HTP, and because the Approved Project must comply with water conservation measures required by City 
ordinance (such as installation of low-flow toilets and plumbing fixtures, limits on hose washing of cars 
in driveways and parking areas, etc.), the Approved Project would not create the need for new or 
expanded wastewater treatment facilities. In addition, the incorporated Mitigation Measure MM-18-1, 
set forth below, requiring the Applicant to build sewer lines, and mitigate any traffic and safety impacts 
from street closures in connection therewith, should the City through its permit process determine that the 
capacity of the local and trunk lines are insufficient to accommodate the Approved Project's wastewater 
flows during construction and operation, further ensures that the Approved Project's impacts will be less 
than significant.

As shown on Table 2.18-1, Modified Project Estimated Wastewater Generation, it is estimated the 
Modified Project would generate a net total of approximately 27,523 gallons per day (gpd) (or 0.028 
mgd) of wastewater, which represents an increase of approximately 5,854 gpd as compared to the 
Approved Project. For the reasons stated in Section 18a, above, the HTP can accommodate this level of 
increase.

42 Listed as 17-1 and 17-2 in the Approved MND. The renumbering is to accommodate the newly added Section 
17. Tribal Cultural Resources.
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Table 2.18-1
Modified Project Estimated Wastewater Generation

Land Use Size Wastewater Generation Rates Total (gpd)

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 120 gallons / 1,000 sf (1,279)

Existing (1,279)

Project

Hotel 120 gallons / room220 rooms 26,400

Lobby 778 sf 50 gallons / 1,000 sf 39

542 sf 200 gallons / 1,000 sfGym 108

Pool 15 x 40 feet 100 gallons / day 273

2,723 sf 300 gallons / 1,000 sfRestaurant 817

Bars (courtyard + rooftop) 1,618 sf 720 gallons / 1,000 sf 1,165

Proposed 28,802

Total Increase (Proposed - Existing) 27,523

Note: sf = square feet; gpd = gallons per day
Rates: Sewage Generation Factor, effective date April 6, 2012: http://lacitvsan.org/fmd/pdf/sfcfeerates.pdf.
Retail (less than 100,000 sf) rate used.
Includes amount to fill the pool twice per year, pro-rated by daily amount. Pool water loss due to evaporation is 
estimated at 100 gallons per day: http://www.americanleakdetection.com/swimming-pool-water-loss-
calculator.php
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. Like the 
Approved Project, the wastewater generated by the Modified Project's uses would be typical of that 
generated by the hotel and commercial uses in the area, without industrial discharges. Like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project must comply with water conservation measures required by City ordinance 
(such as installation of low-flow toilets and plumbing fixtures, limits on hose washing of cars in 
driveways and parking areas, etc.). Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project incorporates 
Mitigation Measure MM-18-1. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would not create the need for new or expanded wastewater 
treatment facilities.

Water Consumption and Treatment Facilities

With respect to water delivery infrastructure, the MND explained that the Approved Project would create 
a net demand of approximately 27,767 gpd from its hotel and commercial uses. It stated that the Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) delivers municipal water services to the Project Site.
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The MND explained that the LADWP should be able to provide or the water needs of the Approved 
Project through the existing water conveyance system, but that the LADWP could not make a final 
determination on the impact on the existing system until the Approved Project's fire flow demand had 
been determined; once that determination had been made through consultation with LADBS and LAFD, 
then LADWP can assess the need for additional facilities, if any, as required by Regulatory Compliance 
Measure RCM-18-1, set forth below, incorporated into the Approved Project. With respect to the 
Approved Project's water treatment facility impacts, the MND concluded they would also be less than 
significant based on the MND's conclusion that the LADWP" Los Angeles Aqueduct Filtration Plant, 
which treats City water prior to its distribution, has sufficient capacity to serve the Approved Project. 
Finally, the MND concluded that incorporation of Mitigation Measure MM-18-2, requiring the 
Applicant to build new water lines, and mitigate the impacts of doing so, should LADWP determine that 
the capacity of the existing water service infrastructure is insufficient to serve the Approved Project, 
would ensure that any impacts that Approved Project may have on the water delivery and treatment 
infrastructure and facilities would be less than significant.

The Modified Project would also incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-18-1 and 
Mitigation Measure MM-18-2. As shown on Table 2.18-2, Modified Project Estimated Water 
Consumption, the Modified Project would create an estimated net demand of approximately 35,161 gpd 
(or 0.035 mgd or 39 acre-feet per year43) of water, which represents an increase of approximately 7,394 
gpd as compared to the Approved Project. Like the Approve Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, with incorporation of Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-18-1 and Mitigation 
Measure MM-18-2, the Modified Project's increase in water demand would have a less than significant 
impact on water delivery and treatment infrastructure and facilities.

Table 2.18-2
Modified Project Estimated Water Consumption

Land Use Size Water Consumption Rates Total (gpd)

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 153.6 gallons / 1,000 sf (1,637)

Existing (1,637)

Project

Hotel 153.6 gallons / room220 rooms 33,792

Lobby 778 sf 64 gallons / 1,000 sf 50

542 sf 256 gallons / 1,000 sfGym 139

Pool 15 x 40 feet 100 gallons / day 279

2,723 sf 384 gallons / 1,000 sfRestaurant 1,046

Bars (courtyard + rooftop) 1,618 sf 922 gallons / 1,000 sf 1,492

43 1 acre foot = 325,851.429 US gallons.
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Table 2.18-2
Modified Project Estimated Water Consumption

Land Use Size Water Consumption Rates Total (gpd)

Proposed 36,798

Total Increase (Proposed - Existing) 35,161

Note: sf = square feet; gpd = gallons per day
Water consumption rates are assumed as 128 percent (nonresidential) and 118 percent (residential) of the 
wastewater generation rates.
Rates: Sewage Generation Factor, effective date April 6, 2012: http://lacitysan.org/fmd/pdf/sfcfeerates.pdf.
Retail (less than 100,000 sf) rate used.
Includes amount to fill the pool twice per year, pro-rated by daily amount. Pool water loss due to evaporation is 
estimated at 100 gallons per day: http://www.americanleakdetection.com/swimming-pool-water-loss-
calculator.php
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Regulatory Compliance Measure

RCM-18-1 Fire Water Flow

The Project Applicant shall consult with the LADBS and LAFD to determine fire flow 
requirements for the Proposed Project, and will contact a Water Service Representative at 
the LADWP to order a Service Advisory Request. This system hydraulic analysis will 
determine if existing LADWP water supply facilities can provide the proposed fire flow 
requirements of the Project. If water main or infrastructure upgrades are required, the 
Applicant would pay for such upgrades, which would be constructed by either the 
Applicant or LADWP.

Mitigation Measures

Wastewater ServiceMM-18-1

As part of the normal construction/building permit process, the Project Applicant shall 
confirm with the City that the capacity of the local and trunk lines are sufficient to 
accommodate the Project’s wastewater flows during the construction and operation 
phases. If the public sewer has insufficient capacity, then the Project Applicant shall be 
required to build sewer lines to a point in the sewer system with sufficient capacity. If 
street closures for construction are required, the Project applicant shall coordinate with 
LADOT on a traffic control plan and have flagmen to facilitate traffic flow and safety 
and minimize interruption to the street and sidewalk.

Water ServiceMM-18-2
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As part of the normal construction/building permit process, the Project Applicant shall 
confirm with the LADWP Water Service Organization (WSO) that the capacity of the 
existing water infrastructure can supply the domestic needs of the Project during the 
construction and operation phases. If the water infrastructure has insufficient capacity, 
then the Project Applicant shall be required to build water lines to a point in the system 
with sufficient capacity. If street closures for construction are required, the Project 
applicant shall coordinate with LADOT on a traffic control plan and have flagmen to 
facilitate traffic flow and safety and minimize interruption to the street and sidewalk.

c) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact with respect to 
requiring or resulting in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or the expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. As the MND 
explained, and as discussed in Section 9 of the MND, discussed in Section 9 of this Addendum, above, 
the Project Site is located in an urban infill setting, and contains existing development already served by 
existing municipal storm water drainage facilities. Like the existing development at the Project Site, the 
Approved Project will develop the entire Project Site, so the amount of impervious surfaces at the Project 
Site affecting site runoff will not change as compared to the existing condition. The MND explained that 
required design criteria, as established in the SUSMP for Los Angeles County and cities in Los Angeles 
County, would be incorporated into the Approved Project to minimize the off-site conveyance of 
pollutants. As discussed in Section 9 of the MND, as discussed in Section 9 of this Addendum, above, the 
Approved Project incorporates Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-9-1, RCM-9-2, and RCM-9-4 
and Mitigation Measures MM-6-1 and MM-6-2, and compliance with applicable provisions of the 
LAMC, including, without limitation, the City's LID requirements, to ensure that the Approved Project's 
impacts on runoff water quality will be less than significant during construction and operation, and that 
construction of the Approved Project itself will not cause significant environmental impacts.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and with the same land uses (hotel and 
commercial) as the Approved Project. Like the Approved Project, required design criteria, as established 
in the SUSMP for Los Angeles County and cities in Los Angeles County, would be incorporated into the 
Modified Project to minimize the off-site conveyance of pollutants. Like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-9-1, RCM-9-2, and 
RCM-9-4 and Mitigation Measures MM-6-1 and MM-6-2, and would comply with applicable 
provisions of the LAMC, including, without limitation, the City's LID requirements, to ensure that the 
Modified Project's potential impacts on runoff water quality would be less than significant during 
construction and operation, and that construction of the Modified Project itself would not cause
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significant environmental impacts. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for 
the Approved Project, construction and operation of the Modified Project would have a less than 
significant impact with respect to requiring or resulting in the construction of new storm water drainage 
facilities or the expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects.

d) Would the project have significant water supplies available to serve the project from 
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact related to water 
supplies. As a preliminary matter, the MND explained that a water supply assessment was not required to 
be obtained for the Approved Project under either SB 221 or SB 610 because he Approved Project did not 
meet the minimum requirements under either statutory scheme. The MND then discussed the state's then- 
current drought emergency conditions and the Governor's Executive Order B-29-15 requiring, among 
other actions, reduced water usage measures implemented locally by the LADWP. The MND concluded 
that, with incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18- 2, RCM-18-3 and RCM-18-4, set 
forth below, the Approved Project's net estimated water demand of approximately 31 acre-feet per year 
(AFY) could be accommodated by the LADWP and its water wholesaler, the Metropolitan Water District 
(MWD).

The Modified proposes the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project, and would 
incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18- 2, RCM-18-3 and RCM-18-4, set forth 
below. The Modified Project's net estimated water demand would be approximately 39 AFY, representing 
an increase of approximately 7 AFY as compared to the Approved Project. This increase would be 
accommodated by the LADWP supplies. The Approved Project's demand was measured, in part, against 
the LADWP's 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) in the MND, which was the UWMP in 
force at that time. The LADWP's 2015 Urban Water Management Plan was adopted in June 2016 and 
projects a total demand of 611,800 AFY in 2020 and 644,700,000 AFY in 2025.44 Like the 2010 UWMP, 
the 2015 UWMP forecasts water demand by estimating baseline water consumption by use (single family, 
multifamily, commercial/government, industrial), then adjusting for projected changes in socioeconomic 
variables (including personal income, family size, conservation effects) and projected growth of different 
uses, but based on SCAG 2012 RTP,45 rather than SCAG's 2008 RTP on which the 2010 UWMP was 
based as discussed in the MND. Like the 2008 RTP, the 2012 RTP models local and regional population, 
housing supply and jobs using a model accounting for job availability by wage and sector and 
demographic trends (including household size, birth and death rates, migration patterns and life

44 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, Los Angeles, pg. ES-23.

45 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, Los Angeles, pgs. 1-12:
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expectancy).46 Like the 2010 UWMP and the 2008 RTP, neither the Urban Water Management Plan 
forecasts, nor the 2012 RTP include parcel-level zoning and land use designation as an input. As the 
MND concluded with respect to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not materially alter 
socioeconomic variables or projected growth by use, and does not propose a General Plan Amendment or 
Zone Change. As is true for the Approved Project, any shortfall in LADWP controlled supplies 
(groundwater, recycled, conservation, LA aqueduct) is offset with MWD purchases to rise to the level of 
demand. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, with 
incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18-2, RCM-18-3 and RCM-18-4, set forth 
below, the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact related to water supplies.

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-18-2 Water Efficiency Requirements

The Project shall implement all applicable mandatory measures within the LA Green 
Building Code that would have the effect of reducing the Project’s water use.

RCM-18-3 Landscape

The Project shall comply with Ordinance No. 170,978 (Water Management Ordinance), 
which imposes numerous water conservation measures in landscape, installation, and 
maintenance (e.g., use drip irrigation and soak hoses in lieu of sprinklers to lower the 
amount of water lost to evaporation and overspray, set automatic sprinkler systems to 
irrigate during the early morning or evening hours to minimize water loss due to 
evaporation, and water less in the cooler months and during the rainy season).

RCM-18-4 LID Ordinance and Stormwater BMPs

The Project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Low Impact Development 
Ordinance (City Ordinance No. 181,899) and implement Best Management Practices that 
have stormwater recharge or reuse benefits for the Project (as applicable and feasible).

e) Would the project 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would result in a less than significant impact with respect 
to resulting in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project
46 SCAG, 2008 Regional Transportation Plan Growth Forecast Report, pgs 2-10.
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that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the provider's existing 
commitments. As the MND explained in Section 17b, above, and Section 17c, the Approved Project 
would generate a net total of approximately 21,669 gallons per day (gpd), or 0.021 million gallons per day 
(mgd), of wastewater from its hotel and commercial uses, the wastewater generated by the Approved 
Project's uses would be typical of that generated by the hotel and commercial uses in the area, without 
industrial discharges, and the Approved Project must comply with water conservation measures required 
by City ordinance (such as installation of low-flow toilets and plumbing fixtures, limits on hose washing 
of cars in driveways and parking areas, etc.). The MND concluded that there is existing project-level and 
cumulative treatment and flow capacity at the HTP, and that that capacity would be sufficient to 
accommodate the Approved Project's wastewater treatment demand in addition to the HTP's existing 
demand.

The Modified Project would generate an estimated net total of approximately 27,343 gpd (or 0.027 mgd) 
of wastewater, which represents an increase of approximately 5,674 gpd (or approximately 0.006 mgd, 
rounded) as compared to the Approved Project. This increase in demand would be sufficiently 
accommodated as part of the remaining 88 mgd or 80 percent of treatment capacity currently available at 
HTP. Also, the HTP has sufficient capacity for the Modified Project’s increased flow. As such, like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's impacts to 
wastewater treatment capacity would be less than significant. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts 
related to wastewater treatment capacity are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.

f) Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate 
the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact on landfill 
capacity, because of the availability of landfills with sufficient capacity to take the Approved Project's 
solid wastes generated during construction and operation. The MND identified the landfills and solid 
waste transformation facilities located in Los Angeles County, and reported their respective permitted and 
historic daily intakes, remaining capacities and expected closing dates. It also discussed the County of 
Los Angeles' exploratory measures to convert household trash to renewable energy, biofuels and other 
useful products.

The MND reported that the Approved Project's construction and demolition debris will include concrete, 
asphalt, wood, drywall, metals, and other miscellaneous and composite materials. The MND calculated 
the Approved Project's estimated demolition, construction and soil export (41 tons per day (tpd), 0.43 tpd 
and 25,000 cy, respectively) and concluded that, with incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measure 
RCM-18-6, set forth below, requiring compliance with the requirements of AB 939, the Integrated Waste
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Management Act (requiring each city and county to divert 50 percent of its solid waste from landfill 
disposal through source reduction, recycling and composting), the Approved Project's construction phase 
waste disposal needs would be met.

The MND reported that, during operation, the Approved Project would generate a net total of 
approximately 719 pounds per day (or 0.36 tpd) of solid waste. The MND concluded that, with 
incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18-5 and RCM-18-7, set forth below, and in 
view of the fact that the City exceeded its 75 percent solid waste diversion accelerated goal in 2013 by 1.4 
percent and has set a 90 percent solid waste diversion goal by 2025 that it is also likely to meet or exceed 
based on past performance, the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact during 
operations, as well.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact on landfill 
capacity, because of the availability of landfills with sufficient capacity to take the Modified Project's 
solid wastes generated during construction and operation. With respect to the available facilities, the 
Sunshine Canyon Landfill still has a permitted intake of 12,100 tons per day (tpd) and accepted an 
average of 7,582 tpd (2014 daily average).47 However, it is expected to close in 2037,48 rather than 2034 
as reported in the MND. It still has a remaining daily intake availability of 4,993 tpd, but has 
approximately 96.8 million cubic yards (cy) of remaining capacity out of a total capacity of 140.9 million 
cy,.49 rather than a remaining capacity of 90.870 million cy as reported in the MND. As of September 30, 
2013, as the MND reported, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill accepted approximately 7,800 tpd during the 
week and 3,000 tpd on Saturday (due to reduced hours of operation).50 Space is calculated by volume, 
with 1.7 cubic yards equaling one ton of trash. Projections of capacity are tied to how tightly the trash is 
compacted.51 Therefore, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill has a remaining daily capacity intake of 
approximately 4,300 tpd during each weekday and 9,100 tpd on Saturday.

As the MND reported, there are two solid waste transformation facilities within Los Angeles County. The 
Commerce Refuse-to-Energy Facility still has a permitted intake 1,000 tpd and accepted an average of

47 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2014 Annual Report, December 2015, website: 
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/, Appendix E-2, Table 1, April 11, 2016.

48 23 years remaining life as of 2014 Annual Report, prepared in December 2015.

49 State of California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery, Solid Waste Facility Listing/Details 
Page, Facility/Site Summary Details: Sunshine Canyon City/County Landfill (19-AA-2000), website: 
http://www.calrecvcle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/19-AA-2000/Detail , accessed August 19, 2015.

50 Sunshine Newsletter,
http://www.sunshinecanyonlandfill.com/home/newsletter/fall 2013 newsletter.pdf, accessed August 19, 2015.

Canyon Landfill Fall 2013 (latest newsletter), website:

51 Sunshine Canyon: http://www.sunshinecanyonlandfill.com/home/Future.html, August 27, 2015.
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52337 tpd (2013 daily average), and still has a remaining daily intake availability of 663 tpd. 
Southeast Resource Recovery Facility, located in the City of Long Beach, still has a permitted intake 
2,240 tpd and accepted an average of 1,504 tpd (2013 daily average), and still has a remaining daily 
intake availability of 736 tpd.53 It is still expected that these two facilities will continue to operate at their 
current permitted capacities through the planning period of 2022. The owners and operators of these 
facilities have indicated that there are no plans to increase the daily capacity. The County of Los Angeles 
is still in the process of exploring the use of conversion technologies to reduce future disposal needs as 
well as address global climate change, as the MND reported. These technologies encompass a variety of 
processes that convert normal household trash into renewable energy, biofuels, and other useful products. 
The County has launched the Southern California Conversion Technology Demonstration Project, which 
seeks to promote, evaluate, and establish a demonstration facility for the conversion of solid waste into 
clean energy.54 Additionally, as the MND reported, the County recently completed its final Phase II 
Conversion Technology Evaluation Report, which provides a comprehensive study of existing technology 
suppliers and materials recovery facilities throughout southern California.

The

Construction

As compared to the Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would generate minimal 
additional amounts of construction and demolition debris that would require disposal at area landfills. 
Like the Approved Project, construction and demolition debris includes concrete, asphalt, wood, drywall, 
metals, and other miscellaneous and composite materials. Like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measure RCM-18-6, requiring compliance with 
California Assembly Bill (AB) 939, also known as the Integrated Waste Management Act. As such, much 
of this material would be recycled and salvaged. Materials not recycled would be disposed of at local 
landfills.

Like the Approved Project, demolition of the existing building (10,659 square feet) would produce 
approximately 826 tons of demolition waste and recycling opportunities of raw materials, or 
approximately 41 tons of waste per day over the course of 1 month demolition. Construction of the 
Modified Project's 74,552 square feet of new floor area would generate approximately 150 tons of 
construction waste,55 as compared to the Approved Project's 121 tons of construction waste. Core/shell

52 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2014 Annual Report, December 2015, website: 
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/, Appendix E-2, Table 1, April 11, 2016.

53 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2014 Annual Report, December 2015, website: 
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/, Appendix E-2, Table 1, April 11, 2016.

54 Los Angeles County Phase II Conversion Technology Evaluation Report 
http://www.socalconversion.org/pdfs/LACo Conversion PII Report.pdf, October 8, 2014.

October 2007,

55 Based on 4.02 pounds of nonresidential construction and 4.38 lbs for residential construction per square foot. 
(Source: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Report No. EPA530-98-010. Characterization of Building 
Related Construction and Demolition Debris in the United States, June 1998, Table A-2, page A-1).
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construction of the Modified Project is estimated to take approximately 14 months. Therefore, 
construction of the Modified Project would generate approximately 0.54 tons per day (tpd) of 
construction waste on average throughout the construction phase,56 representing a difference of 0.11 tpd 
as compared to the Approved Project. Soils export for the Modified Project is projected to be 
approximately 33,000 cy, as compared to the Approved Project's 25,000 cy, representing an increase of 
approximately 8,000 cy. It is anticipated that the Modified Project’s increased construction debris (0.09 
tpd, and 8,000 cy of exported dirt, respectively) is a negligible increase that would be accommodated by 
the existing landfills, for the same reasons as are stated in the MND for the Approved Project. As such, 
like the Approve Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, short-term construction 
impacts to landfills and solid waste services will be less than significant.

Operation

As shown on Table 2.18-3, Modified Project Estimated Solid Waste Generation, it is estimated the 
Modified Project would generate a net total of approximately 859 pounds per day (or 0.43 tpd) of solid 
waste, representing an increase of approximately 140 pounds per day (or 0.069 tpd) as compared to the 
Approved Project. Like the Approved Project, with incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measures 
RCM-18-5 and RCM-18-7, set forth below, and given the fact that the City has exceeded its accelerated 
solid waste disposal diversion goal for 2013 and has set a 90 solid waste diversion goal for 2025 that it is 
also likely to meet or exceed, the Modified Project's increase in solid waste generation as compared to the 
Approved Project would be accommodated by the existing landfills, and, like the Approved Project, 
operation of the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact.

Table 2.18-3
Modified Project Estimated Solid Waste

Land Use Size Solid Waste Generation Rates Total (pounds)

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 6 pounds / 1,000 sf (64)

Existing (64)
Project

Hotel 4 pounds / room220 rooms 880

542 sf 3.12 pounds / 100 sfGym 17

2,723 sf 6 pounds / 1,000 sfRestaurant 16

Bars (courtyard + rooftop) 1,618 sf 6 pounds / 1,000 sf 10

Proposed 923

Total Increase (Proposed - Existing) 859

56 14 months x 20 working days per month 280 working days. 150 tons / 280 days 0.54 tons per day.
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Table 2.18-3
Modified Project Estimated Solid Waste

Land Use Size Solid Waste Generation Rates Total (pounds)

Note: sf = square feet
CalRecycle

http://www.calrecvcle.ca.gov/wastechar/wastegenrates/
Office: 6pounds/1,000 sf.
Hotel: 4 pounds/room. Lobby solid waste generation is expected to be minimal due to the areas not being very 
large congregation spaces or providing goods that would be disposed of.
Restaurant: 5pounds/1,000 sf.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Estimated Solid GenerationRates: Waste Rates:

As the MND reported, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill can accept 12,100 tpd (and currently accepts 7,800 
tpd on weekdays and 3,000 tpd on Saturday), and could therefore accommodate the additional 
approximately 0.43 tons per day increase in solid waste resulting from the Project. As the MND further 
reported, in complying with AB 939, the City exceeded its accelerated 75 percent diversion rate goal by 
achieving 76.4 percent,57 and has now set a new goal to achieve a 90 percent diversion by 2025.58 The 
regulatory compliance measure listed below would ensure that solid waste is separated and 
disposed/recycled properly during operation further mitigating any potential solid waste impact from 
Project operations. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved 
Project, operation of the Modified Project would result in less than significant impacts associated with 
solid waste.

Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts related to disposal of solid waste are adequately addressed in 
the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the 
Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-18-5 Designated Recycling Area

In compliance with Los Angeles Municipal Code, the proposed Project shall provide 
readily accessible areas that serve the entire building and are identified for the depositing, 
storage, and collection of nonhazardous materials for recycling, including (at a minimum) 
paper, corrugated cardboard, glass, plastics, and metals.

57 City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Annual Report, 2013-14: http://bpw.lacity.org/DPW-2013- 
14-ANNUAL-REPORT.pdf April 11, 2016.

58 City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, A Five-Year Strategic Plan, Fiscal Years 2013/14-2017/18: 
http://www.lacitysan.org/general_info/pdfs/Strategic_Plan2013-14.pdf , accessed February 24, 2014.
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RCM-18-6 Construction Waste Recycling

In order to meet the diversion goals of the California Integrated Waste Management Act 
and the City of Los Angeles, which will total 70 percent by 2013, the Applicant shall 
salvage and recycle construction and demolition materials to ensure that a minimum of 
70 percent of construction-related solid waste that can be recycled is diverted from the 
waste stream to be landfilled. Solid waste diversion would be accomplished though the 
on-site separation of materials and/or by contracting with a solid waste disposal facility 
that can guarantee a minimum diversion rate of 70 percent. In compliance with the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code, the General Contractor shall utilize solid waste haulers, 
contractors, and recyclers who have obtained an Assembly Bill (AB) 939 Compliance 
Permit from the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation.

RCM-18-7 Commercial/Multifamily Mandatory Recycling

In compliance with AB341, recycling bins shall be provided at appropriate locations to 
promote recycling of paper, metal, glass and other recyclable material. These bins shall 
be emptied and recycled accordingly as a part of the Proposed Project’s regular solid 
waste disposal program. The Project Applicant shall only contract for waste disposal 
services with a company that recycles solid waste in compliance with AB341.

g) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to 
solid waste?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact related to 
compliance with federal, state and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. As the MND 
explained in Section 17f and 17g, with incorporated Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18-5, 
RCM-18-6, and RCM-18-7, set forth above, the Approved Project would comply with all federal, state 
and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

The Modified Project would also incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18-5, RCM-18- 
6, and RCM-18-7, set forth above, and proposes the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as are 
included in the Approved Project. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would comply with federal, state, and local regulations, and as 
such, its impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately 
addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes 
to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

ENERGY ANALYSIS
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After reviewing the providers of electricity and natural gas to the Approved Project and establishing 
thresholds for determining the significance of the Approved Project's effects on energy demand, the MND 
concluded that the Approved Project would have less than significant impacts relating to (1) resulting in 
an increase in demand for electricity or natural gas that exceeds available supply or distribution 
infrastructure capabilities, and (2) failing to incorporate energy conservation measures that go beyond 
existing requirements. As explained below, based on the same thresholds and the same methodology as 
the MND used for the Approved Project, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, with incorporation of the same Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18-8, 
RCM-18-9 and RCM-18-9, set forth below, as are incorporated into the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would also have less than significant impacts relating to (1) resulting in an increase in demand for 
electricity or natural gas that exceeds available supply or distribution infrastructure capabilities, and 
(2) failing to incorporate energy conservation measures that go beyond existing requirements. Therefore, 
the Modified Project's impacts related to electricity and natural gas demand and to energy conservation 
measures are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or substantially greater impacts would occur 
as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by the Modified Project.

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

As was true for the Approved Project, LADWP would provide electricity to the Modified Project. Table 
2.18-4, LADWP Electricity Capacity, shows the LADWP electricity system capacity and Table 2.18-5, 
LADWP Energy Usage, shows the LADWP power usage. Table 2.18-6, Energy Sales and Peak 
Demand, provides the estimated sales (consumption) by sector (residential, commercial, industrial, etc.) 
and peak demand over the next 10 years. This information is the same as that reported in the MND for the 
Approved Project.

Table 2.18-4
LADWP Electricity Capacity

Amount (megawatts)

Net Maximum Plant Capacity 7,300

Los Angeles Peak Demand 6,177
Source: LADWP: https://www.ladwp.com/ladwp/faces/ladwp/aboutus/a-power/a-p- 
factandfigures?_adf.ctrl-state=15ti2xgei0_4&_afrLoop=1119458526572567  
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, April 2016.

Table 2.18-5 
LADWP Energy Usage

Amount (megawatt-hours)

Residential 8.4

Commercial 12.8

Industrial 1.9
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Other 0.4

Total 23.14
Fiscal Year 2013. Source: LADWP: https://www.ladwp.com/ladwp/faces/ladwp/aboutus/a- 
power/a-p-factandfigures?_adf.ctrl-state=15ti2xgei0_4&_afrLoop=1119458526572567 . 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, April 2016.

Table 2.18-6
Energy Sales and Peak Demand

Sector Sales (gw-h) Peak DemandYear (mw)Residential Commercial Industrial Misc. PHEV Total

2016-17 8,206 12,760 1,985 455 224 26,878 6,721

2017-18 8,215 12,586 1,989 457 270 26,714 5,671

2018-19 8,242 12,413 1,994 458 350 26,638 5,650

2019-20 8,279 12,251 1,997 460 429 26,695 5,634

2020-21 8,328 12,339 1,997 462 512 26,859 5,638

2021-22 8,411 12,576 1,998 464 592 27,297 5,730

2022-23 8,510 12,772 1,997 466 675 27,728 5,812

2023-24 8,613 12,989 1,996 468 755 28,253 5,899

2024-25 8,710 13,230 1,994 469 834 28,649 5,991
gw-h — gigawatt-hours; mw — megawatts
Misc. includes streetlighting, Owens Valley, and intra-departmental
LADWP, 2015 IRP, Table A-1, page A-5: https://www.ladwp.com/ladwp/faces/wcnav_externalId/a-p-
doc?_adf.ctrl-state=11j0xz3uxz_4&_afrLoop=399494189004579
Table: CAJA Environmental Services April 2016.

Natural Gas Supply and Demand

As was true for the Approved Project, Southern California Gas Company (SCG), a subsidiary of Sempra 
Energy and the nation’s largest natural gas supplier, would provide natural gas to the Modified Project. 
SCG's total 137.1 billion cubic feet (Bcf) of natural gas storage capacity is divided as follows: 83 Bcf is 
for core customers, small industrial, and commercial customers; 4.2 Bcf is for system balancing; and the 
remaining 49.9 Bcf is available to other customers.59 Natural gas service is provided in accordance with 
SCG’s policies and extension rules on file with the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) at the 
time contractual agreements are made.

As the MND reported, the State produces about 15 percent of the natural gas it uses. The remaining 85 
percent is obtained from sources outside of the State, 62 percent from the Southwest and Rocky Mountain 
area, and 23 percent from Canada. In the last ten years, three new interstate gas pipelines were built to

59 2016 CA Gas Report, pg 83: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pd1, April 14, 2017.
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serve California, expanding the over one million miles of existing pipelines. However, the availability of 
natural gas is based upon present conditions of gas supply and regulatory policies. As a public utility, 
SCG is under the jurisdiction of the PUC, but can be affected by the actions of federal regulatory 
agencies. Should these agencies take any action affecting natural gas supply or the conditions under 
which service is available, natural gas service would be provided in accordance with those revised 
conditions.

Updating the information provided in the MND, the 2016 California Gas Report includes projections 
regarding future demand for natural gas in the Southern California region. SCG projects total gas demand 
to decline at an annual rate of 0.6% from 2016 to 2035. The decline in throughput demand is due to 
modest economic growth, CPUC-mandated energy efficiency (EE) standards and programs, renewable 
electricity goals, the decline in commercial and industrial demand, and conservation savings linked to 
Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI). From 2016 to 2035, residential demand is expected to decline 
from 239 Bcf to 218 Bcf. The decline is due to declining use per meter offsetting new meter growth. The 
core, non-residential markets are expected to grow from 113 Bcf in 2016 to 105 Bcf by 2035. The change 
reflects an annual growth rate of 0.5% over the forecast period. The noncore, non-EG markets are 
expected to decline from 170 Bcf in 2016 to 153 Bcf by 2035. The annual rate of decline is approximately 
0.5% due to very aggressive energy efficiency goals and associated programs. On the other hand, utility 
gas demand for enhanced oil recovery (EOR) steaming operations, which had declined since the FERC- 
regulated Kern/Mojave interstate pipeline began offering direct service to California customers in 1992, 
has shown some growth in recent years because of continuing high oil prices and is expected to show 
further growth in the early years of the forecast period. EOR demand is expected to remain at about its 
2015 level through 2035 as gains are offset by the depletion of older oil fields. 60

Updating the information provided in the MND, in 2016, gas demand for California is projected to 
average 6,072 million cubic feet per day (cf/day) and is projected to decrease to 4,626 million cf/day by 
2035, a decline of 1.35 percent per year.61 Table 2.18-7, Statewide Total Supplies and Requirements, 
shows the anticipated statewide total supplies and requirements for natural gas for 2014 to 2030. In 2015 
(the latest data available from the 2016 California Gas Report), SCG’s highest winter sendout was 4,036 
million cf/day and highest summer sendout was 3,601 million cf/day. 62

Updating the information provided in the MND, the SCG demands for 2015 and 2035 are shown in Table 
2.18-8. Demand is expected to be relatively flat (commercial) or exhibit annual declines (residential, 
industrial) due to modest economic growth, PUC-mandated demand-side management goals and

60 2016 CA Gas Report, pg 65: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pd), April 14, 2017.

61 2016 CA Gas Report, pg 5: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pd), April 14, 2017.

62 2016 CA Gas Report, pg 29: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pd), April 14, 2017.
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renewable electricity goals, decline in commercial and industrial demand, and continued increased use of 
non-utility pipeline systems by EOR customers and savings linked to advanced metering modules. 63

Table 2.18-7
Statewide Total Supplies and Requirements

2016 2018 2020 2025 2030

Utility Supply Source

California Sources 165 165 165 165 165

Out-of-State 5,060 4,758 4,668 4,599 4,489

Non-Utility Served Load 1,132 985 813 547 258

Statewide Supply Source Total 6,358 5,909 5,645 5,312 4,912

Utility Requirements

Residential 1,181 1,185 1,155 1,114 1,076

Commercial 484 481 473 454 443

Natural Gas Vehicles 46 50 54 66 85

Industrial 964 943 932 930 938

Electric Generation 1,897 1,623 1,566 1,548 1,453

Enhanced Oil Recovery Steaming 46 46 46 46 46

Wholesale/International Exchange 241 246 247 247 256

Company Use and Unaccounted-For 79 74 73 72 71

Non-Utility Served Load 1,132 985 813 547 258

Statewide Requirements Total 6,072 5,623 5,360 5,026 4,626
All measurements in million cf per day. Numbers in the table may not add up exactly due to rounding. Average 
temperature and normal hydro year.
2016 California Gas Report: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pdf , August 31, 2016. 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services December 2016.

Table 2.18-8
SCG Natural Gas Demands

2015 2035 Difference

Residential 239 218 -21

Core Commercial 81 65 -16

Non-Core Commercial 16.4 14.7 -1.7

Industrial 21.6 15.3 -6.3

63 2016 CA Gas Report, pg 64: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pdf , April 14, 2017.
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All measurements in billion cf
2016 CA Gas Report: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pdf , August 31, 2016. 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services December 2016.

Project Impacts

Construction

As discussed throughout this Addendum, the Modified Project would involve minor changes in its 
construction scenario as compared to the Approved Project. The Modified Project would involve 
construction of 74,552 square feet of building, representing an increase of approximately 13,931 square 
feet as compared to the Approved Project, and excavation and removal of approximately 33,000 cy of 
soils, representing an increase of approximately 8,000 cy as compared to the Approved Project. 
Otherwise, the two construction scenarios would be virtually identical. Construction of the Modified 
Project would require the same amount of time as construction of the Approved Project, and the Modified 
Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project and, like the Approved 
Project, would require demolition of the existing building and parking lot on the Project Site would be 
demolished, as they would be during construction of the Approved Project. The Modified Project would 
incorporate the same energy conservation features and comply with the same energy conservation 
measures during construction as the Approved Project. The changes proposed by the Modified Project to 
the Approved Project would not create any change in the level of impact. Like the Approved Project and 
for the same reasons as the Approved Project, with incorporation of Regulatory Compliance Measures 
RCM-18-8, RCM-18-9 and RCM-18-9, set forth below, construction of the Modified Project would 
result in less than significant impacts on energy.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have less than significant short-term construction 
impacts, as construction activities would consume relatively minor quantities of electricity (i.e., 
temporary use for lighting and small power tools). Electricity, when needed, would be supplied by the 
local utility provider (LADWP) via existing on-site connections; using electricity from power poles, 
rather than temporary diesel or gasoline powered generators, during construction would be consistent with 
suggested measures in the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide to reduce air pollution. A temporary water 
supply, primarily for fugitive dust suppression and street sweeping, would also be supplied by the 
LADWP. Electricity used to provide temporary power for lighting and electronic equipment (e.g., 
computers, etc.) inside temporary construction trailers and for lighting when necessary for general 
construction and renovation activity would generally not result in a net increase in on-site electricity use 
over existing conditions since the Project Site is occupied in its existing condition.

As is true for the Approved Project, electrical conduits, wiring and associated infrastructure would be 
conveyed to the Modified Project from existing LADWP lines in the surrounding streets to the Project 
Site during construction. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would likely require 
transformer vaults, which are common for buildings of its size. However, the construction of these vaults 
is part of the overall building construction and would not constitute unusual or unplanned infrastructure
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that would cause a significant impact on the environment. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for 
the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's electricity impacts during 
construction would be less than significant.

Like the Approved Project, heavy-duty construction equipment associated with the Modified Project's 
construction activities would include diesel-fueled haul trucks, excavators, skid steer loaders, tractors, and 
water trucks. Heavy-duty construction equipment associated with building construction would include air 
compressors, concrete pumps, forklifts, lifts, and welders. Heavy-duty construction equipment associated 
with outdoor hardscape and landscaping would include air compressors, backhoes, dozers, forklifts, lifts, 
loaders, and rollers. Construction equipment fuels (diesel, gas, or natural gas) would be provided by local 
or regional suppliers and vendors. The transportation fuel required by construction workers would depend 
on the total number of worker trips estimated for the duration of construction activity. A study by 
Caltrans found that the statewide average fuel economy for all vehicle types (automobiles, trucks, and 
motorcycles) is projected at 22.711 miles per gallon (mpg) and worse-case diesel trucks is 6.178 mpg in 
2015. 64

Assuming construction worker vehicles have an average fuel economy consistent with the Caltrans study 
and assuming the mpg for gasoline and diesel above, based on the maximum projected number of workers 
during each phase, the Modified Project, like the Approved Project, would use approximately 17,824 
gallons of gasoline.65 In 2012, California consumed a total of 337,666 thousand barrels of gasoline for 
transportation, which is equivalent to a total annual consumption of 14.1 billion gallons by the 
transportation sector.66 Like the Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would use 
approximately 13,500 gallons of diesel, assuming heavy duty construction equipment (such as haul route 
trucks) is primarily diesel-fueled. This would represent 0.002 percent of the statewide gasoline 
consumption and 0.0001 percent of the statewide diesel consumption. As is true for the Approved Project, 
the expected construction gasoline and diesel fuel gas for the Modified Project would be negligible 
compared with statewide supplies and could be accommodated by local or regional suppliers and vendors. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, and the 
Modified Project's diesel, gas and natural impacts during construction would be less than significant.

Operation

64 Caltrans, 2007 California Motor Vehicle Stock, Travel and Fuel Forecast, Table 7,
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2008publications/CALTRANS-1000-2008-036/CALTRANS-1000-2008-036.PDF . 
Construction VMT derived from the client provided information, and air quality trips and VMT model sheets, 
included in the appendix to the Addendum. Worker, vender number x trip lengths x length of phase. Haul trips 
number x length of trip. VMT / mpg = gallons. Approx 404,816 miles by construction workers and venders and 
approximately 83,400 miles by haul trucks.

65

66 USEPA, State Energy Data System, Table F-3: http://www.eia.gov/state/seds/sep fuel/html/pdf/fuel mg.pdf.
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As is also discussed throughout this Addendum, the Modified Project would involve minor changes in its 
built state as compared to the Approved Project, particularly with respect to energy impacts. The 
Modified Project would consist of a total of approximately 74,552 square feet of building, representing an 
increase of approximately 13,931 square feet as compared to the Approved Project. While the land uses in 
the Modified Project are the same as those included in the Approved Project (hotel and commercial), the 
Modified Project proposes approximately 220 hotel rooms, representing an increase of approximately 45 
rooms as compared to the Approved Project, proposes to eliminate the retail space included in the 
Approved Project, and includes a third level of underground parking. Otherwise, the two built scenarios 
would be virtually identical. The Modified Project would incorporate the same energy conservation 
features and comply with the same energy conservation measures during operation as the Approved 
Project, and would, like the Approved Project, incorporate Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-18- 
8, RCM-18-9 and RCM-18-9, set forth below. Therefore, the changes proposed by the Modified Project 
to the Approved Project would not create any change in the level of impact. Like the Approved Project 
and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, operation of the Modified Project would result in less 
than significant impacts on energy.

Electricity Demand

As shown in Table 2.18-9, Modified Project Estimated Electricity Demand, the Modified Project's net 
demand for electricity would be approximately 950,565 kw-h/year (0.95 gw-h/year), as compared to the 
Approved Project's net demand of approximately 812,910 kw-h/year. Therefore, the Modified Project 
would represent an increase of approximately 137,655 kw-h/year as compared to the Approved Project. 
This increase is minor and would be accommodated by the LADWP electrical capacities, and, like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project's electricity demand would be less than significant.

The analysis in the MND compared the electricity demand for the Approved Project to the overall 
LADWP capacity Citywide at that time. Using that same analysis, but updated to current conditions, the 
LADWP forecasts that in 2018-19, the total adjusted electricity sales (load forecast) will be 26,638 
gigawatt-hours (gw-h) with residential uses consisting 8,242 gw-h and commercial uses consisting of 
12,413 gw-h. The peak demand would be 5,650 megawatts (mw). 67

Table 2.18-9
Modified Project Estimated Electricity Demand

Land Use Size Electricity Rates Total (kw-h/yr)

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 12.95 kw-h / sf 138,034

Existing (138,034)

Project

67 LADWP, 2014 IRP, Table A-1, page A-5: https://www.ladwp.com/ladwp/faces/wcnav externalld/a-p- 
doc? adf.ctrl-state=9kjcyeafd 4& afrLoop=1178238919540287.
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Table 2.18-9
Modified Project Estimated Electricity Demand

Land Use Size Electricity Rates Total (kw-h/yr)

Hotel 9.95 kw-h / sf220 rooms 875,600

542 sf 12.95 kw-h / sfGym 7,019

2,723 sf 47.45 kw-h / sfRestaurant 129,206

Bars (courtyard + rooftop) 1,618 sf 47.45 kw-h / sf 76,774

Proposed Subtotal 1,088,599

Total (Proposed - Existing) 950,565
sf =square feet; kw-h = kilowatt-hour; yr = year
Source: SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook, 1993, Table A9-11-A Electricity Usage Rate
The LADWP does not provide or comment on generation rates to provide an estimate of demand. In addition, 
the Los Angeles City Planning Department has consistently accepted use of the SCAQMD rates in its EIRs.
Hotel Rooms: average budget room is 300 to 400 square feet. http://www.dimensionsinfo.com/hotel-room- 
size/. This analysis assumes 400 square feet per room.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Therefore, the Modified Project's annual electricity consumption would represent approximately 0.003 
percent of the forecasted electricity demand in 2018-19.68 Thus, like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project's demand falls within the anticipated demand of the LADWP system. The LADWP is able to 
supply 7,300 mw of power with a current peak of 6,177 mw. Thus, there is 1,055 mw of additional power 
capacity. To put this into perspective, this represents approximately 0.002 percent of the additional power 
capacity at existing levels. Peak demand is expected to grow to 5,650 mw in 2018-2019 and 5,899 mw in 
2023-2024.69 Despite these growth projections, they would still not exceed the existing capacity of 7,300 
mw. Thus, as the MND concluded for the Approved Project, there is adequate supply capacity to serve the 
Modified Project.

Therefore, the MND concluded for the Approved Project, LADWP’s current and planned electricity 
supplies would be sufficient to support the Modified Project’s electricity consumption. Operation of the 
Modified Project would not require the acquisition of additional electricity supplies beyond those that 
exist or anticipated by the LADWP. Further, operation of the Modified Project would be in compliance 
with Title 24 of the CCR (CalGreen) requiring compliance with building energy efficiency standards, and 
would also be in compliance with the LA Green Building Code. Electrical service would be provided in

68 0.926 / 26,638 x 100% = 0.003%
2015 Power Integrated Resource Plan, Table A-1, Forecasted growth in Annual Peak Demand: 
https://www.ladwp. com/ladwp/faces/wcnav_externalId/a-p-doc?_adf.ctrl- 
state=11j0xz3uxz_4&_afrLoop=399494189004579

69
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accordance with the LADWP’s Rules Governing Water and Electric Service.70 It should also be noted that 
the Modified Project’s estimated electricity consumption is based on usage rates that do not account for 
the Modified Project’s energy conservation features or updates to the Los Angeles Building Code. 
Consequently, this analysis represents a conservative (worst-case scenario) approach. Therefore, the 
Modified Project's actual electricity consumption would likely be lower than that forecasted here. Based 
on the above analysis, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project's operation would result in no impacts associated with the consumption of electricity.

Natural Gas Demand

As shown in Table 2.18-10, Modified Project Estimated Natural Gas Demand, the Modified Project's 
net estimated natural gas demand would be approximately 511,250 cf/month, as compared to the 
Approved Project's net demand of approximately 431,294 cf/month. Therefore, the Modified Project 
would represent an increase of approximately 79,956 cf/month. This increase would be minor, and could 
be accommodated by the SCG supplies, and, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's natural gas 
impact during operation would be less than significant.

It should be noted that, like the MND's estimation of the Approved Project's demand, the Modified 
Project's natural gas demand is based on natural gas usage rates from the SCAQMD, without taking credit 
for the Modified Project’s energy conservation features, which would reduce its natural gas usage. 
Updating the information in the MND, the SCG retail core peak day demand in 2016 is estimated at 2,947 
million cf/day and 2018 is estimated at 2,931 million cf/day.71 The Modified Project’s 17,042 cf/day 
increase represents approximately 0.0005 percent of the 2018 peak demand. Thus, there is adequate 
supply capacity, and, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project's natural gas demand during operation would create no impact on natural gas supplies.

Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as explained in the MND for the Approved Project, 
operation of the Modified Project would not result in the need to construct natural gas facilities (i.e., 
natural gas distribution lines) that would cause significant environmental impacts. As such, like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's natural gas 
demand during operation would result in no impact on natural gas infrastructure.

Table 2.18-10
Modified Project Estimated Natural Gas Demand

Land Use Size Natural Gas Rates Total (cf/mo)

Existing (to be removed)

Office 10,659 sf 2.9 cf/mo 30,911

70 LADWP
http://netinfo. ladbs. org/ladbsec. nsf/d3450fd072c 7344c882564e5005d0db4/0476e63f972b28e288256b79007c41 
7d/$FILE/Rule%2016-d.pdf.
2016 CA Gas Report: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pdf

Rules Governing and Electric Service:Water

71
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Table 2.18-10
Modified Project Estimated Natural Gas Demand

Land Use Size Natural Gas Rates Total (cf/mo)

Existing (30,911)

Project

Hotel 4.8 cf/mo220 rooms 528,000

542 sf 2.9 cf/moGym 1,572

2,723 sf 2.9 cf/moRestaurant 7,897

Bars (courtyard + rooftop) 1,618 sf 2.9 cf/mo 4,692

Proposed Subtotal 542,161

Total (Proposed - Existing) 511,250
sf =square feet; cf = cubic feet; mo 
Source: SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook, 1993, Appendix 9, Table A9-12-A, Natural Gas Usage Rate 
The SCG does not provide or comment on generation rates to provide an estimate of demand. In addition, the 
Los Angeles City Planning Department has consistently accepted use of the SCAQMD rates in its EIRs.
Hotel Rooms: average budget room is 300 to 400 square feet. http://www.dimensionsinfo.com/hotel-room- 
size/. This analysis assumes 400 square feet per room.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

month

Further, as was true for the Approved Project, regulatory compliance measures for building efficiency 
would help alleviate natural gas demand. In 2015, the state anticipated a surplus difference of 179 million 
cf of gas between the supply and demand requirements. Therefore, it is anticipated that adequate supplies 
exist to accommodate the Modified Project’s increase in demand for natural gas. Even if this were not the 
case, SCG would make the adequate changes in order to provide the load to the customer, as SCG has an 
obligation to serve projects in its service area. Overall, the Modified Project's increase in demand would 
not require the acquisition of additional natural gas resources beyond those that are anticipated by SCG.

As the MND explained, LADWP and SCG undertake system expansions and secure the capacity to serve 
their service areas and take into consideration general growth and development. As was true for the 
Approved Project, operation of the Modified Project would result in the irreversible consumption of non
renewable natural gas and would thus limit the availability of this resource. However, as was true for the 
Approved Project, the continued use of natural gas would be on a relatively small scale and consistent 
with regional and local growth expectations for the area. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would be in compliance with the City’s Green Building Ordinance and would thus exceed the standards in 
Title 24 of the CCR requiring building energy efficiency standards. Therefore, like the Approved Project 
and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, because of its energy efficient design features, its 
compliance with the Green Building Ordinance, adequate projected supply and the obligation of SCG to 
service the Project Site, the Modified Project's impacts related to natural gas would be less than 
significant.

Transportation Energy Consumption
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Because it is proposed on the same Project Site and with the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the 
Approved Project, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s location takes advantage of existing 
transportation alternatives in the vicinity that could reduce energy (gasoline, electric, or natural gas, 
depending on the mode of travel) consumption for transportation needs. As the MND explained, a number 
of Metro bus routes are within reasonable walking distance (less than one-quarter mile) of the Project 
Site. As such, the Project Site is located in proximity to numerous Metro bus routes, thereby providing 
access for employees, patrons, and visitors of the Project Site. These transportation services provide an 
alternative to driving individual vehicles both into the Project Site from the surrounding areas as well as 
for patrons, guests, and visitors at the Project Site to travel to surrounding areas. Like the Approved 
Project, the increase in land use diversity and mix of uses proposed by the Modified Project on the Project 
Site would also reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled by encouraging walking, bicycling, and 
other nonautomotive forms of transportation, which would result in corresponding reductions in energy 
demand. Regarding bicycling, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would provide bicycle 
parking spaces at least to the City’s Bicycle Parking Ordinance.

As was true for the Approved Project, transportation fuels, primarily gasoline and diesel, would be 
provided in connection with the Modified Project by local or regional suppliers and vendors. Like the 
Approved Project, Modified Project-related vehicles would require a negligible fraction of the total state’s 
transportation fuel consumption. Based on the Modified Project’s estimated VMT of approximately 4.33 
million miles per year72, and assuming the Modified Project’s mix of vehicle types (automobiles, trucks, 
and motorcycles) have an average fuel economy of 22.711 mpgs,73 approximately 190,800 gallons of fuel 
would be required in a year. This level of consumption would represent less than 0.0001 percent of the 
statewide gasoline consumption. As is true for the Approved Project, alternative-fueled, electric, and 
hybrid vehicles, to the extent these types of vehicles would be utilized by employees, patrons and visitors 
to the Project Site would reduce the Modified Project’s consumption of gasoline and diesel. Like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, with compliance with state- 
mandated regulatory measures, the Modified Project's operations would not result in wasteful, inefficient, 
and unnecessary consumption of transportation energy.

Alternative Energy Discussion

As is true for the Approved Project, as the MND explained, the use of energy provided by alternative (i.e., 
renewable) resources, off-site and on-site, to meet the Modified Project’s operational demands is 
constrained by the energy portfolio mix managed by LADPW, the service provider for the Project Site, 
and limitations on the availability or feasibility of on-site energy generation. LADWP is required to 
commit to the use of renewable energy sources for compliance with the California Renewable Energy 
Resources Act, as defined in its 2013 Renewables Portfolio Standard Policy and Enforcement Program.

72 Operational VMT derived from the Air quality trips and VMT model sheets, included in appendix to the 
Addendum.

73 Caltrans, 2007 California Motor Vehicle Stock, Travel and Fuel Forecast, 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2008publications/CALTRANS-1000-2008-036/CALTRANS-1000-2008-036.PDF .
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LADWP has committed to meeting the requirement to procure at least 33 percent of their energy portfolio 
from renewable sources by 2020 through the procurement of energy from eligible renewable resources, to 
be implemented as fiscal constraints, renewable energy pricing, system integration limits, and 
transmission constraints permit. Eligible renewable resources are defined in the 2013 Renewable Portfolio 
Standard to include biodiesel; biomass; hydroelectric and small hydro (30 MW or less); Los Angeles 
Aqueduct hydro power plants; digester gas; fuel cells; geothermal; landfill gas; municipal solid waste; 
ocean thermal, ocean wave, and tidal current technologies; renewable derived biogas; multi-fuel facilities 
using renewable fuels; solar photovoltaic; solar thermal electric; wind; and “other renewables that may be 
defined later”. 74

As the MND further explained, LADWP’s target procurement of energy from renewable resources in 
2014 is 20 percent. As of 2011, the most recent year for which data is available, its existing renewable 
energy resources included small hydro, wind, solar, and biogas, which accounted for 20 percent of its 
overall energy mix. This represents the available off-site renewable sources of energy that would meet the 
Modified Project's demand, as it would the Approved Project's demand. As the MND explained, with 
respect to on-site renewable energy sources, because of the Project Site’s location, there are no local 
sources of energy from the following sources: biodiesel, biomass hydroelectric and small hydro, digester 
gas, fuel cells, landfill gas, municipal solid waste, ocean thermal, ocean wave, and tidal current 
technologies, or multi-fuel facilities using renewable fuels. Geothermal energy, the use of heat naturally 
present in shallow soil or in groundwater or rock to provide building heating/cooling and to heat water, 
requires the installation of a heat exchanger consisting of a network of below-ground pipes to convey 
heated or cooled air to a building. Although methane is a renewable derived biogas, it is not available on 
the Project Site in commercially viable quantities or form (i.e., a form that could be used without further 
treatment), and its extraction and treatment for energy purposes would result in secondary impacts; it is 
currently regulated as a hazardous material by the City through its Methane Code.

As the MND also explained, the City’s Green Building Code addresses renewable energy (Section 
99.04.211):

99.04.211.4. Solar Ready Buildings [N]. Buildings for which plans were submitted to the 
Department for plan check and the plan check fee was paid after the effective date of the 2013 
California Energy Code (Title 24, Part 6) shall comply with the following:

1. All one- and two-family dwellings, shall comply with Section 110.10(b)1A, 110.10(b)2, 
110.10(b)3, 110.10(b)4, 110.10(c), 110.10(d) and 110.10(e) of the California Energy Code (Title 
24, Part 6).

2. All buildings, other than one- and two-family dwellings, shall comply with Section 110.10(b) 
through 110.10(d) of the California Energy Code (Title 24, Part 6).

74 City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power, Renewables Portfolio Standard Policy and Enforcement 
Program, amended December 2013.
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Finally, as the MND explained, solar and wind power represent variable-energy, or intermittent, resources 
that are generally used to augment, but not replace, natural gas-fired energy power generation, since 
reliability of energy availability and transmission is necessary to meet demand, which is constant. Wind- 
powered energy is not viable on the Project Site due to the lack of sufficient wind in the Los Angeles 
basin. The California Energy Commission (CEC) studied the State’s high wind resource potential. 
Based on a map of California’s wind resource potential, the Project Site is not identified as an area with 
wind resource potential. Wind resource areas with winds above 12 mph within Los Angeles County are 
located in relatively remote areas in the northwestern portion of the County. Additionally, there are no 
viable sites within the Project Site for placement and operation of a wind turbine. The CEC has identified 
areas within the State with high potential for viable solar, wind, and geothermal energy production. The 
CEC rated California’s solar potential by county using insolation values available to typical photovoltaic 
system configurations, as provided by the National Renewable Energy Laboratory. Although Los Angeles 
as a County has a relatively high photovoltaic potential of 3,912,346 megawatt-hours (MWh)/day, inland 
counties such as Inyo (10,047,177 MWh/day), Riverside (7,811,694 MWh/day), and San Bernardino 
(25,338,276 MWh/day) are more suitable for large-scale solar power generation.76 In addition, most of the 
high potential areas of greater than 6 KWh/sqm/day in Los Angeles County are concentrated in the 
northeastern corner of the county around Lancaster, approximately 45 miles away from the Project Site.

75

Regulatory Compliance Measures

RCM-18-8 The Project shall implement all applicable mandatory measures within the LA Green 
Building Code that would have the effect of reducing the Project’s energy use.

RCM-18-9 The Project shall comply with City Ordinance No. 179,820 (Green Building Ordinance), 
which establishes a requirement to incorporate green building practices into projects that 
meet certain threshold criteria.

RCM-18-10 The Project shall comply with the lighting power requirements in the California Energy 
Code, California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 24, Part 6.

75 California Energy Commission. California Wind Resource Potential, 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/maps/renewable/Wind Potential.pdf.
California Energy Commission, California Solar Resources, April 2005, 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/2005publications/CEC-500-2005-072/CEC-500-2005-072-D.PDF .

76
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE19.

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a 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?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact under this 
category. As the MND explained, the MND had concluded that the Approved Project would have either 
no impact or a less than significant impact under each environmental topic it had addressed. Those topics 
included the issues listed under Section 3.4 of the MND, Biological Resources, including among others 
those listed above related to adverse impacts on habitat, range, plant and animal populations, and under 
Section 3.5 of the MND, Cultural Resources, including among others that listed above related to 
eliminating important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. As the MND 
explained, its conclusions were based in large part on the fact that the Approved Project will be developed 
on the Project Site, which is an urban infill site containing existing development that has covered the 
entire Site and that has not been identified as being or eligible for identification as historic.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project. This 
Addendum has concluded that, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would have either a less than significant impact or no impact under each 
environmental topic addressed above. Those topics include the issues listed under Section 3.4 Biological 
Resources, above, including among others those listed above related to adverse impacts on habitat, range, 
plant and animal populations, and under Section 3.5, Cultural Resources, above, including among others 
that listed above related to eliminating important examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory. As explained above, the conclusions in this Addendum are based in large part on the fact that, 
like the Approved Project, the Modified Project will be developed on the Project Site, which is an urban 
infill site containing existing development that has covered the entire Site and that has not been identified 
as being or eligible for identification as historic. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same 
reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's impacts will be less than significant. 
Therefore, the Modified Project's impacts are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

After analyzing each environmental topic, the MND concluded that the Approved Project's impacts, 
together with those of the related projects identified in the MND for use in its cumulative impacts 
analyses (collectively, MND related projects), would not be cumulatively significant/would not be 
cumulatively considerable. As the analyses below demonstrate, like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project's impacts, together with those of the related projects identified in this Addendum for use in the 
cumulative impacts analyses (collectively, Related Projects) would be less than cumulatively 
significant/would not be cumulatively considerable.

The Traffic Study (Appendix I-1 to this Addendum) provides a list and map of the Related Projects used 
for these analyses. These analyses have used essentially the same methodology as was used in the MND 
as appropriate for the Modified Project, that is, all proposed, recently approved, under construction or 
reasonably foreseeable projects that could produce a related or cumulative impact, when considered 
together with the impacts of the changes proposed by the Modified Project, were identified for evaluation. 
The Approved Project's cumulative impacts analyses considered 85 Related Projects. The Modified 
Project's cumulative impacts analyses consider 136 Related Projects, including approximately: 77

14,518 residential units (apartments, condominiums, student and faculty/staff housing, live/work)

133,812 square feet of health club

4,200,592 square feet of office (various types)

450 students facilities

1,518229 square feet of retail

3,828 hotel rooms

381,939 square feet of restaurant

17,800 square feet of bar/lounge, special event and banquet space

77 Project Description Change, Overland Traffic Consultants, October 2, 2017.
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• 24,900 square feet of storage, studio sound stage, and stage support space

The MND related projects identified and analyzed for the Approved Project as being nearest the Project 
Site are the same as the Related Projects that are currently nearest the Project Site for the Modified 
Project, these being:

• No. 43 - 1311 Cahuenga, a project with apartments and commercial uses (previously identified as 
No. 68 in the MND).

• No. 47 -1341 Vine Street, a hotel and office project (previously identified as No. 69 in the MND).

• No. 120 - 1310 Cole, an apartment and office project (previously identified as No. 74 in the MND).

• No. 110 - 6322 De Longpre, a project with office, apartment, retail and restaurant uses (previously 
identified as No. 76 in the MND). This is also the site of the existing Buzzfeed Studios, which was 
analyzed as the nearest noise-sensitive receptor.

No. 43 is located approximately 550 feet south of the Project Site. No. 120 is located approximately 575 
feet south of the Project Site. These Related Projects are located farther away from the Project Site than 
are several of the identified sensitive receptors used in these analyses (see Section 2.3 of the Addendum 
for the identified nearby residential existing sensitive receptors). No. 110 is the current Buzzfeed Studios 
campus that is identified as a sensitive receptor for noise analyses in this Addendum (see Section 2.12 of 
this Addendum for a discussion of noise-sensitive uses including distances to the Site). No. 47 is farther 
away and past Buzzfeed Studios.

The Modified Project's potential cumulative impacts are assessed in this Addendum. However, it should 
be noted that each of the Related Projects that is located nearest the Project Site and that requires 
discretionary actions would be subject to its own CEQA review (MND or EIR) to evaluate its potential 
impacts and would be required to provide mitigation measures where appropriate. The other Related 
Projects located farther from the Project Site have several intervening buildings and major 
roadways/freeway in between, and are at least 4 blocks away or more, which will ensure that any of the 
impacts of these other Related Projects would not combine with those of the Modified Project. Therefore, 
with mitigation measures, and the distance between the sites, the impacts of the Modified Project would 
not be cumulatively considerable and cumulative impacts would be less than significant.

Aesthetics

The MND concluded that development of the Approved Project in conjunction with the MND related 
projects would result in an incremental, but less than significant, cumulative intensification of existing 
prevailing land uses in an already heavily urbanized area of Los Angeles. With respect to aesthetics and 
views, and shade and shadow impacts, the MND explained, none of the MND related projects is located 
in such close proximity to the Project Site that development of the Approved Project together with the 
MND related projects would create a significant cumulative impact on the aesthetic character of either the
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Project Site's immediate surroundings or the area. The MND further explained that there are no scenic or 
protected views in the area, and the view corridor along Cahuenga is not unique or provides a distinct 
vantage point; therefore, development of the Approved Project would not create impacts that could 
combine with those of the MND related projects to create significant cumulative impacts on such views or 
viewsheds. Further, as the MND explained, like the Approved Project, development of the MND related 
projects is expected to occur in accordance with adopted plans and regulations. Therefore, cumulative 
aesthetic impacts would be less than significant, and the Approved Project's impacts would not be 
cumulatively considerable.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site and in the same heavily urbanized 
area of Los Angeles. As discussed previously in this Addendum, the Modified Project's proposed 7.3-foot 
height increase and its other less visible proposed modifications to the Approved Project would not create 
significant aesthetic impacts of any type at a project level. Like the Approved Project and for the same 
reasons as for the Approved Project, the changes proposed by the Modified Project also would not create 
cumulative aesthetic impacts in this highly urbanized area of Los Angeles. Therefore, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not have a 
cumulatively considerable aesthetics impact, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would have a less than significant cumulative impact on aesthetics.

Agriculture and Forestry Resources

The MND concluded that development of the Approved Project in conjunction with the MND related 
projects would not result in any cumulative impact with regard to the conversion of State-designated 
agricultural land from agricultural use to a non-agricultural use, or in the loss of forest land or the 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. As the MND explained, the Extent of Important Farmland 
Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land Protection shows that the Project Site and the 
surrounding area are not included in the Important Farmland category. In addition, as the MND explained, 
the Project Site and the surrounding areas are located in a highly urbanized area of Los Angeles, and do 
not include any State-designated agricultural lands or forest uses.

As discussed throughout this Addendum, the Modified Project would be developed at the same Project 
Site as the Approved Project. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, development of the Modified Project in conjunction with the Related Projects would 
not result in any cumulative impact with regard to the conversion of State-designated agricultural land 
from agricultural use to a non-agricultural use, or in the loss of forest land or the conversion of forest land 
to non-forest use, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than 
significant cumulative impact.

Air Quality

AQMP Consistency
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Cumulative development can affect implementation of the 2012 or 2016 AQMP (the 2016 AQMP was 
approved in March 2017, after the Approved Project was approved). The AQMP was prepared to 
accommodate growth, reduce pollutants within the areas under SCAQMD jurisdiction, improve the 
overall air quality of the region, and minimize the impact on the economy. Consequently, as long as 
growth in the Basin is within the projections for growth identified by SCAG, implementation of the 
AQMP will not be obstructed by such growth and cumulative impacts would be less than significant. The 
MND concluded that the Approved Project's uses were within and could not conflict with the growth 
assumptions in the regional air quality attainment plan and will be accommodated in the region’s 
emissions inventory for the RTP/SCS and AQMP. The Modified Project proposes the same uses (hotel 
and commercial) as the Approved Project and, as the analysis above demonstrates, its development also 
does not conflict with these growth assumptions and is thus accommodated in the region's emissions 
inventory.

As the MND discussed in its Air Quality and Utilities and Service Systems sections, the Approved Project 
is consistent with SCAG’s growth projections which are based on macroeconomic data and 
socioeconomic variables independent of parcel-level land use designation and zoning. Therefore, the 
MND concluded that the Approved Project would not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to an 
impact regarding a potential conflict with or obstruction of the implementation of the applicable air 
quality plan. Thus, it concluded that the Approved Project's cumulative impacts related to conformance 
with the AQMP would be less than significant. As discussed above, like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project is also consistent with SCAG's growth projections and therefore would not have a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to an impact regarding a potential conflict with or obstruction of 
the implementation of the applicable air plan. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same 
reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have less-than-significant cumulative 
impacts regarding conflicting with or obstructing applicable air plans.

Construction and Operational Emissions

The MND explained that cumulative air quality impacts from construction and operation of the Project, 
based on SCAQMD guidelines, are analyzed in a manner similar to project-specific air quality impacts. 
The SCAQMD recommends that a project’s potential contribution to cumulative impacts should be 
assessed utilizing the same significance criteria as those for project specific impacts. Therefore, according 
to the SCAQMD, individual development projects that generate construction or operational emissions that 
exceed the SCAQMD recommended daily thresholds for project-specific impacts would also cause a 
cumulatively considerable increase in emissions for those pollutants for which the Basin is in 
nonattainment. Thus, the MND concluded that, as discussed in Question 3(c) of the MND, because the 
construction-related and operational daily emissions associated with the Approved Project would not 
exceed the SCAQMD’s recommended thresholds (with mitigation), these emissions associated with the 
Approved Project would not be cumulatively considerable. Therefore, the Approved Project's cumulative 
air quality impacts would be less than significant. As shown above, like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project's construction-related and operational daily emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD's 
thresholds with adopted mitigation and, as such, its impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.
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Odor Impacts

The MND explained that, during construction, the potential odor-emitting sources for each MND related 
project would be the same as those for the Approved Project, but concluded that with mandatory 
compliance with SCAQMD Rules and regulations, construction activities and materials used in the 
construction of the Approved Project together with the MND related projects would not create 
cumulatively considerable construction odor impacts. With respect to operations, the MND concluded 
that compliance with SCAQMD Rule 402 (Nuisance) and SCAQMD Best Available Control Technology 
Guidelines would ensure that potential objectionable odor impacts from the MND related projects and the 
Approved Project would be limited and would not combine to create cumulatively considerable odor 
impacts. Thus, the MND concluded that the Approved Project's odor impacts would not be cumulatively 
considerable during construction and operation, and that its cumulative odor impacts would be less than 
significant.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and would include the same land uses 
(hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project. Therefore, during construction, its potential odor- 
emitting sources would be the same as the Approved Project's and as the Related Projects', and like the 
Approved Project's and MND related projects' combined construction odor impacts, would be limited by 
mandatory compliance with SCAQMD Rules and regulations. Similarly, like the Approved Project's and 
the MND related projects' combined operational odor impacts, the Modified Project's operational odor 
impacts combined with those of the Related Projects would be limited so as not to create cumulatively 
considerable odor impacts with mandatory compliance with SCAQMD Rule 402 (Nuisance) and 
SCAQMD Best Available Control Technology Guidelines. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for 
the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project's odor impacts would not be 
cumulatively considerable during construction and operation, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative odor impact.

Biological Resources

The MND concluded that construction and operation of the Approved Project would have no impact on 
biological resources and that, as a result, the Approved Project could not contribute to any cumulative 
impact on biological resources. It further concluded that no habitat for any sensitive or protected 
biological resources exist on the Project Site or in the vicinity of the Project Site or the MND related 
projects due to the existing heavily developed urban environment, and due to mandatory compliance with 
the City's Protected Tree Ordinance.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and, as discussed above in Section 3.4, 
construction and operation of the Modified Project would have no impact on biological resources. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project could not make a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to biological resources impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would have a less than significant cumulative impact on biological resources.

Cultural Resources
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The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to cultural resources impacts, and therefore that the Approved Project would have a less than significant 
cumulative impact to cultural resources. As the MND explained, impacts to cultural resources tend to be 
site-specific and are assessed on a site-by-site basis. The MND's analysis of the Approved Project’s 
impacts to cultural resources concluded that it would have no impact on historic resources, and less than 
significant impacts with respect to archeological resources, paleontological resources and human remains 
with incorporation of the identified Regulatory Compliance Measures discussed above. Therefore, the 
MND concluded, the Approved Project’s incremental contribution to a cumulative impact would not be 
considerable, and its cumulative impacts to cultural resources would be less than significant.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project, and 
incorporates the same Regulatory Compliance Measures as the Approved Project, as discussed in Section 
3.5 of this Addendum, above. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to 
cultural resources impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a 
less than significant cumulative impact on cultural resources.

Geology and Soils

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to geological and soils impacts, and therefore that the Approved Project would have a less than significant 
cumulative impact to geology and soils. As the MND explained, the relationships between a proposed 
project and geotechnical conditions and hazards are site-specific and, therefore, here, given the conditions 
at and surrounding the Project Site, there is little, if any, cumulative geological relationship between the 
Project Site and the sites of any of the MND related projects. As the MND further explained, similar to 
the Approved Project, the MND related projects' potential impacts related to geology and soils would be 
assessed on a case-by-case and site-by-site basis and, if necessary, the MND related projects would be 
required to appropriate mitigation measures and comply with appropriate regulatory compliance 
measures. Furthermore, the MND's analysis of the Approved Project’s impacts concluded that, through 
the implementation of the recommended mitigation measures, where the Approved Project would have 
impacts, its impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project and under the 
same geological and soils conditions. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to 
geology and soils impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a 
less than significant cumulative impact on geology and soils.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

As the analysis above shows, the Modified Project would result in 2,523 MTCO2e/yr in operational 
emissions, a level of gross emissions that would not trigger the SCAQMD’s draft screening threshold for 
mixed-use projects, and, therefore, would result in a less-than-significant impact, which is the same
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conclusion as the MND reached for the Approved Project. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for 
the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s generation of GHG emissions would 
not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to GHG emissions and impacts would be less than 
significant.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to hazards and hazardous materials impacts, and therefore that the Approved Project would have a less 
than significant cumulative hazards impact. As the MND explained, hazardous impacts are project- and 
site-specific and there is little, if any, cumulative hazardous relationship between the Approved Project 
and any of the MND related projects. Similar to the Approved Project, the MND related project's 
potential impacts related to hazards would be assessed on a case-by-case basis and, if necessary, the MND 
related projects would be required to implement the appropriate mitigation measures and comply with 
applicable regulatory compliance measures. Furthermore, the MND's analysis of the Approved Project’s 
hazards and hazardous materials impacts concluded that, through the implementation of the mitigation 
measures and regulatory compliance measures identified above, the Approved Project's impacts, where 
there were any, would be reduced to less than significant levels.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project and under the 
same conditions related to existing hazards and hazardous materials, and since it proposes the same land 
uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project, construction and operation of the Modified Project 
would create the same hazards impacts as the Approved Project. Like the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project's potential impacts, where there would be any, would be limited primarily to the Project Site with 
the incorporated Mitigation Measure and Regulatory Compliance Measures, and therefore would not be 
likely to combine with the hazards impacts of the Related Projects, if any. Therefore, like the Approved 
Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not make a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to hazards impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative impact on hazards.

Hydrology and Water Quality

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to an adverse impact on the volume or quality of surface water runoff, and the Approved Project would 
have a less than significant cumulative impact to the existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. As 
the MND explained, the Project Site and the surrounding areas in which the MND related projects are 
located are served by the City's existing storm drain system. Just as runoff from the Project Site and 
adjacent urban uses is typically directed into the adjacent streets, where it flows to the nearest drainage 
improvements, it is likely that most, if not all, of the MND related projects would also drain to the 
drainage systems in their respective surrounding streets. However, the MND concluded, little if any 
additional cumulative runoff is expected from the Project Site and from the MND related project sites, 
since this part of the City is already fully developed with impervious surfaces. Further, under the 
requirements of the LID Ordinance, as the MND discussed with respect to the Approved Project's project-
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level impacts, each project is required to implement stormwater BMPs to retain or treat the runoff from a 
storm event producing % inch of rainfall in a 24-hour period. Mandatory structural BMPs will therefore 
result in a cumulative reduction to surface water runoff, as the development in the surrounding area is 
limited to infill developments and redevelopment of existing urbanized areas. Therefore, the Approved 
Project would have a less than significant cumulative impact on hydrology and water quality.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project and proposes 
the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project; therefore, construction and operation 
of the Modified Project would create the hydrology and water quality impacts as the Approved Project. 
Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project's potential impacts, where there would be any, would be 
reduced to a less than significant level with incorporation of the same Mitigation Measures and 
Regulatory Compliance Measures as are incorporated in the Approved Project. As is true for the 
Approved Project, since the Related Projects must comply with the same City codes as the Modified 
Project, and since this area of Los Angeles is already covered with impervious surfaces, little if any 
additional cumulative runoff is expected from the Project Site and from the Related Project sites. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to hydrology or water quality impacts, 
and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant 
cumulative impact on hydrology and water quality.

Land Use

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to land use impacts, and therefore that the Approved Project would have a less than significant cumulative 
land use impact. As the MND explained, neither the Approved Project or any of the MND related projects 
would physically divide an established community or conflict with a habitat conservation plan because all 
are located in urban areas. There are no City or County significant ecological areas in or on the Project 
Site or the MND related project sites.78 The MND further concluded that the Approved Project would not 
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulatively significant land use inconsistency, and 
cumulative impacts would be less than significant. The MND explained that the Approved Project and the 
MND related projects are generally located in commercial or residential land use designations and zones, 
and thus do not implicate industrial policies as articulated in the Framework Element, Hollywood 
Community Plan or Industrial Land Use Policy. Finally, the City’s threshold of significance analyzes 
inconsistency only with respect to policies adopted to mitigate or avoid environmental impacts. The MND 
related projects located in the West Hollywood would be subject to the land use policies of that 
jurisdiction.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site as the Approved Project and proposes 
the same land uses (hotel and commercial) as the Approved Project. Like the Approved Project and the 
MND related projects, the Modified Project and the Related Projects would not physically divide an

78 Navigate LA, Significant Ecological Areas layer: http://navigatela.lacity.org/index01.cfm
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established community or conflict with a habitat conservation plan, because all are located on sites 
already located in a densely developed urbanized area, without City or County significant ecological 
areas. Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
(which proposes the same land uses as the Approved project) together with the Related Projects, including 
those in West Hollywood, also would not combine to create a significant cumulative impact relative to 
land use inconsistency, or relative to policies adopted to avoid or mitigate environmental impacts. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to land use impacts, and, as such, like 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative impact on land 
use.

Mineral Resources

The MND concluded that development of the Approved Project would have no impact on mineral 
resources and that, as a result, the Approved Project could not contribute to any cumulative impact related 
to the loss of the availability of mineral resources. As the MND explained, the area in which the Project 
Site and the MND related projects are located is a highly urbanized area that does not include any MRZ 
zones.

The Modified Project would be developed at the same Project Site and, as discussed above in Section 
3.11, construction and operation of the Modified Project would have no impact on mineral resources. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not make a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to mineral resources impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would have a less than significant cumulative impact on mineral resources.

Noise

As the MND concluded for the Approved Project, the Related Projects considered with the Modified 
Project would result in an increase in construction-related and traffic-related noise as well as on-site 
stationary noise sources in the already urbanized area of the city of Los Angeles. Construction-period 
noise for the Modified Project and each Related Project (that has not yet been built) would be localized in 
nature. None of the Related Projects is in close enough proximity to the Project Site to cause cumulative 
construction or stationary noise or vibration impacts. Any construction noise from the Related Projects, 
were it to occur concurrently with the Modified Project, would be attenuated by the distance across 
Cahuenga Boulevard. In addition, each of the Related Projects would be required to comply with the 
City’s noise ordinance, as well as implement any mitigation measures that may be prescribed pursuant to 
CEQA. With respect to cumulative traffic noise impacts, it should be noted that the Modified Project’s 
mobile source vehicular noise impacts are based on the predicted traffic volumes as presented in the 
Project Traffic Impact Study. Based on the Modified Project’s estimated trip generation, the Project plus 
future cumulative baseline conditions would not have the potential to create a significant cumulative 
impact. As such, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project’s noise volumes would not be cumulatively considerable. Thus, the cumulative impact
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associated with construction noise would be less than significant, which is the same conclusion as the 
MND reached for the Approved Project.

Population and Housing

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulative considerable contribution 
to population and housing, and that the Approved Project would have a less than significant cumulative 
population and housing impact. As the MND explained, the MND related projects would introduce 
additional residential, commercial/retail/restaurant, office, school, and other related uses to Los Angeles 
and West Hollywood. While any of the MND related project with residential components would result in 
direct population growth, the Approved Project would have no impact on direct population growth since 
it does not include any residential component. Additionally, the Approved Project would not displace any 
residents since the existing development at the Project Site is commercial. Further, as the MND 
explained, the Approved Project's net increase of 80 employees is not cumulatively considerable as there 
are no thresholds for employee impacts, and because this increase would be within SCAG's anticipated 
growth for the region. The MND concluded that the Approved Project and the MND related projects' 
growth would not exceed SCAG's projections and would therefore not create a significant cumulative 
impact.

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not include any residential units and therefore 
would not add any population growth to the area. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not displace housing since the existing development at the Project Site is commercial. Like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project's net increase of approximately 84 employees would fall within SCAG's 
projected increase for the region. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would not make a cumulative considerable contribution to 
population and housing impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
have a less than significant cumulative impact on population and housing.

Public Services

Fire

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to fire protection services impacts, and, as such, the Approved Project would have a less than significant 
cumulative impact on fire protection. The MND explained that, while the Approved Project together with 
the MND related projects could increase the demands for fire protection services in the area, including, 
for example, increased demands for additional Los Angeles County Fire Department or LAFD staffing, 
equipment, and facilities over time, these increased demands would be funded via existing funding 
mechanisms (e.g., property taxes, government funding, and developer fees) to which the Approved 
Project and the MND related projects would contribute. As the MND further explained, similar to the 
Approved Project, each of the MND related projects would be individually subject to review for fire 
safety measures by the department having jurisdiction over it (Los Angeles County Fire Department for 
the West Hollywood MND related projects and LAFD for the Los Angeles MND related projects), and
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would be required to comply with all applicable fire safety requirements in order to adequately mitigate 
fire protection impacts. Specifically, any related project that exceeded the applicable response distance 
standards would be required to install automatic fire sprinkler systems in order to mitigate the additional 
response distance. To the extent cumulative development causes the need for additional fire stations to be 
built, such stations would be built on small infill lots within existing developed areas, would be subject to 
CEQA review and would be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. Since the LAFD does not currently have 
any plans for new fire stations to be developed in proximity to the Project Site, no impacts are currently 
anticipated to occur.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project and, like the 
Approved Project, would have less than significant project-level impacts on fire services. Like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not 
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to fire protection services impacts, and, as such, like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative impact on fire 
protection services.

Police

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to police protection services impacts, and, as such, the Approved Project would have a less than 
significant cumulative impact on police protection. The MND explained that, while the Approved Project 
together with the MND related projects could increase the demands for police protection services in the 
area, including, for example, increased demands for additional Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department 
or LAFD staffing, equipment, and facilities over time, these increased demands would be funded via 
existing funding mechanisms (e.g., property taxes, government funding, and developer fees) to which the 
Approved Project and the MND related projects would contribute. As the MND further explained, similar 
to the Approved Project, each of the MND related projects would be individually subject to police 
protection review and would be required to comply with all applicable safety requirements of the 
applicable police department and jurisdiction in order to adequately address police protection service 
demands. Furthermore, each of the MND related projects would likely install and/or incorporate adequate 
crime prevention design features in consultation with the LAPD or Los Angeles County Sheriff's 
Department, as necessary, to further decrease the demand for police protection services. To the extent 
cumulative development causes the need for additional police stations to be built, the development of 
such stations would be on small infill lots within existing developed areas, would be subject to CEQA 
review and would be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. Since the LAPD does not currently have any 
plans for new police stations to be developed in proximity to the Project Site, no impacts are currently 
anticipated to occur.

The Modified Project would be developed on the same Project Site as the Approved Project and, like the 
Approved Project, would have less than significant project-level impacts on police protection services. 
Like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to police protection services impacts, and, as

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-160



City of Los Angeles

such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative 
impact on police protection services.

Schools

The MND concluded that, although the Approved Project in combination with the MND related projects 
is expected to result in a cumulative increase in the demand for school services, the Approved Project 
would not make a cumulative considerable contribution to impacts on schools, and cumulative impacts on 
schools would be less than significant. As the MND explained, the MND related projects would have the 
potential to generate students that would attend the same schools would serve the Approved Project, and, 
in addition, several of the MND related projects involve the development of facilities for students 
(daycare, kindergarten, tutoring, and school). However, each of the new housing units, commercial, and 
industrial uses would be responsible for paying mandatory school fees to mitigate the increased demands 
for school services. Under CEQA, the payment of these school fees mitigates any impacts on schools to a 
less than significant level.

Like the Approved Project in combination with the MND related project, the Modified Project in 
combination with the Related Projects expected to result in a cumulative increase in the demand for 
school services. However, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to impacts on 
schools, and as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant 
cumulative impact on schools.

Parks and Recreation

The MND concluded that development of the Approved Project in conjunction with the MND related 
projects could result in an increase in permanent residents that would contribute to lowering the City’s 
existing parkland to population ratio, which is currently below the preferred standard, but that with the 
payment of the applicable recreation fees on a project-by-project basis, the Approved Project would not 
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to impacts on parks and recreational facilities and its 
cumulative impacts would be less than significant. Like the Approved Project together with the MND 
related projects, development of the Modified Project in conjunction with the Related Projects could 
result in an increased demand on parkland and reduce the existing parkland to population ratio. However, 
like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to impacts on parks and recreation, and, as 
such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative 
impact on parks and recreation.

Library

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to impacts on libraries. As the MND explained, there are several libraries operated by the Los Angeles 
County Public Library or the LAPL and the LAPL has no planned expansions or new libraries (as cited
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by the LAPL response letter, included in the appendices). Like the Approved Project and the MND 
related projects, those libraries are able to serve the needs of the Modified Project and the Related 
Projects. Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to impacts on libraries, and, 
as such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative 
impact on libraries.

Traffic

The MND concluded that although development of the Approved Project in conjunction with the MND 
related projects would result in an increase in average daily vehicle trips and peak hour vehicle trips, the 
Approved Project would not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to traffic impacts. As the 
MND explained, the MND's traffic analysis methodology included both an individual project level 
analysis (existing With Project scenario) and a cumulative impact analysis (Future baseline w/Project 
scenario). This cumulative impact future analysis included the MND related projects. The future with 
Project analysis showed no significant impact with mitigation to any of the study intersections, or CMP 
intersections or freeways.

This Addendum uses the same traffic analysis methodology as the MND used for the Approved Project, 
and includes both an individual project level analysis (existing With Project scenario) and a cumulative 
impact analysis (Future baseline w/Project scenario) that includes the Related Projects. As was true for 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project's future with Project analysis shows no significant impact 
with mitigation to any of the study intersections, or CMP intersections or freeways. Therefore, like the 
Approved Project and for the same reasons as for the Approved Project, the Modified Project will not 
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to traffic impacts, and, as such, like the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would have a less than significant cumulative impact on traffic.

Tribal Cultural Resources

Impacts to tribal resources tend to be site-specific and locally specific, and are assessed on a site-by-site 
and project-by-project basis. The Modified Project and the Related Projects would all be required to 
comply with applicable federal, state, and city regulations that preclude significant cumulative impacts 
regarding tribal resources. As explained above in Section 3.17, Tribal Resources, the Modified Project 
would have no historic impact and, with incorporation of the required Regulatory Compliance Measures, 
a less than significant impact on tribal resources. Similarly, each Related Project would have to be 
evaluated within its own site-specific context to determine the likelihood of the presence of TCRs and 
appropriate measures to ensure their protection if present or likely to be present. In addition, any Related 
Project within a historic district or affecting a historic resource would require a historic resource 
evaluation to ensure that removal of an existing building, addition of a new building, and/or conversion 
would not impact the historic resource in the area. Therefore, the Modified project would not make a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to an impact on tribal cultural resources, and the Modified Project 
would have a less than significant cumulative impact on tribal cultural resources.
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Utilities

Development of the Project, in conjunction with cumulative growth throughout the City of Los Angeles 
(including the related projects), would further increase the generation of wastewater, demand for potable 
water within the City, and increase regional demands on landfill capacity.

Wastewater

As shown in Table 2.19-1, Cumulative Estimated Wastewater Generation, it is estimated the Related 
Projects will generate a net total of approximately 3,464,638 gallons per day (gpd) (or 3.5 mgd) of 
wastewater. The Modified Project represents less than 1.0 percent of the cumulative total. The HTP has 
adequate capacity (88 mgd) to accommodate the Cumulative total. The Approved Project cumulative total 
was 2,092,460 gpd. The 1.4 mgd increase can also be accommodated in the HTP. The Modified Project 
would not make a cumulative considerable contribution and a less than significant cumulative impact 
would occur, which is the same conclusion as the MND reached for the Approved Project.

Table 2.19-1
Cumulative Estimated Wastewater Generation

Land Use Size Wastewater Generation Rates Total (gpd)

Residential 14,518 units 150 gallons / unit 2,177,700

Health Club 133,812 sf 650 gallons / 1,000 sf 86,978

Office 4,200,592 sf 120 gallons / 1,000 sf 504,071

School 450 students 11 gallons / student 4,950

Retail 1,518,229 sf 50 gallons / 1,000 sf 75,911

Hotel 120 gallons / room3,828 rooms 459,360

381,939 sf 300 gallons / 1,000 sfRestaurant 114,582

Bar/Lounge 17,800 sf 720 gallons / 1,000 sf 12,816

24,900 sf 30 gallons /1,000 sfStorage 747

Related Projects 3,437,115

Modified Project 27,523

Cumulative (Related + Project) 3,464,638

Note: sf = square feet; gpd = gallons per day
Rates: Sewage Generation Factor, effective date April 6, 2012: http://lacitysan.org/fmd/pdf/sfcfeerates.pdf 
Residential units include a variety of types and unknown number of bedrooms. This analysis assumes an average 
of two-bedroom units, which will balance the studio and 1-bedroom units with larger units.
Since some of the related projects do not contain enough details to determine specific types within a given land 
use category, the rates selected here include the largest generator to show a most conservative impact.
Retail includes two rates (one for less than 100,000 sf and one for greater than 100,000 sf). This analysis includes 
the larger rate for a greater generator to show a most conservative impact.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.
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Water

As shown in Table 2.19-2, Cumulative Estimated Water Demand, it is estimated the Related Projects 
and the Modified Project will demand a net total of approximately 4,216,861 gallons per day (gpd) (or 4.2 
mgd) of water. The Modified Project represents less than 1.0 percent of the cumulative total. The 
LADWP's 2015 Urban Water Management Plan was adopted in June 2016 and projects a total demand of 
611,800 AFY in 2020 and 644,700,000 AFY in 2025.79 The cumulative total is approximately 4,705 
AFY, which is within the supply of the UWMP and accommodated by any project that conforms to the 
General Plan and zoning. Related Projects that do not would be required to demonstrate that there is 
adequate supply, through a Water Supply Assessment for example. The LAAFP has adequate capacity 
(between 50 and 150 mgd, during summer and non-summer months, respectively) to accommodate the 
Cumulative total. The Approved Project's cumulative total was 2,555,125 gpd. The 1.6 mgd increase can 
also be accommodated in the UWMP and LAAFP. The Modified Project would not make a cumulative 
considerable contribution and a less than significant cumulative impact would occur, the same conclusion 
as the MND reached for the Approved Project.

Table 2.19-2
Cumulative Estimated Water Demand

Land Use Size Water Demand Rates Total (gpd)

Residential 14,518 units 177 gallons / unit 2,569,686

Health Club 133,812 sf 832 gallons / 1,000 sf 111,332

Office 4,200,592 sf 153.6 gallons / 1,000 sf 645,211

School 450 students 14 gallons / student 6,300

Retail 1,518,229 sf 64 gallons / 1,000 sf 97,167

Hotel 153.6 gallons / room3,828 rooms 587,981

381,939 sf 384 gallons / 1,000 sfRestaurant 146,665

Bar/Lounge 17,800 sf 922 gallons / 1,000 sf 16,412

24,900 sf 38 gallons /1,000 sfStorage 946

Related Projects 4,181,700

Modified Project 35,161

Cumulative (Related + Project) 4,216,861

79 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, Los Angeles, pg. ES-23.

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-164



City of Los Angeles

Table 2.19-2
Cumulative Estimated Water Demand

Land Use Size Water Demand Rates Total (gpd)

Note: sf = square feet; gpd = gallons per day
Water consumption rates are assumed as 128 percent (nonresidential) and 118 percent (residential) of the 
wastewater generation rates.
Rates: Sewage Generation Factor, effective date April 6, 2012: http://lacitysan.org/fmd/pdf/sfcfeerates.pdf 
Residential units include a variety of types and unknown number of bedrooms. This analysis assumes an average 
of two-bedroom units, which will balance the studio and 1-bedroom units with larger units.
Since some of the related projects do not contain enough details to determine specific types within a given land 
use category, the rates selected here include the largest generator to show a most conservative impact.
Retail includes two rates (one for less than 100,000 sf and one for greater than 100,000 sf). This analysis includes 
the larger rate for a greater generator to show a most conservative impact.
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Solid Waste

As shown in Table 2.19-3, Cumulative Estimated Solid Waste Generation, it is estimated the related 
projects and the Modified Project will generate a net total of approximately 233,045 pounds per day of 
solid waste (or 117 tons). The Project represents approximately 0.5 percent of the cumulative total. The 
Sunshine Canyon landfill has adequate capacity (and currently accepts 9,000 tpd on weekdays and 3,000 
tpd on Saturday) to accommodate the Cumulative total. The Approved Project's cumulative total was 
140,044 pounds per day (or 70 tons. The 47 tons per day increase can also be accommodated by Sunshine 
Canyon. The Modified Project would not make a cumulative considerable contribution and a less than 
significant cumulative impact would occur, the same conclusion as the MND reached for the Approved 
Project.

Table 2.19-3
Cumulative Estimated Solid Waste Generation

Land Use Size Solid Waste Rates Total (pounds)

Residential 14,518 units 12.23 pounds / unit 177,555

Health Club 133,812 sf 31.2 pounds / 1,000 sf 4,175

Office 4,200,592 sf 6 pounds / 1,000 sf 25,204

School 450 students 0.5 pounds / student 225

Retail 1,518,229 sf 5 pounds / 1,000 sf 7,591

Hotel 4 pounds / room3,828 rooms 15,312

381,939 sf 5 pounds / 1,000 sfRestaurant 1,910

Bar/Lounge 17,800 sf 5 pounds / 1,000 sf 89

24,900 sf 5 pounds / 1,000 sfStorage 125
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Table 2.19-3
Cumulative Estimated Solid Waste Generation

Land Use Size Solid Waste Rates Total (pounds)

Related Projects 232,186

Modified Project 859

Cumulative (Related + Project) 233,045

Note: sf = square feet
CalRecycle

http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/wastechar/wastegenrates/ 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Estimated Solid GenerationRates: Waste Rates:

Individual sewer and water infrastructure is location and site-specific and made on a case by case basis. 
Through the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, the LADWP has demonstrated that it can provide 
adequate water supplies for the City through the year 2035. Demands on water consumption, wastewater 
generation, and solid waste generation resulting from the Project would be less than significant with 
implementation of provided mitigation measures (where applicable). These mitigation measures identified 
for the Project are standard mitigation measures from the City that would also apply to the related projects 
in the City. In addition, several of the related projects would be subject to SB 610, which requires a water 
supply assessment to evaluate whether total projected water supplies will meet the projected water 
demand. Ultimately, the wastewater and water facilities (HTP and LAAFP) and the Puente Hills MRF, 
Sunshine Canyon landfill, and Mesquite landfill have adequate capacity to accommodate the project and 
related projects. The Project’s contribution to cumulative wastewater, water, and solid waste impacts will 
not be cumulatively considerable and cumulative impacts would be less than significant, same as the 
Approved Project.

Electricity

The Related Projects are served by LADWP, same as the Project Site, and thus are counted as part of 
cumulative analysis. As shown in Table 2.19-4, Cumulative Estimated Electricity Demand, the 
demand is approximately 194 gw-h/yr of electricity. The Approved Project's cumulative total was 125 
gw-h/year, an increase of 69 gw-h/yr. The LADWP is able to supply 7,300 mw of power with a current 
peak of 6,177 mw. Thus, there is 1,055 mw of additional power capacity. To put this into perspective, this 
represents approximately 0.002 percent of the additional power capacity at existing levels. Peak demand 
is expected to grow to 5,650 mw in 2018-2019 and 5,899 mw in 2023-2024.80 The cumulative projects’ 
annual electricity consumption would represent approximately 0.73 percent of the forecasted electricity

80 2015 Power Integrated Resource Plan, Table A-1, Forecasted growth in Annual Peak Demand: 
https://www.ladwp. com/ladwp/faces/wcnavexternalId/a-p-doc?_adf.ctrl- 
state=11j0xz3uxz_4&_afrLoop=399494189004579
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81demand in 2018.
cumulative projects are within the anticipated demand of the LADWP system. In other words, there is 
adequate energy capacity to service the Project and the Related Projects. Each of the Related Projects 
would be evaluated within its own context with consideration of energy conservation features that could 
alleviate electrical demand. Each Related Project would be required to be in compliance with Title 24 of 
the CCR (CalGreen) requiring building energy efficiency standards, and would also be in compliance 
with the Los Angeles Green Building Code. Further, each Related Project would need to be consistent 
with how the LADWP serves each location with its existing distribution infrastructure. Therefore 
cumulative impacts would be less than significant, the same conclusion as the MND reached for the 
Approved Project.

Thus, there is adequate supply capacity to serve the cumulative projects. Thus, the

Table 2.19-4
Cumulative Estimated Electricity Demand

Land Use Size Electricity Rates Total (kw-h / yr)

Residential 14,518 units 5,626.5 kw-h / unit 81,685,527

Health Club 133,812 sf 12.95 kw-h / sf 1,732,865

Office 4,200,592 sf 12.95 kw-h / sf 54,397,666

School 450 students 10.50 kw-h / sf 448,875

Retail 1,518,229 sf 13.55 kw-h/sf 20,572,002

Hotel 9.95 kw-h / sf3,828 rooms 15,235,440

381,939 sf 47.45 kw-h / sfRestaurant 18,123,005

Bar/Lounge 17,800 sf 47.45 kw-h / sf 844,610

24,900 sf 4.35 kw-h/sfStorage 108,315

Related Projects 193,148,305

Modified Project 950,565

Cumulative (Related + Project) 194,098,870
sf =square feet; kw-h = kilowatt-hour; yr = year
Source: SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook, 1993, Table A9-11-A Electricity Usage Rate
The LADWP does not provide or comment on generation rates to provide an estimate of demand. In addition, the 
Los Angeles City Planning Department has consistently accepted use of the SCAQMD rates in its EIRs.
Hotel Rooms: average budget room is 300 to 400 square feet. http://www.dimensionsinfo.com/hotel-room-size/. 
This analysis assumes 400 square feet per room.
School — 95 square feet per student: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf/completesch.asp 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

Natural Gas

81 194 / 26,638 x 100% = 0.73%
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All of the related projects are served by the same natural gas service as the Project (SCG). As shown in 
Table 2.19-5, Cumulative Estimated Natural Gas Demand, the cumulative projects are estimated to 
demand approximately a net increase of 84,428,030 cf/month of natural gas (2.8 million cf/day). The 
Approved Project’s cumulative demand was 50,990,827 cf/month, an increase of 33.4 million cf/month. 
The natural gas demand is based on natural gas usage rates from the SCAQMD and without taking credit 
for the cumulative projects’ energy conservation features, which would reduce natural gas usage. The 
approximate demand is based on the best available data and is intended to provide an analysis of the 
estimated demand in comparison to SCG’s overall supply. The SCG retail core peak day demand in 2016 
is estimated at 2,947 million cf/day and 2018 is estimated at 2,931 million cf/day.82 The increase of 2.8 
million cf/day represents approximately 0.1 percent of the 2018 peak demand. Thus, there is adequate 
supply capacity and no impacts would occur, which is the same conclusion as the MND reached for the 
Approved Project.

Table 2.19-5
Cumulative Estimated Natural Gas Demand

Land Use Size Natural Gas Rates Total (cf / mo)

Residential 14,518 units 4,011.5 cf / unit 58,238,957

Health Club 133,812 sf 2.9 cf / mo 388,055

Office 4,200,592 sf 2.9 cf / mo 12,181,716

School 450 students 2.9 cf / mo 123,975

Retail 1,518,229 sf 2.9 cf / mo 4,402,864

Hotel 4.8 cf / sf3,828 rooms 7,349,760

381,939 sf 2.9 cf / moRestaurant 1,107,623

Bar/Lounge 17,800 sf 2.9 cf / mo 51,620

24,900 sf 2.9 cf / moStorage 72,210

Related Projects 83,916,780

Modified Project 511,250

Cumulative (Related + Project) 84,428,030

sf =square feet; cf = cubic feet; mo 
Source: SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook, 1993, Appendix 9, Table A9-12-A, Natural Gas Usage Rate 
The SCG does not provide or comment on generation rates to provide an estimate of demand. In addition, the Los 
Angeles City Planning Department has consistently accepted use of the SCAQMD rates in its EIRs.
Hotel Rooms: average budget room is 300 to 400 square feet. http://www.dimensionsinfo.com/hotel-room-size/. 
This analysis assumes 400 square feet per room.
School — 95 square feet per student: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf/completesch.asp 
Table: CAJA Environmental Services, October 2017.

month

82 2016 CA Gas Report: https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pdf

Godfrey Hotel Project
ENV-2015-3167-MND-REC1

2. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page 2-168

http://www.dimensionsinfo.com/hotel-room-size/
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf/completesch.asp
https://www.socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2016-cgr.pdf


City of Los Angeles

LADWP and SCG undertake system expansions and secure the capacity to serve their service areas and 
take into consideration general growth and development. Operation would result in the irreversible 
consumption use of non-renewable natural gas and would thus limit the availability of this resource. 
However, the continued use of natural gas would be on a relatively small scale and consistent with 
regional and local growth expectations for the area. The related projects would be in compliance with the 
City’s Green Building Ordinance (for the City of Los Angeles) and would thus exceed the standards in 
Title 24 of the CCR requiring building energy efficiency standards.

All forecasted growth would incorporate design features and energy conservation measures, as required 
by Title 24 of the CCR (CalGreen) requiring building energy efficiency standards, and would also be in 
compliance with the LA Green Building Code, which would reduce the impact on natural gas demand. It 
is also anticipated that future developments would upgrade distribution facilities, commensurate with 
their demand, in accordance with all established policies and procedures. There would be sufficient 
statewide supplies to accommodate the statewide requirements from 2018-2030. Thus, there is a plan to 
secure natural gas supplies to meet demand. Therefore cumulative impacts would be less than significant, 
same as the Approved Project.

c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Approved Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

Modified Project: Less Than Significant Impact.

The MND concluded that the Approved Project would have a less than significant impact, a less than 
significant impact with mitigation, or no impact on the environment under each of the environmental 
topics addressed. As discussed above, this Addendum has reached the same conclusions under each of the 
environmental categories for the Modified Project as the MND reached for the Approved Project. 
Therefore, like the Approved Project and for the same reason as for the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would not have the potential to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings, and, like the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project's impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, the Modified 
Project's impacts related to human beings are adequately addressed in the MND, and no new or 
substantially greater impacts would occur as a result of the changes to the Approved Project proposed by 
the Modified Project.
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Mitigation Monitoring Program

Mitigation Monitoring Program

1. Introduction
To ensure that the mitigation measures identified in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) are implemented, the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) requires the Lead Agency for a project to adopt a program for monitoring or 
reporting on the revisions it has required for a project and the measures it has imposed to 
mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects. As specifically set forth in Section 15097(c) 
of the CEQA Guidelines, the public agency may choose whether its program will monitor 
mitigation, report on mitigation, or both. As provided in Section 15097(c) of the CEQA 
Guidelines, “monitoring” is generally an ongoing or periodic process of project oversight. 
"Reporting” generally consists of a written compliance review that is presented to the decision
making body or authorized staff person.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) Addendum has been prepared to address the Project’s 
potential environmental impacts. Where appropriate, this environmental document identified 
project design features, regulatory compliance measures, or recommended mitigation measures 
to avoid or to reduce potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project. This Mitigation 
Monitoring Program (MMP) is designed to monitor implementation of those project design 
features and mitigation measures.

This MMP has been prepared in compliance with the requirements of CEQA Section 21081.6 
and CEQA Guidelines Section 15097. It is noted that while certain agencies outside of the City 
of Los Angeles (City) are listed as the monitoring/enforcement agencies for individual project 
design features and mitigation measures listed in this MMP, the City, as Lead Agency for the 
Project, is responsible for overseeing and enforcing implementation of the MMP as a whole.

2. Purpose
It is the intent of this MMP to:

1. Verify compliance with the project design features and mitigation measures identified in the 
MND Addendum;

2. Provide a framework to document implementation of the identified project design features and 
mitigation measures;

3. Provide a record of mitigation requirements;

4. Identify monitoring and enforcement agencies;
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5. Establish and clarify administrative procedures for the clearance of project design features 
and mitigation measures;

6. Establish the frequency and duration of monitoring; and

7. Utilize the existing agency review processes wherever feasible.

3. Organization
As shown on the following pages, the project design features (PDF) and required mitigation 
measures (MM) are listed and categorized by impact area, as identified in the MND Addendum, 
with an accompanying discussion of:

• Monitoring Phase, the phase of the project during which the mitigation measure or project 
design feature shall be monitored;

o Pre-Construction, including the design phase

o Construction

o Occupancy (post-construction)

• Enforcement Agency, the agency with the authority to enforce the mitigation measure or
project design feature; and

• Monitoring Agency, the agency to which reports including feasibility, compliance, 
implementation, and development are made.

• Monitoring Frequency, the frequency at which the mitigation measure of project design 
feature shall be monitored.

• Actions Indicating Compliance, the action(s) of which the Enforcement or Monitoring 
Agency indicates that compliance with the identified mitigation measure or project design 
feature has been implemented.

4. Administrative Procedures and Enforcement
This MMP shall be enforced throughout all phases of the Project. The Applicant shall be 
responsible for implementing each project design feature and mitigation measure and shall be 
obligated to provide certification, as identified below, to the appropriate monitoring agency and 
the appropriate enforcement agency that each project design feature and mitigation measures 
has been implemented. The Applicant shall maintain records demonstrating compliance with 
each project design feature and mitigation measure. Such records shall be made available to 
the City upon request.
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Further, specifically during the construction phase and prior to the issuance of building permits, 
the Applicant shall retain an independent Construction Monitor (either via the City or through a 
third-party consultant), approved by the Department of City Planning, who shall be responsible 
for monitoring implementation of project design features and mitigation measures during 
construction activities consistent with the monitoring phase and frequency set forth in this MMP. 
The Construction Monitor shall also prepare documentation of the Applicant’s compliance with 
the project design features and mitigation measures during construction every 90 days in a form 
satisfactory to the Department of City Planning. The documentation must be signed by the 
Applicant and Construction Monitor and be included as part of the Applicant’s Annual 
Compliance Report. The Construction Monitor shall be obligated to immediately report to the 
Enforcement Agency any non-compliance with the mitigation measures and project design 
features within two businesses days if the Applicant does not correct the non-compliance within 
a reasonable time of notification to the Applicant by the monitor or if the non-compliance is 
repeated. Such noncompliance shall be appropriately addressed by the Enforcement Agency.

5. Program Modification
After review and approval of the final MMP by the Lead Agency, minor changes and 
modifications to the MMP are permitted, but can only be made by the Applicant or its 
successors subject to City approval. The Lead Agency, in conjunction with any appropriate 
agencies or departments, will determine the adequacy of any proposed change or modification. 
This flexibility is necessary in light of the nature of the MMP and the need to protect the 
environment with a workable program. No changes will be permitted unless the MMP continues 
to satisfy the requirements of CEQA, as determined by the Lead Agency.

6. Mitigation Monitoring Program 

a) Aesthetics
(1) Project Design Features

Aesthetics (Light)PDF-1-1

Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding, such that the light 
source cannot be seen from adjacent residential properties, the public right-of- 
way, nor from above.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval

Godfrey Hotel Project
Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration Addendum

City of Los Angeles
January 2018

Page 3



Mitigation Monitoring Program

Aesthetics (Glare)PDF-1-2

The exterior of the proposed structure shall be constructed of materials to 
minimize glare and reflected heat, such as, but not limited to, high-performance 
and/or non-reflective tinted glass (no mirror-like tints or films) and pre-cast 
concrete or fabricated wall surfaces.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction; Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check; once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval; field inspection sign-off

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

b) Agricultural and Forestry Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

Air Qualityc)
(1) Project Design Features

PDF-3-1 Temporary construction fencing shall be installed around the periphery of the 
Site, which reduces dust and other emissions from the Project Site.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off
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(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

d) Biological Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

e) Cultural Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

f) Geology and Soils
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

MM-6-1 The Project shall comply with the recommendations contained within the 
Geotechnical Engineering Report submitted to the Department of Building and 
Safety.

The Project shall comply with the conditions contained within the Department of 
Building and Safety’s Geology and Soils Report Approval Letter for the Project, 
and as it may be subsequently amended or modified.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction
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Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval and issuance of building permit

Erosion/Grading/Short-Term Construction ImpactsMM-6-2

The applicant shall provide a staked signage at the site with a minimum of 3-inch 
lettering containing contact information for the Senior Street Use Inspector 
(Department of Public Works), the Senior Grading Inspector (LADBS) and the 
hauling or general contractor.

The Project shall prepare a Grading Plan that shall conform with the City of Los 
Angeles Department of Building and Safety Grading Division’s Landform Grading 
Manual Guidelines.

Appropriate erosion control and drainage devices per the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code Section 91.7013 shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Los Angeles 
Department of Building and Safety.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval and issuance of building permit

g) Greenhouse Gas Emissions
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

h) Hazards and Hazardous Materials
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

MM-8-1 Emergency Evacuation Plan
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Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall develop an 
emergency response plan in consultation with the Fire Department. The 
emergency response plan shall include but not be limited to the following: 
mapping of emergency exits, evacuation routes for vehicles and pedestrians, 
location of nearest hospitals, and fire departments.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department; Los Angeles Department 
of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department; Los Angeles Department of 
Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-operation; Operation

Monitoring Frequency: Once, for Plan approval prior to operation

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval

i) Hydrology and Water Quality
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

j) Land Use and Planning
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

k) Mineral Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.
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l) Noise
(1) Project Design Features

PDF-12-1 The pool and rooftop decks shall be enclosed on all sides with a glass perimeter 
wall and include landscaping (i.e., shrubbery and trees), and shall be designed to 
minimize noise levels at off-site locations to the maximum extent feasible, but to 
achieve at least a reduction of 5 to 10 dBA of noise attenuation at the nearest 
such location.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Operation

Monitoring Frequency: Once, prior to operation

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

(2) Mitigation Measures

Increased Noise Levels (Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities)MM-12-1

Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 
pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00 am to 6:00 pm on Saturday.

Demolition and construction activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating 
several pieces of equipment simultaneously, which causes high noise levels.

The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the- 
art noise shielding and muffling devices.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-2 Two weeks prior to commencement of construction, notification shall be provided 
to any off-site residential and school uses within 500 feet of the Project site that 
discloses the construction schedule, including the types of activities and 
equipment that would be used throughout the duration of the construction period.
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Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-3 Temporary sound barriers, capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 
12 dBA (e.g., construction sound wall with sound blankets) at 50 feet of distance, 
and capable of blocking the line-of-sight to the Buzzfeed Studios shall be 
installed as feasible.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-4 All powered construction equipment shall be equipped with exhaust mufflers or 
other suitable noise reduction devices (utilizing all technologically feasible sound 
attenuation features) capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 3 dBA 
at 50 feet of distance. On-site power generators shall either be plug-in electric or 
solar powered.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-5 All construction areas for staging and warming-up equipment shall be located as 
far as possible from adjacent residences.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
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Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-6 Portable noise sheds for smaller, noisy equipment, such as air compressors, 
dewatering pumps, and generators shall be provided where feasible.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-7 A haul route for exporting cut materials from the site to a nearby landfill should 
minimize travel on residential streets with sensitive receptors.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval and issuance of building permit

m) Population and Housing
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

n) Public Services
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.
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(2) Mitigation Measures

Public Services (Fire)MM-14-1

The following recommendations of the Fire Department relative to fire safety shall 
be incorporated into the building plans, which includes the submittal of a plot plan 
for approval by the Fire Department either prior to the recordation of a final map 
or the approval of a building permit. The plot plan shall include the following 
minimum design features: fire lanes, where required, shall be a minimum of 20 
feet in width; all structures must be within 300 feet of an approved fire hydrant, 
and entrances to any dwelling unit or guest room shall not be more than 150 feet 
in distance in horizontal travel from the edge of the roadway of an improved 
street or approved fire lane.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, prior to issuance of building permit

Action Indicating Compliance: Issuance of building permit 

Public Services (Police - Demolition/Construction Sites)MM-14-2

Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, 
short-cut attractions and attractive nuisances.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles
Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off 

Public Services (Police)MM-14-3

The plans shall incorporate a design that enhances the security, semi-public and 
private spaces, which may include but not be limited to access control to building, 
secured parking facilities, walls/fences with key systems, well-illuminated public 
and semi-public space designed with a minimum of dead space to eliminate 
areas of concealment, location of toilet facilities or building entrances in high-foot 
traffic areas, and provision of security guard patrol throughout the Project Site if 
needed. The design shall reference "Design Out Crime Guidelines: Crime 
Prevention Through Environmental Design", published by the Los Angeles Police
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Department. These measures shall be approved by the Police Department prior 
to the issuance of building permits.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of City Planning

Monitoring Phase: Pre-Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Issuance of building permit

MM-14-4 Upon completion of the Project, the Hollywood Area commanding officer shall be 
provided with a diagram of each portion of the property. The diagram shall 
include access routes and any additional information that might facilitate police 
response.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of City Planning

Monitoring Phase: Pre-Occupancy

Monitoring Frequency: Once, prior to occupancy

Action Indicating Compliance: Police Department confirmation of receiving 
diagram

o) Recreation
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

p) Transportation/Traffic
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.
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(2) Mitigation Measures

MM-16-1 Transportation (Haul Route)

The developer shall install appropriate construction related traffic signs around 
the site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety.

Projects involving the import/export of 20,000 cubic yards or more of dirt shall 
obtain haul route approval by the Department of Building and Safety.

Applicant shall plan construction and construction staging as to maintain 
pedestrian access on adjacent sidewalks throughout all construction phases. 
This requires the applicant to maintain adequate and safe pedestrian protection, 
including physical separation (including utilization of barriers such as K-Rails or 
scaffolding, etc) from work space and vehicular traffic, and overhead protection, 
due to sidewalk closure or blockage, at all times.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction; construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan check; once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Los Angeles Department of Transportation
approval; field inspection sign-off

Pedestrian SafetyMM-16-2

Temporary pedestrian facilities should be adjacent to the project site and provide 
safe, accessible routes that replicate as nearly as practical the most desirable 
characteristics of the existing facility.

Covered walkways should be provided where pedestrians are exposed to 
potential injury from falling objects.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction; construction

Monitoring Frequency: Ongoing

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off
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q) Tribal Cultural Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

r) Utilities and Service Systems
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

Wastewater ServiceMM-18-1

As part of the normal construction/building permit process, the Project Applicant 
shall confirm with the City that the capacity of the local and trunk lines are 
sufficient to accommodate the Project’s wastewater flows during the construction 
and operation phases. If the public sewer has insufficient capacity, then the 
Project Applicant shall be required to build sewer lines to a point in the sewer 
system with sufficient capacity. If street closures for construction are required, 
the Project applicant shall coordinate with LADOT on a traffic control plan and 
have flagmen to facilitate traffic flow and safety and minimize interruption to the 
street and sidewalk.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction, construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at plan check, once, prior to street closures 

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval

Water ServiceMM-18-2

As part of the normal construction/building permit process, the Project Applicant 
shall confirm with the LADWP Water Service Organization (WSO) that the 
capacity of the existing water infrastructure can supply the domestic needs of the 
Project during the construction and operation phases. If the water infrastructure 
has insufficient capacity, then the Project Applicant shall be required to build
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water lines to a point in the system with sufficient capacity. If street closures for 
construction are required, the Project applicant shall coordinate with LADOT on a 
traffic control plan and have flagmen to facilitate traffic flow and safety and 
minimize interruption to the street and sidewalk.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction, construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at plan check, once, prior to street closures

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval
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Mitigation Monitoring Program

1. Introduction
To ensure that the mitigation measures identified in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) are implemented, the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) requires the Lead Agency for a project to adopt a program for monitoring or 
reporting on the revisions it has required for a project and the measures it has imposed to 
mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects. As specifically set forth in Section 15097(c) 
of the CEQA Guidelines, the public agency may choose whether its program will monitor 
mitigation, report on mitigation, or both. As provided in Section 15097(c) of the CEQA 
Guidelines, “monitoring” is generally an ongoing or periodic process of project oversight. 
"Reporting” generally consists of a written compliance review that is presented to the decision
making body or authorized staff person.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) Addendum has been prepared to address the Project’s 
potential environmental impacts. Where appropriate, this environmental document identified 
project design features, regulatory compliance measures, or recommended mitigation measures 
to avoid or to reduce potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project. This Mitigation 
Monitoring Program (MMP) is designed to monitor implementation of those project design 
features and mitigation measures.

This MMP has been prepared in compliance with the requirements of CEQA Section 21081.6 
and CEQA Guidelines Section 15097. It is noted that while certain agencies outside of the City 
of Los Angeles (City) are listed as the monitoring/enforcement agencies for individual project 
design features and mitigation measures listed in this MMP, the City, as Lead Agency for the 
Project, is responsible for overseeing and enforcing implementation of the MMP as a whole.

2. Purpose
It is the intent of this MMP to:

1. Verify compliance with the project design features and mitigation measures identified in the 
MND Addendum;

2. Provide a framework to document implementation of the identified project design features and 
mitigation measures;

3. Provide a record of mitigation requirements;

4. Identify monitoring and enforcement agencies;
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5. Establish and clarify administrative procedures for the clearance of project design features 
and mitigation measures;

6. Establish the frequency and duration of monitoring; and

7. Utilize the existing agency review processes wherever feasible.

3. Organization
As shown on the following pages, the project design features (PDF) and required mitigation 
measures (MM) are listed and categorized by impact area, as identified in the MND Addendum, 
with an accompanying discussion of:

• Monitoring Phase, the phase of the project during which the mitigation measure or project 
design feature shall be monitored;

o Pre-Construction, including the design phase

o Construction

o Occupancy (post-construction)

• Enforcement Agency, the agency with the authority to enforce the mitigation measure or
project design feature; and

• Monitoring Agency, the agency to which reports including feasibility, compliance, 
implementation, and development are made.

• Monitoring Frequency, the frequency at which the mitigation measure of project design 
feature shall be monitored.

• Actions Indicating Compliance, the action(s) of which the Enforcement or Monitoring 
Agency indicates that compliance with the identified mitigation measure or project design 
feature has been implemented.

4. Administrative Procedures and Enforcement
This MMP shall be enforced throughout all phases of the Project. The Applicant shall be 
responsible for implementing each project design feature and mitigation measure and shall be 
obligated to provide certification, as identified below, to the appropriate monitoring agency and 
the appropriate enforcement agency that each project design feature and mitigation measures 
has been implemented. The Applicant shall maintain records demonstrating compliance with 
each project design feature and mitigation measure. Such records shall be made available to 
the City upon request.
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Further, specifically during the construction phase and prior to the issuance of building permits, 
the Applicant shall retain an independent Construction Monitor (either via the City or through a 
third-party consultant), approved by the Department of City Planning, who shall be responsible 
for monitoring implementation of project design features and mitigation measures during 
construction activities consistent with the monitoring phase and frequency set forth in this MMP. 
The Construction Monitor shall also prepare documentation of the Applicant’s compliance with 
the project design features and mitigation measures during construction every 90 days in a form 
satisfactory to the Department of City Planning. The documentation must be signed by the 
Applicant and Construction Monitor and be included as part of the Applicant’s Annual 
Compliance Report. The Construction Monitor shall be obligated to immediately report to the 
Enforcement Agency any non-compliance with the mitigation measures and project design 
features within two businesses days if the Applicant does not correct the non-compliance within 
a reasonable time of notification to the Applicant by the monitor or if the non-compliance is 
repeated. Such noncompliance shall be appropriately addressed by the Enforcement Agency.

5. Program Modification
After review and approval of the final MMP by the Lead Agency, minor changes and 
modifications to the MMP are permitted, but can only be made by the Applicant or its 
successors subject to City approval. The Lead Agency, in conjunction with any appropriate 
agencies or departments, will determine the adequacy of any proposed change or modification. 
This flexibility is necessary in light of the nature of the MMP and the need to protect the 
environment with a workable program. No changes will be permitted unless the MMP continues 
to satisfy the requirements of CEQA, as determined by the Lead Agency.

6. Mitigation Monitoring Program 

a) Aesthetics
(1) Project Design Features

Aesthetics (Light)PDF-1-1

Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding, such that the light 
source cannot be seen from adjacent residential properties, the public right-of- 
way, nor from above.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval
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Aesthetics (Glare)PDF-1-2

The exterior of the proposed structure shall be constructed of materials to 
minimize glare and reflected heat, such as, but not limited to, high-performance 
and/or non-reflective tinted glass (no mirror-like tints or films) and pre-cast 
concrete or fabricated wall surfaces.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction; Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check; once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval; field inspection sign-off

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

b) Agricultural and Forestry Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

Air Qualityc)
(1) Project Design Features

PDF-3-1 Temporary construction fencing shall be installed around the periphery of the 
Site, which reduces dust and other emissions from the Project Site.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off
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(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

d) Biological Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

e) Cultural Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

f) Geology and Soils
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

MM-6-1 The Project shall comply with the recommendations contained within the 
Geotechnical Engineering Report submitted to the Department of Building and 
Safety.

The Project shall comply with the conditions contained within the Department of 
Building and Safety’s Geology and Soils Report Approval Letter for the Project, 
and as it may be subsequently amended or modified.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction
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Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval and issuance of building permit

Erosion/Grading/Short-Term Construction ImpactsMM-6-2

The applicant shall provide a staked signage at the site with a minimum of 3-inch 
lettering containing contact information for the Senior Street Use Inspector 
(Department of Public Works), the Senior Grading Inspector (LADBS) and the 
hauling or general contractor.

The Project shall prepare a Grading Plan that shall conform with the City of Los 
Angeles Department of Building and Safety Grading Division’s Landform Grading 
Manual Guidelines.

Appropriate erosion control and drainage devices per the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code Section 91.7013 shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Los Angeles 
Department of Building and Safety.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval and issuance of building permit

g) Greenhouse Gas Emissions
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

h) Hazards and Hazardous Materials
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

MM-8-1 Emergency Evacuation Plan
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Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall develop an 
emergency response plan in consultation with the Fire Department. The 
emergency response plan shall include but not be limited to the following: 
mapping of emergency exits, evacuation routes for vehicles and pedestrians, 
location of nearest hospitals, and fire departments.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department; Los Angeles Department 
of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department; Los Angeles Department of 
Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-operation; Operation

Monitoring Frequency: Once, for Plan approval prior to operation

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval

i) Hydrology and Water Quality
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

j) Land Use and Planning
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

k) Mineral Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.
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l) Noise
(1) Project Design Features

PDF-12-1 The pool and rooftop decks shall be enclosed on all sides with a glass perimeter 
wall and include landscaping (i.e., shrubbery and trees), and shall be designed to 
minimize noise levels at off-site locations to the maximum extent feasible, but to 
achieve at least a reduction of 5 to 10 dBA of noise attenuation at the nearest 
such location.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Operation

Monitoring Frequency: Once, prior to operation

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

(2) Mitigation Measures

Increased Noise Levels (Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities)MM-12-1

Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 
pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00 am to 6:00 pm on Saturday.

Demolition and construction activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating 
several pieces of equipment simultaneously, which causes high noise levels.

The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the- 
art noise shielding and muffling devices.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-2 Two weeks prior to commencement of construction, notification shall be provided 
to any off-site residential and school uses within 500 feet of the Project site that 
discloses the construction schedule, including the types of activities and 
equipment that would be used throughout the duration of the construction period.
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Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-3 Temporary sound barriers, capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 
12 dBA (e.g., construction sound wall with sound blankets) at 50 feet of distance, 
and capable of blocking the line-of-sight to the Buzzfeed Studios shall be 
installed as feasible.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-4 All powered construction equipment shall be equipped with exhaust mufflers or 
other suitable noise reduction devices (utilizing all technologically feasible sound 
attenuation features) capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 3 dBA 
at 50 feet of distance. On-site power generators shall either be plug-in electric or 
solar powered.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-5 All construction areas for staging and warming-up equipment shall be located as 
far as possible from adjacent residences.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
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Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-6 Portable noise sheds for smaller, noisy equipment, such as air compressors, 
dewatering pumps, and generators shall be provided where feasible.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off

MM-12-7 A haul route for exporting cut materials from the site to a nearby landfill should 
minimize travel on residential streets with sensitive receptors.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval and issuance of building permit

m) Population and Housing
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

n) Public Services
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.
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(2) Mitigation Measures

Public Services (Fire)MM-14-1

The following recommendations of the Fire Department relative to fire safety shall 
be incorporated into the building plans, which includes the submittal of a plot plan 
for approval by the Fire Department either prior to the recordation of a final map 
or the approval of a building permit. The plot plan shall include the following 
minimum design features: fire lanes, where required, shall be a minimum of 20 
feet in width; all structures must be within 300 feet of an approved fire hydrant, 
and entrances to any dwelling unit or guest room shall not be more than 150 feet 
in distance in horizontal travel from the edge of the roadway of an improved 
street or approved fire lane.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Fire Department

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, prior to issuance of building permit

Action Indicating Compliance: Issuance of building permit 

Public Services (Police - Demolition/Construction Sites)MM-14-2

Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, 
short-cut attractions and attractive nuisances.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles
Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off 

Public Services (Police)MM-14-3

The plans shall incorporate a design that enhances the security, semi-public and 
private spaces, which may include but not be limited to access control to building, 
secured parking facilities, walls/fences with key systems, well-illuminated public 
and semi-public space designed with a minimum of dead space to eliminate 
areas of concealment, location of toilet facilities or building entrances in high-foot 
traffic areas, and provision of security guard patrol throughout the Project Site if 
needed. The design shall reference "Design Out Crime Guidelines: Crime 
Prevention Through Environmental Design", published by the Los Angeles Police
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Mitigation Monitoring Program

Department. These measures shall be approved by the Police Department prior 
to the issuance of building permits.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of City Planning

Monitoring Phase: Pre-Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan Check

Action Indicating Compliance: Issuance of building permit

MM-14-4 Upon completion of the Project, the Hollywood Area commanding officer shall be 
provided with a diagram of each portion of the property. The diagram shall 
include access routes and any additional information that might facilitate police 
response.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of City Planning

Monitoring Phase: Pre-Occupancy

Monitoring Frequency: Once, prior to occupancy

Action Indicating Compliance: Police Department confirmation of receiving 
diagram

o) Recreation
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

p) Transportation/Traffic
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.
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Mitigation Monitoring Program

(2) Mitigation Measures

MM-16-1 Transportation (Haul Route)

The developer shall install appropriate construction related traffic signs around 
the site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety.

Projects involving the import/export of 20,000 cubic yards or more of dirt shall 
obtain haul route approval by the Department of Building and Safety.

Applicant shall plan construction and construction staging as to maintain 
pedestrian access on adjacent sidewalks throughout all construction phases. 
This requires the applicant to maintain adequate and safe pedestrian protection, 
including physical separation (including utilization of barriers such as K-Rails or 
scaffolding, etc) from work space and vehicular traffic, and overhead protection, 
due to sidewalk closure or blockage, at all times.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction; construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at Plan check; once during field inspection

Action Indicating Compliance: Los Angeles Department of Transportation
approval; field inspection sign-off

Pedestrian SafetyMM-16-2

Temporary pedestrian facilities should be adjacent to the project site and provide 
safe, accessible routes that replicate as nearly as practical the most desirable 
characteristics of the existing facility.

Covered walkways should be provided where pedestrians are exposed to 
potential injury from falling objects.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction; construction

Monitoring Frequency: Ongoing

Action Indicating Compliance: Field inspection sign-off
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Mitigation Monitoring Program

q) Tribal Cultural Resources
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures required.

r) Utilities and Service Systems
(1) Project Design Features

No project design features required.

(2) Mitigation Measures

Wastewater ServiceMM-18-1

As part of the normal construction/building permit process, the Project Applicant 
shall confirm with the City that the capacity of the local and trunk lines are 
sufficient to accommodate the Project’s wastewater flows during the construction 
and operation phases. If the public sewer has insufficient capacity, then the 
Project Applicant shall be required to build sewer lines to a point in the sewer 
system with sufficient capacity. If street closures for construction are required, 
the Project applicant shall coordinate with LADOT on a traffic control plan and 
have flagmen to facilitate traffic flow and safety and minimize interruption to the 
street and sidewalk.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction, construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at plan check, once, prior to street closures 

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval

Water ServiceMM-18-2

As part of the normal construction/building permit process, the Project Applicant 
shall confirm with the LADWP Water Service Organization (WSO) that the 
capacity of the existing water infrastructure can supply the domestic needs of the 
Project during the construction and operation phases. If the water infrastructure 
has insufficient capacity, then the Project Applicant shall be required to build
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Mitigation Monitoring Program

water lines to a point in the system with sufficient capacity. If street closures for 
construction are required, the Project applicant shall coordinate with LADOT on a 
traffic control plan and have flagmen to facilitate traffic flow and safety and 
minimize interruption to the street and sidewalk.

Enforcement Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction, construction

Monitoring Frequency: Once, at plan check, once, prior to street closures

Action Indicating Compliance: Plan approval
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