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To: Debbie Lawrence, Senior City Planner, Central Project Planning, Los Angeles City Planning 

From: Ned Baldwin, Senior Project Manager, Meridian Consultants LLC 

Re: CF 20-1443; DIR-2018-2699-SPP; ENV-2018-2700-SCEA 

Date: December 14, 2020 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

The City, assisted by Meridian Consultants, prepared and circulated a Sustainable Communities 

Environmental Assessment (SCEA) for a proposed development (the Project) at 350 South Figueroa Street. 

The SCEA (ENV-2018-2700-SCEA) prepared by the City was circulated from May 21 through June 19, 2020. 

CEQA requires that a Project reviewed by means of a SCEA be consistent with the general use designations, 

density, building intensity, and applicable policies specified for the project area in the Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (CEQA 21155.4(a)(3)) and it must 

incorporate all feasible mitigation measures, performance standards, or criteria set forth in the 

environmental report prepared for the RTP/SCS (CEQA 21155.2).  

The SCEA as finalized and circulated by the City fulfilled these requirements relative to the Southern 

California Association of Government (SCAG) 2016–2040 RTP/SCS. CEQA Guidelines 15125 (e) states that 

“Where a proposed project is compared with an adopted plan, the analysis shall examine the existing 

physical conditions at the time the notice of preparation is published, or if no notice of preparation is 

published, at the time environmental analysis is commenced as well as the potential future conditions 

discussed in the plan.” The approach taken by the City in the SCEA is also consistent with CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15007(c) which states in relation to amendments in CEQA guidelines that "[i]f a document meets 

the content requirements in effect when the document is set out for public review, the document shall 

not need to be revised to conform to any new content requirements ... taking effect before the document 

is finally approved." As such, it was appropriate and adequate for the Project to be compared to the 2016-

2040 SCAG RTP/SCS, which was in effect at the time environmental analysis commenced. 

In September 2020, SCAG adopted a new RTP/SCS called Connect SoCal, replacing the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS. 

Though not necessary to evaluate the Project against a plan adopted after environmental analysis was 

completed, as stated below, the Project is also consistent with the 2020 RTP/SCS and its associated EIR.  

The 2020 RTP/SCS does not specify any use designations, density, or building intensity for the Project site. 

It does identify the Project area as a High-Quality Transit Area and a Priority Growth Area. The Project is 

consistent with these designations.  
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The Core Vision of 2020 RTP/SCS with respect to Land Use policy is to align transportation investments 

and land use decisions that would improve mobility and reduce greenhouse gases by bringing housing, 

jobs and transit closer together. The Project would create a high-density mix of uses close to transit.  As 

such, it would further the vision of the 2020 RTP/SCS.   

Specific land use strategies identified in the 2020 RTP/SCS include focusing growth near destinations and 
mobility options by emphasizing land use patterns that facilitate multimodal access to work, educational 
and other destinations; planning for growth near transit investments; prioritizing infill and redevelopment 
of underutilized land to accommodate new growth; and encouraging design and transportation options 
that reduce the reliance on and number of solo car trips. The Project would develop residential infill that 
is near transit investments, utilizes shared parking and includes a mix of uses on site. As such, the Project 
is consistent with the land use strategies of the 2020 RTP/SCS. 

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the 2020 SCAG RTP/SCS PEIR does not 

include project level mitigation measures that are required of the Proposed Project. Rather, the SCAG 

MMRP provides a list of mitigation measures that SCAG determined a lead agency can and should consider, 

as applicable and feasible, where the agency has identified that a project has the potential for significant 

effects. The SCAG measures are not prescriptive on the Proposed Project unless the lead agency 

determines their applicability to the Project based on the circumstances and anticipated environmental 

impacts. The only significant impact identified by the City is the removal of existing street trees.  The SCAG 

RTP/SCS EIR MMRP includes mitigation measure PMM BIO-5 that states “a Lead Agency for a project can 

and should consider mitigation measures to reduce conflicts with local policies and ordinances protecting 

biological resources, as applicable and feasible.” The City has done so. As such, the Project has 

incorporated the applicable mitigation measures from the SCAG RTP/SCS PEIR. 

CEQA requires revision and recirculation of environmental review documents in cases in which new 

information results in significant impacts or changes in mitigation not identified in the public document 

(CEQA Guidelines 15162).  This is not the case in this situation. Nor is this a case where CEQA would require 

recirculation pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.  There is no new information that has deprived 

the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect. The 

change from the 2016 RTP/SCS to the 2020 RTP/SCS has not changed the determination of impacts or 

mitigation for the Project. The Project is consistent with the 2016 RTP/SCS and, as discussed above, it 

would be consistent with the 2020 RTP/SCS. As such, the SCEA as previously circulated is adequate and no 

revision or reconsideration of it is necessary. 


