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1 INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) has been prepared by the City of Los Angeles (City)
under the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA) Sections 15088, 15089, and 15132, for
the Police Headquarters Facility Plan Project (proposed project). This Final EIR includes: Response to
Comments, which includes the City’s responses to all written comments received by agencies, private
organizations, and the public during the draft EIR public comment period and verbal comments received
during the draft EIR public hearing; Clarifications and Modifications, which describes the changes made
to the draft EIR; and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which lists all the
mitigation measures required for implementation of the project, the phase in which the measures would be
implemented, and the enforcement agency responsible for compliance.

1.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed project is located in the northeastern portion of downtown within the City of Los Angeles,
County of Los Angeles (see Figure 1-1, Regional Map). The project site includes three distinct areas that
are generally located south of Temple Street and east of Spring Street. The specific boundaries of the
project site are described in more detail below and are shown on Figure 1-2, Vicinity Map. For
discussion purposes, the three areas encompassing the project site are identified as follows:

e Old Caltrans Site — Block bounded by 1% Street to the north, Main Street to the east, 2" Street to the
south, and Spring Street to the west.

e 2" and Main Streets Site — Central portion of the block bounded by 2™ Street to the north,
Los Angeles Street to the east, 3" Street to the south, and Main Street to the west.

o Parker Center Site — Southeastern portion of the block bounded by Temple Street to the north,
Judge John Aiso Street to the east, 1% Street to the south, and Los Angeles Street to the west.

1.2 SUMMARY OF PROPOSED PROJECT

The Police Headquarters Facility Plan would involve the construction of a police headquarters building
and related improvements in downtown Los Angeles. The purpose of the project is to permanently house
the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) headquarters currently at Parker Center and to provide
improved public facilities and sufficient parking to meet the operational needs of the LAPD and the
general public visiting the Civic Center. The current facility is obsolete and deficient in capacity. The
proposed project would include the following key components:

e 500,000 square foot (ft?) Police Headquarters Facility (PHF) with office space for administrative
police personnel, a helipad, auditorium, café, and subterranean parking (365 spaces for police use);
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1 Introduction

o Off-site police headquarters parking (Main Street Parking Facility) with up to 800 parking spaces for
police use on six above-ground levels and approximately 140 parking spaces on two below-ground
levels designated for public use. The facility would be designed to accommodate a future two-level,
60,000 ft recreational center;

e 28,000 ft? replacement facility to house the MTD which administers the procurement, maintenance,
and repair of police fleet vehicles. The facility would contain a car wash, fuel island, service bays,
storage areas for automotive parts and repair products, parking for large vehicles, office space for
MTD personnel, and up to 3,000 ft* of space designated for future retail development;

e Two-level, below-grade public parking facility (Aiso Street Parking Facility) containing 300 parking
spaces and an at-grade public plaza; and

o One acre of open space at the new PHF including a lawn and landscaped terrace.

During construction of the PHF, police headquarter functions would remain at Parker Center. Following
completion of the new PHF, Parker Center would be permanently vacated, secured, and maintained. The
new police facility would have the capacity to accommodate up to 2,400 police personnel by the year
2011; a 13 percent growth over the current personnel level.

1.3 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Table 1-1 provides a summary of the impacts associated with the proposed project, including impacts that
would be significant and unavoidable and potentially significant unless mitigated. Also included in this
table are the recommended mitigation measures and a determination of the level of significance of the
impacts after incorporation of the mitigation measures.

1.4 SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The draft EIR considered a range of alternatives to the proposed project to provide informed decision-
making in accordance with Section 15126.6(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines. As described below, the
alternatives analyzed in this EIR include: the No Project Alternative (Alternative 1); New PHF at the 1%
and Alameda Site (Alternative 2); and the New PHF at the Parker Center Site (Alternative 3).

1.4.1 No PROJECT ALTERNATIVE (ALTERNATIVE 1)

Under the No Project Alternative, the proposed new structures would not be constructed nor would
structures be demolished or vacated. Parker Center would continue to be used as the headquarters for
LAPD’s administrative functions. The MTD would remain at Parker Center, and the associated parking
and open space improvements would not take place. The environmental characteristics would generally
be the same as those described in the environmental setting sections of Chapter 3 of the draft EIR.

Page 1-4 Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



1 Introduction

TABLE 1-1 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Project Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Significance After
Mitigation

AIR QUALITY

During construction, the proposed project would violate the South Coast
Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) air quality standard for
volatile organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen oxides (NOx,) and
would contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation. NOX emissions would exceed the SCAQMD thresholds of
significance during each year of construction. Construction activities
would exceed VOC thresholds during the last two years of construction.

AIR-A: Best Available Control Measures (BACMs) shall
be incorporated into the project’s contract specifications to
facilitate enforcement, as follows:

® At least 75% of all architectural coatings shall be No-
VOC coatings.

e  All heavy construction equipment will be outfitted
with particulate filters.

e  All heavy construction equipment will be powered by
Puri-NOX or a NOX emission-reducing equivalent
fuel.

e  All heavy construction equipment shall be properly
tuned and maintained.

e All heavy construction equipment engines will use
cooled exhaust gas recirculation or will be Tier 11
compliant, as feasible.

e All heavy construction equipment not equipped with
cooled exhaust gas recirculation will be equipped
with NOX catalysts, as feasible.

Significant (VOC and
NOX).

The proposed project would expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations. The sensitive receptors, including nearby
residents and pedestrians, would be exposed to short-term impacts from
VOC and NOX emissions during construction.

See AIR-A.

Significant.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Construction of the proposed project has the potential to cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical or
archaeological resource. Excavation and grading activities at the Old
Caltrans Site and 2™ and Main Streets Site could uncover buried
archaeological resources, including a segment of Zanja No. 8 (or related
tributaries) at the 2" and Main Street Site.

ARCH-A: Ground-disturbing activities at the Old
Caltrans Site and the 2" and Main Streets Site shall be
monitored by a qualified archaeologist. In the event
cultural resources are discovered, work in the vicinity shall
be halted immediately until the resource is assessed and
treatment is determined. For the Old Caltrans Site,
monitoring shall be conducted during all excavation and
grading activities. For the 2" and Main Streets Site,
monitoring shall be conducted during excavation, grading,
and removal of pavement. Additional granite pavement

Less than significant.
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1 Introduction

Project Impacts Mitigation Measures Significance After
Mitigation

discovered during construction would warrant the
preparation of a State Department of Parks and Recreation
(DPR) update form.

HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

The proposed project would potentially result in a material alteration of HIST-A: A maintenance plan for Parker Center shall be Less than significant.
the physical characteristics of Parker Center, a designated historical developed and implemented by a qualified historic
resource. Although the proposed project would not demolish any architect or preservation professional who meets the

historically significant structures at the Parker Center Site, closure of the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
facility could potentially result in deterioration by neglect to the physical Standards. The plan shall address the character-defining

characteristics that convey Parker Center’s historical significance and features of Parker Center that were detailed in historical
justify its eligibility for the California Register of Historical Resources assessment prepared for the City’s Proposition Q and F
(CRHR). Civic Center Public Safety Facilities Project (Gregory,

Wouellner, and Hirsch 2004). The plan shall include a
detailed documentation of existing contributing historic
features, finishes, and materials of Parker Center and
associated contributing objects, including the Young
mosaic and Rosenthal sculpture group. The plan shall
comply with all applicable Secretary of Interior Standards
and shall include a maintenance schedule for Parker

Center.
PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES
The proposed project would potentially result in the permanent loss or, PALEO-A: During excavation at the Old Caltrans Site Less than significant.
loss of access to, paleontological resources of regional or statewide and the 2" and Main Streets Site, a qualified
significance. Construction of below-grade parking at the Old Caltrans paleontologist(s) shall monitor excavation and earth
Site and 2" and Main Street site would require excavation beyond the removal from areas likely to contain paleontologic
artificial fill and alluvium as well as removal of overlying sediments that | resources, including subsurface Pleistocene alluvium and
have been previously disturbed. Since the Fernando Formation and underlying deposits of the marine Late Miocene Puente
Puente Formation are noted as having a high potential for paleontological | Formation (also known as the Modelo Formation) and
resources, construction activities could encounter and adversely affect marine Pliocene Fernando Formation. To avoid
fossil remains. construction delays, the paleontological monitor(s) shall be

equipped to salvage fossils as they are unearthed and to
remove samples of sediments that are likely to contain
fossil remains. The paleontological monitor(s) shall be
able to temporarily halt or divert construction equipment,
should the salvage and removal of fossil specimens require
this. The monitor shall be present for all major grading.

In the event that major grading reveals the presence of
fossiliferous rock unit(s) at any site, the monitor shall be
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1 Introduction

Project Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Significance After
Mitigation

on-site until all grading is completed.

PALEO-B: During excavation at the Old Caltrans Site
and the 2™ and Main Streets Site, samples of the Puente
Formation and Fernando Formation shall be collected and
analyzed by a qualified paleontologist for potential fossil
resources. As these fossils are small and undetectable in
normal excavation monitoring activities, samples shall be
collected from a range of depths at the location, and a
number at the discretion of the paleontologic monitor(s).
PALEO-C: If paleontological resources are encountered
during construction, recovered specimens shall be
prepared to a point of identification and permanent
preservation, including washing of sediments to recover
small or minute fossil remains.

PALEO-D: If paleontological resources are encountered
during construction, recovered specimens shall be
identified and curated into an established, accredited,
professional museum repository with permanent
retrievable paleontologic storage.

PALEO-E: Upon completion of construction activities, a
report of findings with an itemized inventory of specimens
shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Los
Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of
Engineering along with a confirmation of the specimens
deposited in an accredited and permanent museum
repository.

NOISE

Construction would result in a less than significant noise impact to
proximate sensitive receptors. The nearest sensitive noise receptors to the
project site include the Higgins Building, St. George Hotel, San Pedro
Firm Building, and the East-West Players performing arts theatre (former
Japanese Union Church of Los Angeles). The Higgins Building and St.
George Hotel are located approximately 50 feet and 20 feet from the Old
Caltrans and 2" and Main Streets Sites, respectively. The San Pedro
Firm Building and the East-West Players are located approximately 90
feet and 130 feet, respectively, from the Parker Center Site. During
construction, ambient noise levels at these sensitive receptors would
increase by 18 to 25 dBA. Construction activities for the proposed
project would be temporary and sporadic, based on single construction

NOISE-A: During all site preparation, grading, and
construction at each of the project sites, the construction
contractor shall stockpile materials and stage vehicle areas
away from noise-sensitive receivers adjacent to the project
sites to the extent feasible.

NOISE-B: All construction equipment used at each
project site shall be in proper operating condition and
fitted with standard factory noise attenuation features. All
equipment shall be properly maintained to eliminate
unnecessary additional noise due to worn or improperly
maintained parts.

NOISE-C: Hydraulic hammer attachments used in

Less than significant.
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1 Introduction

Project Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Significance After
Mitigation

events that would occur over a 30-month period for the Old Caltrans site,
a 14-month period for the Main Street Parking Facility and MTD, and a
15-month period for the Aiso Street Parking Facility.

pavement and structure demolition at all project sites shall
be equipped with a silencing package.

NOISE-D: Plywood fencing (approximately % inch or
greater plywood thickness) of a minimum 8 feet in height
shall be used along the perimeter of construction sites for
each project site to minimize noise to nearby noise-
sensitive receivers. This perimeter fencing shall not have
perforations or gaps, and shall be provided in addition to
required security fencing.

The proposed project would exceed the vibration thresholds of annoyance
established in Table 3.10-4 during construction. Impacts would exceed
the vibration thresholds at the St. George Hotel.

NOISE-E: All residents of the St. George Hotel shall be
notified of potential vibration impacts at least 14 days
prior to beginning of construction on the MTD and Main
Street Parking Facility.

Significant and
Unavoidable.

TRAFFIC

The proposed project would significantly impact 2 of the 43 intersections
in the study area during the evening peak hour. These intersections
include:

e  Main St. & 1% St.

e  Main St. & 2" st.

Due to physical constraints, no feasible mitigation
measures have been identified.

Significant and
Unavoidable.
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Potential impacts associated with the proposed project would be avoided because no major development
would occur on the project site under the No Project Alternative. Because no changes would occur on-
site, no impacts related to Air Quality, Archaeological Resources, Historic Architecture, Paleontological
Resources, Noise, and Traffic would occur. However, potential benefits associated with reuse of the
deteriorating Parker Center Site, including possible hazards remediation as outlined in Section 3.7, would
not occur and this alternative would not fulfill the objectives of the project and would further impair the
ability for LAPD to function efficiently and provide protection within the City.

1.4.2 NEw PHF AT THE 1°" AND ALAMEDA STREETS SITE ALTERNATIVE
(ALTERNATIVE 2)

This alternative would relocate the PHF, the PHF parking facility, and the MTD to areas east of Alameda
Street, between Temple and 1% Streets; however, public parking would still be located at 1% and Judge
John Aiso Streets. This Alternative would essentially cost the same and would be completed within the
same timeframe as the proposed project. This alternative would also meet the basic objectives of the
proposed project and operational needs of the City’s public safety infrastructure. Impacts associated with
this Alternative would be similar to the proposed project; however, operational impacts to air quality and
construction impacts to noise and vibration would be less than with the proposed project.

1.4.3 NEw PHF AT PARKER CENTER SITE ALTERNATIVE (ALTERNATIVE 3)

This alternative would place the PHF, the PHF parking structure, and the MTD on the existing Parker
Center Site; however, no public parking would be provided. This alternative would require a longer
construction schedule and would be delayed by approximately 2 years in comparison with the proposed
project. The cost associated with this Alternative would be significantly higher and it would not meet the
objective of providing public parking for the Civic Center. Archaeological, operational air quality, and
construction noise and vibration impacts would be less under this Alternative; however, impacts
associated with aesthetics and historic architecture would be greater than with the proposed project.

1.5 SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 (d) each alternative was evaluated in sufficient
detail to determine whether the overall environmental impacts would be less, similar, or greater than the
corresponding impacts of the proposed project. Table 1-2 provides a comparison matrix of the impacts
associated with the proposed project and the three alternatives carried forward for detailed evaluation.

1.5.1 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE

The “No Project” alternative would be the environmentally superior alternative. However, in accordance
with Section 15126.6(e)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, if the environmentally superior alternative is the No

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 1-9
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TABLE 1-2 COMPARISON OF IMPACTS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND THE ALTERNATIVES

_ Alternative 1: No Alternative 2: New Alternative 3: New
Impact Area Proposed Project Project ’ PHF at 1% and PHF at Parker Center
Alameda Streets Site Site

Aesthetics, Light, and Glare Il IV (Less) 111 (Similar) | (Greater)
Air Quality: Construction I 11 (Less) I (Similar) I (Similar)

Operation 11l 111 (Less) 111 (Less) 111 (Less)
Archaeological Resources 1 1V (Less) Il (Similar) IV (Less)
Historic Architectural Resources 1 1V (Less) Il (Similar) | (Greater)
Paleontologic Resources I IV (Less) Il (Similar) Il (Similar)
Geology & Soils 1] 1V (Less) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar)
Hazards & Hazardous Materials 1l IV (Less) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar)
Hydrology & Water Quality 11l 1V (Less) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar)
Land Use 11 IV (Less) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar)
Noise/Vibration; Construction | 111 (Less) Il (Less) Il (Less)

Operation 1] 111 (Less) 111 (Similar) I11 (Similar)

Traffic & Parking I IV (Less) I (Similar) | (Similar)
Utilities: Water v IV (Less) IV (Similar) IV (Similar)

Sewer & Wastewater v IV (Less) IV (Similar) IV (Similar)

Solid Waste v IV (Less) IV (Similar) IV (Similar)

Electricity & Natural Gas I IV (Less) 11 (Similar) 111 (Similar)

Notes:

I Significant Unavoidable Impact

Il: Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated
I11: Less Than Significant Impact

IV: No Impact

Less:  Impact is lower in magnitude than impacts of the proposed project
Similar: Impact is similar in magnitude to impacts of the proposed project
Greater: Impact is greater in magnitude than impacts of the proposed project
Mixed: Some impacts are less than, similar to, and/or greater in magnitude than
impacts of the proposed project
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1 Introduction

Project Alternative, then the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the
other alternatives. In this case, Alternatives 2 and 3 would both avoid significant unavoidable impacts
associated with construction-related noise and vibration. Although Alternative 2 would have significant
and unavoidable traffic impacts similar to those identified for the proposed project, the impacts could be
slightly greater for Alternative 3 because of the concentration of the PHF and other buildings in a more
constrained area. Furthermore, Alternative 3 would require the closure of Judge John Aiso Street (Class
Il major highway), which would further worsen traffic impacts in the area and would require a land use
change. Alternative 3 would also result in significant unavoidable impacts related to aesthetics and
historic resources due to the demolition of Parker Center, which would not occur under Alternative 2.
However, Alternative 2 would result in greater impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials, since
known groundwater and soil contamination occurs on-site and a portion of the site is located in a City
designated methane zone. However, other impacts such utility consumption, construction air quality
emissions and noise impacts, and hydrology would be the same for both alternatives. Therefore,
Alternative 2 would be the environmentally superior alternative.

1.6 NOTICING AND AVAILABILITY OF THE DRAFT EIR

The draft EIR was circulated for public review and comment on November 7, 2005, initiating a 45-day
public review period pursuant to CEQA and its implementing guidelines. The comment period was
extended by 11 days by the City; therefore, comments were accepted through January 2, 2006. The
document and the Notice of Completion (NOC) were distributed to the California Office of Planning and
Research, State Clearinghouse. Relevant agencies also received copies of the document. A Notice of
Availability (NOA) was distributed to over 500 interested parties and adjacent property owners and
residents, which informed them of where they could view the document and how to comment. Notices
were filed with the Los Angeles City and County Clerks and were also published in the Los Angeles
Times on November 3, 2005 and in the Los Angeles Downtown News on November 7, 2005. The 45-day
review period provided interested public agencies, groups and individuals the opportunity to comment on
the contents and accuracy of the document. The document was available to the public at the Little Tokyo
Branch City Library and the Central Branch Library. A copy of the document was also posted online.
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2 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The draft EIR was distributed for public review on November 7, 2005, initiating a 45-day public review
period pursuant to CEQA and its implementing guidelines. The comment period was extended by 11
days by the City; therefore, comments were accepted through January 2, 2006. During this public review
period, a total of 34 timely letters of comment were received (Table 2-1). Three of the letters were from
public agencies, six were from organizations, and 25 were from private citizens. All of the comment
letters are listed in the following table and the corresponding City responses are provided in this section.
For email messages, the date of receipt is identified; whereas, the postmark date is provided for comment
letters that were sent via regular mail. A copy of each comment letter is provided prior to each response.

The City held a public meeting to solicit comments on the draft EIR during the CEQA public review
period. The meeting was held at City Hall (200 North Spring Street, 3rd floor, Board of Public Works
Hearing Room) on December 1, 2005 at 6:30 p.m. Transcripts of the meeting are also included in this
section; the responses to substantive comments follow a copy of the transcript.

TABLE 2-1. LIST OF COMMENT LETTERS FROM DRAFT EIR

L;t;er Agency/Organization/Individual Postmarked/Received

State of California, Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and
1 Planning Unit January 4, 2006
Signed: Terry Roberts

Southern California Association of Governments

2 D ber 22, 2005
Signed: Brian Wallace ecember

Los Angeles Community Redevelopment Agency

3 Signed.: Lillian Burkenheim January 3, 2006
4 L'ittle Tokyo Com@unity Council November 30, 2005

Signed: Tom Kamei
5 Little Tokyo Service Center

Signed: Yoshiyuki Bill Watanabe December 8, 2005
6 Japanese American Citizens League

Signed: Alayne Yonemoto December 9, 2005
7 Allen Matkins Leck Gamble & Mallory LLP

Signed: William Harmsen December 31, 2005
g Higgins Building Homeowners Association December 29, 2005

Signed: Karie Miller, Pedro Galindo, Andrew Meieran, Michael Shannon

Lacivicpark.org

9 Signed: Cheryl McDonald, Ken Ehrlich, Adele Yellin, Kjell Hagen, Nic Cha December 30, 2005

Kim, Jonno Agnew

jo | Citizen Letter | November 22, 2005
Signed: Maureen Moore

Citizen Letter 2

11 N ber 27, 2005
Signed: John Crandell ovember =4,

Citizen Letter 3

12 N ber 28, 2005
Signed: Yi Lin ovember
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2 Response to Comments

Letter o - .
;t;e Agency/Organization/Individual Postmarked/Received
iti Letter 4
13 | Citizen Letter November 29, 2005
Signed: Allen Terrell
14 | CitizenLetiers. November 29, 2005
Signed: Erin Quill
Citizen Letter 6
15 N ber 30, 2005
Signed: Aaron Sosnick ovember
Citi Letter 7
16 1 tzen Setiet December 1, 2005
Signed: Sonya Ramos
r—
17 C.1tlzen étter 8 December 1, 2005
Signed: Jih-Fang Yang
iti Lett
jg | Citizen Letter9 December 1, 2005
Signed: Nadine Weatherstone
Citizen Letter 10
19 1 tzen Letter December 2, 2005
Signed: Rhett
itizen Letter 11
g0 | Citizenletterdl December 27, 2005
Signed: Greg Morris
Citizen Letter 12
21 fHzen Bemer 2 December 28, 2005
Signed: M.J. Higgins
itizen L 1
gy | Citizen Letter I3 December 28, 2005
Signed: Dale Youngman
Citizen Letter 14
23 Hzen Beter December 28, 2005
Signed: James Panozzo
Citizen Letter 15
24 D ber 28, 2005
Signed: Jared Hungerford ceember
itizen Letter 16
g5 | Cttizen Letter 16 December 29, 2005
Signed: Jon Higgins
Citizen Letter 17
26 D ber 29, 2005
Signed: F.J. O Neil ecember
itizen Letter 18
g7 | CitizenLetter 18 December 29, 2005
Signed: John David Whalen
Citizen Letter 19
28 fHzen Berer December 29, 2005
Signed: John Oligny
Citizen Letter 20
29 D ber 30, 2005
Signed: Martin Waterman ceember
Citizen Letter 21
30 feen Beter st December 30, 2005
Signed: Jorge Montijo
Citizen Letter 22
31 D ber 30, 2005
Signed: Richard Currier ecember
itizen Letter 23
3p | Cltizenletter2d January 1, 2006
Signed: Star Higgins
Citizen Letter 24
33 Ji 1, 2006
Signed: Steve Weston anvary
Citizen Letter 25
34 J. 4,2006
Signed: Jethro M Rothe-Kushel anuaty <,
Public Meeting Speak
35 uone ee.mg peaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Bill Watanabe
36 Public Meeting Speaker December 1, 2005
Page 2-2 Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR
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2 Response to Comments

Letter e - .

;t;e Agency/Organization/Individual Postmarked/Received
Speaker: Edward Takahashi
Public Meeting Speak

37 ubie Veeting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Joel Bloom
Public Meeting Speak

38 ubTie AHIeeting Speaket December 1, 2005
Speaker: Tom Kane
Public Meeti k

39 ublic Mecting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Shannon Patterson
Public Meeting Speak

40 ubhic Veeting Speaxet December 1, 2005
Speaker: John Agnew
Public Meeting Speaker

41 D ber 1, 2005
Speaker: William Mitchell ceember
Public Meeting Speak

42 ubiie Veeting peja e.r December 1, 2005
Speaker: Martha Higgins
Public Meeti ki

43 ublic Mecting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Cheryl McDonald
Public Meeti k

44 ublic Meeting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Karie Miller
Public Meeting Speak

45 ubhic Mee mg peaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Martin Waterman
Public Meeti k

46 ublic Meeting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Eric Kurimura
Public Meeting Speak

47 tbiie Vieeting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Coleman Engellenver
Public Meeting Speaker

48 D ber 1, 2005
Speaker: Pedro Galindo ceember
Public Meeting Speak

49 uoie ee? 1ng Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker:Kjell Hagen
Public Meeti ki

50 ublic Mecting Speaker December 1, 2005
Speaker: Joge Montijo
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January 4, 2006

Lisa M. Ochsner

City of Los Angeles

650 S. Spring Street, Suite 574
Los Angeles, CA 90014

Subject: Police Headquarters Facility Plan
SCH#: 2005021055

Dear Lisa M. Ochsner:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. The
review peried closed on January 3, 2006, and no state agencies submitted comments by that date. This
letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. 1-1

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely,

A
Terry RoZts

Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.0O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2005021055
Project Title  Police Headquarters Facility Plan
Lead Agency Los Angeles, City of
Type EIR DraftEIR
Description  Construction of 500,000 sf police headquarters facility with underground parking, off-site parking
facilities, 28,000 sq. ft. motor transport division, and 2-story, 60,000 sq. ft. recreation center.
Lead Agency Contact

Name Lisa M. Ochsner

Agency City of Los Angeles

Phone (213) 847-8699 Fax
email
Address 650 S. Spring Street, Suite 574
City Los Angeles State CA  Zip 90014
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Los Angeles, City of
Region
Cross Streets Temple, Spring, 3rd, and Judge John Aiso Street
Parcel No.
Township 1S Range 13W Section 28,29 Base SBBM

Proximity to:
Highways
Airporis
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

101, 110, 5, 10

Metrolink, Amtrak, MTA

Los Angeles River

LAUSD

Commercial and Public Facilities

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Cumulative Effects; Drainage/Absorption; Flood
Plain/Flooding; Geologic/Seismic; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Noise; Septic System; Sewer Capacity;
Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Soiid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality;
Water Supply

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Department of Parks and
Recreation; Native American Heritage Commission; Department of Health Services; Office of
Emergency Services; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5;
Department of Water Resources; Department of Conservation; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans,
District 7; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; Department of Toxic Substances Control

Date Received

11/04/2005 Start of Review 11/04/2005 End of Review 01/03/2006

Note: Bianks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



2 Response to Comments

Letter 1: State of California, Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and
Planning Unit

Comment No. Response

1-1 The Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit has
verified that the draft EIR was forwarded to selected state agencies for their review.
No state agencies responded to the draft EIR, and State Clearinghouse requirements
for review of draft environmental documents is therefore met. No response to this
letter is required.
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December 22, 2005

Ms. Lisa M. Ochsner

City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
650 S. Spring Street, Suite 574

Los Angeles, CA 90014

RE: SCAG Clearinghouse No. 1 20050730 Police Headquarters Facility
Plan

Dear Ms. Ochsner:

Thank you for submitting the Police Headquarters Facility Plan for review and
comment. As areawide clearinghouse for regionally significant projects, SCAG
reviews the consistency of local plans, projects and programs with regional
plans. This activity is based on SCAG’s responsibilities as a regional planning
organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations. Guidance
provided by these reviews Is intended to assist local agencies and project
sponsors to take actions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and
policies.

We have reviewed the Police Headquarters Facility Plan, and have determined
that the proposed Project is not regionally significant per SCAG Intergovernmental
Review (IGR} Criteria and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines (Section 15206). Therefore, the proposed Project does not warrant
comments at this time. Should there be a change in the scope of the proposed
Project, we would appreciate the opportunity fo review and comment at that time.

A description of the proposed Project was published in SCAG’s November 1-30,
2005 Intergovernmental Review Clearinghouse Report for public review and

commeant,

The project title and SCAG Ciearinghouse number should be used in atl
correspondence with SCAG concerning this Project. Correspondence should be
sent to the attention of the Clearinghouse Coordinator. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (213) 236-1851. Thank you.

Sincerely, |

BRIAN WALLACE

Associate Regional Planner
Intergovernmental Review

S

Doc #115655




2 Response to Comments

Letter 2: Southern California Association of Governments
Comment No. Response
2-1 The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) has determined that

the proposed project is not regionally significant per SCAG Intergovernmental
Review (IGR) Criteria and CEQA Guidelines, and thus has no comments. SCAG
verified that a description of the proposed project was published in their IGR
Clearinghouse Report for public review and comment. No response to this letter is
required.

Page 2-8 Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



| Community Redevelopment Agency
of the CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CRA/LA

Building communities with jobs & housing DATE /
| — December 29 2005
| FILE CQDE /

354 South Spring Street / Suite 800 T 213 977 1600 / F 213 977 1665
Los Angeles / California 90013-1258 | www crala org

Ms. Lisa M Ochsner

City of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

650 S Spring Street, Suite 574

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Re: Police Headquarters Facility Plan
Draft Environmental Impact Report
State Clearinghouse No. 2005021955

Dear Ms. Ochsner:

The Community Redevelopment Agency/City of Los Angeles (“Agency”) has reviewed
the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) for the proposed Police Headquarters
Facility Plan (“Proposed Project”), and has the following comments. The Proposed
Project includes the Main Street Parking Facility, a new off-site parking facility for the
new Police Headquarters Facility to be located mid-block between 2nd and 3rd Streets,
between Spring and Main Streets, On the Main Street side, approximately 500 parking
spaces for police use on four above-grade levels, as well as the Motor Transport
Division (MTD) vehicle fueling, repair and maintenance operations. will be provided.
The MTD facility, to be located at the rear of the facility, would include service bays for
11 vehicles, a car wash, fuel island, storage areas for automotive parts and repair
projects, parking for large vehicles and office space for MTD personnel. Approximately
3,000 square feet of retail space along the Main Street frontage is being proposed for
future development. On the Los Angeles Street side, approximately 140 parking spaces
for public use would be provided on two below-grade levels, over which the proposed
(as-yet undersigned) Little Tokyo Recreation Center will be located.

Land Use & Planning

The City Center Redevelopment Plan in conformance with the Central City Community
Plan designates the site and surrounding properties as Commercial The DEIR states
that the project impacts to land use would be less than significant, therefore no 31
mitigation measures are required, however the Agency considers that the proposed non-
commercial uses (e.g., parking, automotive repair and maintenance) will negatively



b e el e Commerdial™ characteristics planned for the area and discourage the
development of pedestrian traffic on Main Street We believe that were the uses f_o_r the

—__site.commercial as designated by the Redevelopment Plan, there-would be-no-significant-

impact to the area and the objectives of the Plan.

While the facility is proposed with a retail space up to 3,000 sq.ft. along Main Street
frontage, we consider it is too small to be an effective mitigation measure for the
impacts. The retail frontage as proposed is relatively short compare to the frontage
dedicated to serve the non-commercial uses, and the retail space is very shallow which
will limit the viability and marketability of the space. It will discourage pedestrian-
oriented street activity, thereby preventing the important redevelopment goal of creating
an active street life in Downtown Los Angeles. Constant vehicular ingress and egress,
and the blank walls of the parking structure along Main Street would not seem
welcoming to pedestrians traveling along the street between the Civic Center to the
north and the developing Historic Core retail and residential markets to the south. The
Agency recently approved the proposed Medallion project, situated immediately south of
3" Street, in part to encourage pedestrian life and activity along Main Street in this area,

In our earlier correspondence with BOE staff after reviewing the preliminary project
design, we commented that the retail component shall increase its size, particularly
expand the length of retail frontages to the corner at the intersection of Third/Main
Streets. Therefore the Agency requests that the DEIR reassess the land use and
planning impacts and that the Applicant to medify the design mitigation measure by
expanding the presence of retail space along Main Street as suggested earlier

Noise & Vibration

The DEIR states that the project's operational noise would result in a less than
significant noise impact to nearby sensitive receptors. While the DEIR acknowledge the
project’s impacts and provides mitigation measures during construction period for the
residents in the St. George Hotel immediately abutting to the project to the south, the
Agency believe that the DEIR analysis is inadequate. The analysis addressed only the
noise level but not the frequency (high frequent noise could have impact as well), and it
considered the hote!l but not the coming residents and activities in the St. Vibiana's
Cathedral and the proposed Vibiana Lofts abutting immediately to the north of the
facility. We also believe the impacts carry to daily operation of the facilities in post-
construction period. We are concerned with the impact of constant noise generated in
the parking structure and the MTD facility, including occasional activated car alarms, on
the low-income residents. The Agency requests that the DEIR reassess the noise
impacts and that the Applicant to develop creative solutions to reduce the noise levels
and frequencies for both existing and future residents living next door.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call Ed Huang, Senior
Planrier, at 213/977-1785.

'

3-1

3-2



2 Response to Comments

Letter 3: Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles
Comment No. Response
3-1 The Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles (CRA)

commented on the potential land use impacts associated with the proposed project.
The commenter states that the proposed non-commercial uses at the 2™ and Main
Street Site would negatively affect the existing and planned commercial uses in the
area. The commenter also states that the proposed retail space along Main Street
should be larger.

The draft EIR evaluates the land use impacts associated with implementation of the
proposed project. As discussed in Section 3.9 of the draft EIR, the City of Los
Angeles General Plan designates the project site for regional commercial land uses.
Development of the Main Street Parking Facility and MTD at the 2™ and Main Street
Site would be compatible with the commercial zoning and land use designation of the
site, which permits refueling, car wash, and parking facilities. As described in Table
3.9-2 of the draft EIR, development of these facilities would also be consistent with
the Central City Community Plan and redevelopment plans applicable to the site.
Since the project is consistent with the General Plan, Community Plan,
redevelopment plans, and zoning for the 2" and Main Streets Site, land use impacts
would be less than significant.

As discussed on page 3.9-8 of the draft EIR, the City Council adopted a motion in
July 2003 designating Main and Spring Streets between 2™ and 9™ Streets as Gallery
Row (Council File 03-1571). The northern end of Gallery Row encompasses a
portion of the 2" and Main Streets Site that fronts onto Main Street, where the Main
Street Parking Facility is proposed. Because the parking and MTD uses would not
conform with the intent of Gallery Row and based on input received during various
community design meetings, retail space was added to the proposed project, which
could serve as future art gallery space. This retail component or gallery space is not
considered a mitigation measure since it is part of the project and no significant land
use impacts requiring mitigation were identified in the draft EIR. The suggestion to
increase the size of the proposed retail space will be provided to the decision-makers
for this project; however this is not an environmental issue that requires further
analysis in the Final EIR.

3-2 The commenter states that construction and operational noise and vibration impacts
are not adequately evaluated in the EIR. Impacts related to noise and vibration are
evaluated in detail in Chapter 3.10, Noise and Vibration. The EIR analysis for noise
impacts was undertaken in accordance with all relevant City standards. The
significance thresholds, described in Section 3.10.3 of the draft EIR, were applied to

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 2-11
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2 Response to Comments

determine if construction and operational impacts would be significant and if
mitigation measures would be required. The noise analysis has been revised in the
Final EIR to include commercially-designated land uses that house residences as
noise-sensitive receptors. In addition, the cumulative noise analysis in Section 4.34
has been updated to further describe operational impacts at nearby planned
development projects. Given these considerations, cumulative noise and operational
noise, including parking structure noise, would be less than significant and noise
generated during construction would be less than significant with mitigation.

The commenter discusses “high frequent noise” and “noise levels and frequencies”.
The first concept relates to the repetition or periodic occurrence of a particular event,
while the second concept relates to the wavelength of a sound wave, or its pitch.
Frequencies of sound are addressed by using the A-weighted measurement scale as
this scale adds or subtracts decibels from different octave frequencies within the
range of human hearing. The A-weighted scale gives deference to higher pitch
frequencies as human hearing is more sensitive to higher frequencies. Additionally,
the City of Los Angeles noise standards require the application of the A-weighted
scale in the assessment of noise impacts. As such, the noise analysis in the EIR
accounts for different noise frequencies that would occur as a result of the project.

Annoyance, sleep disturbance, and hearing loss are the typical concerns from
frequent high noise levels. Annoyance and sleep disturbance are addressed by the
use of the Leq and CNEL, which relate to hourly and daily noise exposures and limit
those exposures to levels determined to be acceptable through extensive studies by
state and federal agencies charged with protection of the public health, safety, and
welfare. Noise-induced hearing loss occurs in two ways, trauma and chronic.
Trauma related hearing loss is due to exposure to high intensity sound, such as with
an explosion. Such hearing loss is always sudden and associated with a specific
event. Chronic hearing loss is due to exposure to high noise levels that are not
sufficient to cause trauma over extended periods. Based on studies conducted by the
Occupational Health and Safety Administration, exposure to constant noise levels in
excess of 85 dBA over an 8-hour period for 10 years would be required to result in
perceivable chronic hearing loss. Neither construction nor operation of the proposed
project would generate noise levels of these intensities or duration. Additionally,
noise levels within adjacent structures would be lower than exterior noise levels by
10 dBA to 20 dBA depending on whether a window is open or closed. These
reductions are based on typical construction with single pane windows.
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100th/442nd/MIS
WWI1I Memorial Foundation

California Bank & Trust —
Little Tokyo Branch

Centenary United Methodist Church

Christian Church Federation
of 5o Calif

East Wast Development

East Wast Players

Friands of the Little Tokyo Public Library
Higashi Honganji Buddhist Temple
Honda Plaza Merchants

Japan Business Assoc

Japanese American Citizens League

Japanese American
Cultural & Community Center

Japanese American
National Museurn

Japanese American Optimist Club

Japanese Chamber of Commerce
of So Calif

apanese Community Health Inc
Japanese Community Pioneer Center
Japanese Restaurant Assoc /

Mei]i Seimen
Japanese Village Plaza

Merchants Assoc
Jodoshu Buddhist Temple
Keiro Services
Kumamato Associates
LTSC Community Davelopment Corp
tos Angeles Artcore

Los Angeles River
Artists & Business Assac

Little Tokyo Businass Assoc

Little Tokyo Recreation Center

Little Tokyo Lions Club

Little Tokyo Public Safety Assoc

Little Tokyo Residents Assac

Little Tokyo Service Center

Los Angeles Buddhist Church Federation
Manufacturers 8ank

Maryknall lapanese Catholic Center
Miyako Inn & Spa

Museum of Contemporary Art/
The Geffen Contemporary

Nanka Kenjinkai Kyogikai

Nikkei for Civil Rights & Redress
New Otani Hotel & Garden

Nikkei Bridge

Nikkei Interfaith Fellowship

Nisei Week Japanese Festival

Nishi Hongwanii Buddhist Temple

So Calif Gardeners Federation

So Calif Japanase Women s Society
Tha Rafu Shimpa

Tokai Bank of Calif —
Little Tokyo Branch

Tokyo Villa Homeowners Assoc

Union Bank of Calif -
Little Tokyo Branch

Union Church of Los Angeles
Visual Communications
Yamnato Travel Bureau
Yachan Merchants Assoc
Zenshuji Soto Mission

The Little Tokyo Community recommends approval of the draft EIR for the construction of the

The Little Tokyo Community Council recommends approval of this project for the ongoing
i forward-moving plan to upgrade the Police facilities and the construction of much needed and
' critical parking in the Little Tokyo /Arts District that would support and revitalize the economy of

Little Tokyo Community Councili
369 East First Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

213 625.0414 Ext. 5720

Fax 213 625.1770

Date: November 30, 2005

To: Councilwoman Jan Perry, Ninth District
Board of Public Works Members, Cynthia Ruiz, President
Gary Lee Moore, P E. City Engineer
¢/o Lisa Ochsner

Fr: Tom Kamei,

Chair, Little Tokyo Community Council

Re: Police Headquarters Facility - Adoption of Resolution to Approve Draft EIR

At the November 29, 2005 meetfing of the Litiie Tokyo Community Council, the Council
unanimously approved the proposed Police Headquarters Facility Plan and the Draft
Environmental Impact Report.

new 12-story police headquarters with underground parking for the LAPD on the old Caltrans site;
an offsite parking structure for the new PHF and a replacement facility for the LAPD's Motor
Transport Division (MTD) at the 2nd and Main Streets Site; and an underground public parking
structure and above grade public plaza at the Parker Center site. As a future related project, a
two-story, 80,000 gross ft. recreation center would be constructed at the 2nd and Main Streets
Site.

4-1

the area.

We thank you for your consideration and for the opporiunity to express the Liitle Tokyo
Community Council’'s recommendation for approval.
Sincerely,

Tom Kamei %&' '//7 /@Vh’e""

Chair, Little Tokyo Community Council

Board of Directors:
Chris Aiihara, Japanese American Cultural and Community Center
Joel Bloom, Los Angeles River Artists and Business Association

. Goro Endo, Union Church of Los Angeles

' Ernest Fukumoto, Teramachi Senior Housing, LLC

. Frances Hashimoto, Little Tokyo Business Assaciation and Mikawaya Confectioners Inc.
Irene Hirano, Japanese American National Museum

" Chester Ikei, New Otani Hotel and Gardens

Noriaki Ite, Higashi Honganji Buddhist Temple

Ken Kasamatsu, Pacific Commerce Bank N A.

Brian Kito, Little Tokyo Public Safety Association and Fugetsu-do Confectioners
Alan Kumamoto, Kumamoto Associates

- Eric Kurimura, Nishi Hongwanji Buddhist Temple
- Kei Nagao, J-Town Voice!

Howard Nishimura, Tokyo Villa Homeowners Association and LT Lions Club
Christine Sato-Yamazaki, Go For Broke Educational Foundation

Lydia Takeshita, LA Artcore

Satoru Uyeda, S. K. Uyeda Investments

Bill Watanabe, Little Tokyo Service Center Community Development Corp.
Hiroshi Yamaguchi, Japanese Pioneer Community Center

Evelyn Yoshimura, Little Tokyo Residents Association

1



LITTLE TOKYO COMMUNITY COUNCIL

2005-06 ME -LTCC

100/442/M1S WWII Veterans Memorial Foundation
Alameda Center (Little Tokyo Square)
Backstage 21

Bank of the West

California Bank &Trust, LT Branch

Casa Heiwa Tenant Council

Centenary United Methodist Church
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA)
East West Development Corp (Weller Court)
East West Eye Institute

East West Players

Friends of Little Tokyo Branch Library
Fugetsu-do Confectionary

Go for Broke Education Foundation

Higashi Honganji Buddhist Temple

Honda Plaza Merchants

iwasaki & Sheffield

Japan America TV

Japan Business Association of So Calif.

JACL - Pacific Southwest Office

Japanese American Cultural & Community Center
Japanese American National Museum
Japanese American Optimist Club

Japanese Chamber of Commerce of So California
Japanese Community Health, Inc.

Japanese Community Pioneer Center
Japanese Restaurant Association

Japanese Village Plaza Merchants Association
Japanese Women's Society of So. Califomia
Jodoshu Buddhist Temple

J-Town Voice!

Keiro Senior Health Center

Koreisha Chushoku Kai

Koyasan Buddhist Temple

Kumamoto Associates

LaeRoc Partners, Inc

Leadership Education for Asian Pacifics, Inc.
Little Tokyo Branch LA City Public Library
Little Tokyo Business Associafion

Little Tokyo Community Dev Advisory Committee
Litfle Tokyo Lions Club

Little Tokyo Public Safety Association

Litfle Tokyo Recreation Center

Little Tokyo Residents Association

Litile Tokyo Service Center

LTSC Community Development Corp.

Little Tokyo Towers /Board of Directors

Little Tokyo Towers Residents Council

Los Angeles Artcore

Los Angeles Buddhist Church Federation

Los Angeles Garment & Citizen

Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association

Manufacturer's Bank - LT Branch

Maryknoll Japanese Catholic Center

Mikawaya

Mitsuru Grill

Miyako Gardens Tenant Council

Miyako Inn & Spa

MOCA Geffen Contemporary

Molina, Office of Supervisor Molina, S. Manriquez,
Field Deputy

MTA Yvette Robles {Community Relations Officer)

Nagoya Int Business Information Cenfer/LA Office

Nanka Kenjinkai Kyogikai

New Otani Hotel & Gardens

Nikkei Bridge

Nikkei for Civil Rights & Redress

Nippon Book Company

Nisei Week Foundation

Nishi Hongwaniji Buddhist Temple

Obayashi Development Corp (LT Professional Bidg )

Pacific Commerce Bank, N.A.

Rafu Shimpo

San Pedro Firm Building Tenant Council

S. K. Uyeda Investments

Southern Califomnia Gardeners Association

Taira Services Corporation

Teramachi Senior Housing

The Related Cos

Tokyo Villa Homeowners Assoc

Trammell Crow Residential Properties

UCLA Nikkei Students Union

Union Bank of California, N A

Union Church of Los Angeles

Visual Communications

Voice of Sushi & Tofu

Volk Properties

Yamato Travel Bureau

Zenshuji Soto Mission

ASSOCIATE MEMBERS

City of LA, Councilwoman Jan Perry
Consulate Office of Japan, Consul Kaifu
Office of the Governor, Alex Kim, Deputy
Historical Cultural Neighborhood Council
Los Angeles-Nagoya Sister City, J Tsuchiya



2 Response to Comments

Letter 4: Little Tokyo Community Council
Comment No. Response
4-1 The Little Tokyo Community Council provides comments in support of the proposed

project and recommends its approval. No significant environmental issues are raised
in this comment letter and no further response is required.
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December 1, 2005

Lisa Ochsner

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
650 S Spring St., Suite 574

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Dear Ms. Lisa Ochsner,

On behalf of the Little Tokyo Service Center, I am writing to express support for the Police
Headquarters Facility Plan and the findings of the project’s Environmental Impact Report. The
City of Los Angeles needs a new Police Headquarters Facility, and has taken a great deal of effort
to plan the complex development with sensitivities to the communities surrounding the Civic
Center, Although not all environmental impacts could be avoided, the Plan provides for
environmental mitigation measures, and also provides significant public community benefits
including much-needed public patking as well as recreational and open space.

Public Parking

The Plan calls for the creation of 440 public parking spaces for the neighborhoods around the
proposed development, including the Histotic Core and Little Tokyo. As stated in the Report,
“the proposed project would provide adequate parking supply to meet the City code requirements
and would increase the availability of public parking in the area.” (EIR, TRANS-3, Page 3.11-39) -
These neighborhoods are facing an increasing shortfall of public parking as new developments
replace surface parking lots. The Plan’s parking spaces will go a long way to help maintain
parking access for visitors to the area.

Recreation and Open Space

The Plan additionally creates opportunities for both Recreational and Open spaces in Downtown
There is currently a critical lack of parks and recreational space in the region. The Plan balances
Civic Center facility needs with community needs and desires for park space and recreational
facilities. The Plan provides an opportunity for the City to work with LTSC and the Little Tokyo
community to build a long-awaited recreational facility, atop a public parking structure at the 2™
and Main St, site. The Recreation Center will serve local youth, families, and seniors, and will
also help maintain Little Tokyo as a unique cultural centet within Los Angeles. We look forward
to the opportunity to fulfill this unmet community need in partnership with the City.

Respectfully,
- <

Y¢ i Bill Watanabe
Executive Director

et _'L_u_té'ﬁ_G__i_QG * Los Angeles, California 90013 + 2134733030 « fax213.473 3031 = WWWLTSC ORG



2 Response to Comments

Letter 5: Little Tokyo Service Center
Comment No. Response
5-1 The Little Tokyo Service Center provides comments in support of the proposed

project, including the public parking and open space features. No significant
environmental issues are raised in this comment letter and no further response is
required.
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December 5, 2005

Lisa Ochsner

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Burcau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
650 S. Spring St., Suite 574

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Dear Ms. Lisa Ochsnet,

On behalf of the Pacific Southwest District, I am writing to express support for the Police
Headquarters Facility Plan and the findings of the project’s Environmental Impact
Report. The City of Los Angeles needs a new Police Headquarters Facility, and has
taken a great deal of effort to plan the complex development with sensitivities to the
communities surrounding the Civic Center. The Plan balances Civic Center facility needs
with community needs and desires for parking, park space, and recreational facilities.

In addition to public safety services, the Plan will provide much needed community
benefits. First, the project will create 440 public parking spaces for the neighborhoods
around the proposed development, including the Historic Core and Little Tokyo These
neighborhoods are facing an increasing shortfall of public parking as new developments
replace surface parking lots. The Plan’s parking spaces will go a long way to help

maintain parking access for visitors to the area.

Secondly, the project will create opportunities for both recreational and open spaces in
Downtown. There is currently a critical lack of parks and recreational space in the -
region. The Plan provides an opportunity to fulfill a long-awaited recreational facility,
atop a public parking structure at the 2" and Main St. site. The Recreation Center will
serve local youth, families, and seniors, and will also help maintain Little Tokyo as a

unique cultural center within Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Alayne Yoriem
Governor
Pacific Southwest District JACL

National Headquarters
San Francisco, CA

Pacific Southwest District Office
244 So. San Pedro Street, Suite 406
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3832

(213) 626-4471

FAX (213) 626-4282
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 6: Japanese American Citizens League
Comment No. Response
6-1 The Japanese American Citizens League provides comments in support of the

proposed project. No significant environmental issues are raised in this comment
letter and no further response is required.
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Allen Matkins

www . allenmatkins com

Allen Matkins Leck Gamble & Mallory LLP

Attorneys at Law

515 Scuth Figueroa, 7% Fioor | Los Angeles, CA 90071-3398
Telephone: 213 622.5555 | Facsimile: 213 620 8816

William R. Harmsen
E-mail: bharmsen@allenmatkins com
Direct Dial: 213 955 5654 File Number: C0111-002/1. A704645 01

December 29, 2005
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Lisa M. Ochsner

City of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
650 S. Spring St , Suite 574

Los Angeles, Ca. 90014

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Report for Proposed Police Headquarters
Facility (the "Project™)

Dear Ms. Ochsner:

This firm represents Vida Enterprises Corp. ("Vida"). Vida has operated an import garment
business at 249 S. Los Angeles, Street, Los Angeles, California (the "Property") for nearly 25 years.
Vida employs numerous people, generates substantial tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles, and
brings large numbers of buyers from across the country and around the world to downtown Los
Angeles. The proposed project will likely force Vida out of business because there are no propetties
available in the surrounding neighborhood in which Vida has established its name and goodwill,
which are suitable for Vida's business.

According to the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Project dated November 7, 2005
(the "Draft EIR"), the Property will be condemned by the City to become part of the location for a
new underground public parking facility and an eventual community center and gymnasium to be
developed by the Little Tokyo Service Center. Neither of these proposed uses have anything
whatsoever to do with the Project and the Draft EIR readily admits that there is no necessity for the
Property to be acquired or condemned for the Project as proposed to proceed. The Draft EIR fails to
explain why the Project requires acquisition of the Property by the City at a substantial cost to the
City. In sum, the Draft EIR simply does not address why there is any necessity to replace or relocate
the offsite parking and Motor Transport Division ("MTD") currently used by the LAPD, assuming
the new Police Headquarters Facility ("PHF") is located as proposed. On behalf of our chient, we
submit this letter to formally object to the Draft EIR.

Los Angeles | Orange County | San Diego | Century City } San Francisco | Del Mar Heights
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Aftorneys at Eaw

Lisa M. Ochsner
December 29, 2005
Page 2

The Draft EIR fails to demonstrate that the Property or any other propetties in its vicinity are
necessary for a new off-site parking facility and MTD for the new PHF proposed on the old Caltrans
site. According to the Draft EIR, an off-site parking facility and MTD for the new PHF are necessary
for "security" reasons. However, the Draft EIR does not specify nor provide any detailed information
regarding the need for such off-site parking facility and MTD to be located at the Second and Main
Streets site. The Draft EIR makes clear that the new PHF is proposed on the Old Caltrans Site, in
large part, because the City owns this property. Surprisingly, the Draft EIR does not demonstrate nor
address the necessity of constructing the new patking facility and M TD at the Second and Main
Streets locations, which are not owned by the City (and will have to be acquired at great expense),
rather than developing these facilities on property already owned by the City nearby the proposed
location of the new PHF, (indeed, as close to the new PHF as the Second and Main Street Sites)
which the LAPD already uses for parking and motor vehicle service and repair purposes. It is self
evident that continued use of existing LAPD parking and motor vehicle service facilities for the new
PHF on City-owned property, would result in little or no environmental impact. There would be no
change in the nature of the existing uses of such sites. More importantly, the traffic, hazardous
materials, new safety concerns and other impacts which locating a new MTD and parking facility at
the Second and Main Streets site will entail, in what is now becoming a densely populated residential
neighborhood, would be avoided. The Draft EIR makes clear that a new parking structure and MID
facility on existing City owned property is feasible. However, the Draft EIR fails even to consider
this alfernative, let alone analyze it from the standpoint of environmental superiority to the proposed
parking facility and MTD at the Second and Main Streets site

The Draft EIR also fails to set forth detailed information as required by applicable law for
selection of the Second and Main Streets Site as the location for a parking facility and MTD for the
new PHF. The Draft EIR {fails to explain or analyze why the offsite parking and MTD required for
the new PHF should not be located somewhere on the site/property owned by the City which is
presently occupied by Parker Center and related parking and MTD facilities. The current Parker
Center Property is as close or closer to the designated location for the new PHF as the Second and
Main Streets site. These locations are already owned by the City and are currently used for parking
and motor vehicle service. The continued use of these sites for such purposes would not involve any
environmental impact of the sort which location of an off-site parking facility and new MTD at the
Second and Mains Streets site would entail. The Draft EIR does not explain nor address why the
parking and MTD facilities for the new PHF cannot be located on some portion of the existing Parker
Center site, nor why the impacts on the surrounding community of locating the off-site parking and
MTD for the new PHF on the Second and Main Streets site, as proposed, is or would be less than the
impacts of locating such parking and MTD facilities on the Parker Center Property. Rather, the Drafi
EIR makes clear that it is feasible to construct a parking facility and new MTD for the proposed PHF
on property which the City currently owns and uses for these purposes. In this 1egard, the Draft EIR
18 totally deficient.
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Attorneys at Law

Lisa M. Ochsner
December 29, 2005
Page 3

The Draft EIR also fails to consider and analyze in any detail, the impact of the proposed
parking and MTD facilities on the Second and Main Streets site on approved future uses of propertics
in the immediate vicinity of this site. The City has approved large 1esidential projects on properties
immediately east and south of the Second and Main Street site. These projects call for the
construction of a substantial number of residential units on properties which currently or historically
have been used for parking or other uses. The character of the neighborhood surrounding the Second
and Main Streets site is changing dramatically from commercial to residential. The same is not true
for the existing police parking and M 1D properties which are not and will not in the near future be
surrounded by residences. Yet, the Draft EIR fails to mention or consider the impact of the proposed
new parking facility and M 1D on the surrounding "residential” community which will be adversely
impacted by the Project as proposed.  Again, the Draft EIR does not address nor consider that the
adverse environmental impact of Jocating the off-site parking and MTD for the new PHF on the
proposed Second and Main Streets site, can be avoided compietely by retaining parking and MTD
functions somewhere on the current Parker Center or John Aiso/ Tinker Toy propetties.

In view of the foregoing deficiencies, (plus others), the Draft EIR simply does not provide the
detail required by law to support the conclusions stated in the Draft EIR that the proposed project will
have no 1mpacts on population and housing, businesses, public services or recreation. The Draft EIR
assumes, without any support or substantiation, that businesses, like our clients', which would be
displaced by the proposed project, will be able to relocate within the downtown area where similar
types of land uses are permitted. The City simply fails to demonstrate that there 1s suitable property
available for that purpose anywhere in the immediate area The Draft EIR also concludes that the
proposed project is not expected to disrupt land use patterns and that the resultant effect of the
Proposed Project would be less than significant. Yet, the Draft EIR does not document nor support
these conclusions with any of the detail required  Once again, the Draft EIR does not address nor
does it support the conclusion reached that the impact on land uses in the surrounding neighborhood
will be less 1f the off-site parking facility is located on the proposed Second and Main Streets Site as

opposed to any of a number of other possible locations for such off-site parking and MTD facilities.
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Attomeys at Law
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December 29, 2005
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The Draft EIR does not adequately address the factors mandated by the California
Environmental Quality Act, and certainly does not adequately consider alternatives that are readily
available and would have no or much less impact on the surrounding community. The Draft EIR 23
does not support, let alone require, the construction of a new parking facility and MTD at the Second
and Main Streets sites as proposed. We urge the City to 1econsider and to reverse its proposal to
locate a new parking facility and MTD at the Second and Main Street sites

ji' Sincerely yours,

f’ / ':Ii <
{/ULM&L—-

William R. Harmsen

WRH

cC: Victoria Chou
Shawn Chou, Esq.



2 Response to Comments

Letter 7:

Comment No.

Allen Matkins Leck Gamble & Mallory LLP

Response

7-1

The commenter objects to the project and provides specific comments related to the
acquisition of the property at 249 South Los Angeles Street. The commenter notes
that the acquisition of the property would be for a new underground public parking
structure, as well as an eventual community center and gymnasium which are not part
of the proposed project. The commenter also questions the need to locate the
proposed MTD and off-site PHF parking at the 2" and Main Streets Site on
properties not owned by the City rather than developing these facilities where
existing uses are located at Parker Center.

Two primary objectives of the proposed project, as outlined in Chapter 2 of the draft
EIR, are to replace public safety facilities that are obsolete and deficient in capacity
with new facilities and to provide sufficient parking to accommodate the operational
needs of the LAPD and visitors to the police headquarters facility, as well as the
general public visiting the Civic Center. Consistent with these objectives and based
on numerous planning efforts and actions by elected officials, preferred locations for
facilities related to the replacement of Parker Center and new parking were identified,
which led to the development of the proposed project. The history of the master
planning process is documented in Chapter 1 of the draft EIR.

In 2004, the City Council passed a motion to place the new PHF at the Old Caltrans
Site. As part of this motion, it was determined that parking related to the PHF would
be located on properties south of the former St. Vibiana’s Cathedral at 2" and Main
Streets (Council File No. 03-0063-S5). Because this area is not entirely owned by
the City, with the exception of two parcels along Los Angeles Street, City staff was
authorized to identify the potential parcels to be acquired to accommodate off-site
parking needs for the PHF. As proposed, the 800-space parking structure with an
additional 140 public parking spaces (Main Street Parking Facility) would require the
acquisition of several properties, including surface parking lots, a one-story
commercial building currently used as an art gallery (244 South Main Street), a small
food stand (240 "2 South Main Street), a five-story commercial building (249 South
Los Angeles Street), and a one-story commercial building (245 South Los Angeles
Street). Once completed, this parking structure would replace existing police parking
at the “tinker toy” lot, located southwest of Temple and Judge John Aiso Streets,
which would remain in City control for continued parking.

In a joint effort with the Little Tokyo Service Center for the development of a new
community gymnasium, the City decided to co-locate the gymnasium with the Main
Street Parking Facility (City Council File No. 04-2574). As proposed, the
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2 Response to Comments

gymnasium would be located along Los Angeles Street on top of the underground
public parking portion of the Main Street Parking Facility. Although the gymnasium
is not a necessary facility for police headquarter functions, it is dependent on the
completion of the Main Street Parking Facility and has been evaluated as a future
related project in the EIR.

As part of previous master planning efforts involving new public safety facilities and
public parking, it was determined the preferred placement for new public parking in
the Civic Center is the location of the existing MTD at Parker Center (1* and Judge
John Aiso Streets). This was incorporated in the 2004 Public Safety Facilities Metro
Site Master Plan Study and is discussed in Chapter 1 of the draft EIR. This plan was
carried forward along with the decision to place the new PHF at the Old Caltrans Site
(Council File No. 03-0063-S5). As a component of the proposed project, a two-level
underground parking structure with 300 public parking spaces and an at-grade public
plaza would be constructed where the existing MTD is located at the Parker Center
Site. Consequently, an off-site location for the replacement MTD was required. The
City determined to co-locate the replacement MTD facility with the new Main Street
Parking Facility.

The City evaluated two alternatives in the draft EIR that would avoid property
acquisition and construction at the 2" and Main Streets Site. Specifically,
Alternative 2 evaluated the construction of a new PHF, including parking and a
replacement MTD, near 1% and Alameda Streets and Alternative 3 evaluated the
construction of these facilities at the existing Parker Center Site. As stated in Chapter
5 of the EIR, CEQA requires that an EIR describe a range of reasonable alternatives
to the project, or to the location of the project that could feasibly avoid or lessen any
significant environmental impacts while substantially attaining the basic objectives of
the project. The range of alternatives selected and the evaluation provided in the EIR
is consistent with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines.

The commenter states that the draft EIR does not adequately evaluate the impacts of
the proposed project on the new residential developments near the 2™ and Main
Streets Site.

Table 2-3 of the draft EIR describes the related projects within one mile of the
proposed project site. This list, which was compiled pursuant to Section 15130 of the
CEQA Guidelines, includes related past, present, and probable future projects that,
when taken together with the proposed project, could cause significant cumulative
environmental impacts. The rationale for selection of the related projects is further
described in Section 4.3 of the draft EIR. The location of each related project is
shown in Figure 2-7, Related Projects. This figure was inadvertently excluded from
the draft EIR and has been included in Chapter 3 of this Final EIR.
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2 Response to Comments

Of the cumulative projects described in Table 2-3 of the draft EIR, there are four
potentially sensitive receptors that would be within 500 feet of the 2™ and Main
Streets Site and Old Caltrans Site. These include the Little Tokyo Branch Library
(203 South Los Angeles Street), which was evaluated as a sensitive receptor in
Section 3.2 for air quality impacts and Section 3.10 for noise and vibration impacts,
and three residential development projects. These residential projects include the
Little Tokyo Block 8 Project (510 condos and 240 apartments located at 2" and San
Pedro Street), the Teramachi Project (127 senior housing units at 3" and San Pedro
Street), and the 4" and Main Street Residential Lofts. The cumulative impacts
associated with these residential projects were evaluated in Section 4.3 of the draft
EIR for air quality and noise and vibration. The residential projects were also
considered in the evaluation of other environmental issue areas as analyzed in
Chapter 3 of the draft EIR.

As discussed in Section 4.3.9 of the EIR, the proposed project would not result in a
significant land use impact and would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable
impact when combined with related development projects. Furthermore, each related
project listed in Table 2-3 is subject to its own environmental review, including land
use conformity analysis and consistency with policies and goals of applicable land
use plans. The cumulative impact analysis was prepared in accordance with Section
15130 of the CEQA Guidelines.

The commenter states that the draft EIR does not address in detail potential impacts
on population and housing, businesses, public services or recreation. The commenter
also states that the City has not adequately evaluated impacts to displaced businesses.

As discussed in Section 4.2 of the draft EIR, no substantial evidence was found that
the proposed project would result in significant impacts to Agricultural Resources,
Biological Resources, Mineral Resources, Population and Housing, Public Services,
and Recreation. An Initial Study checklist, as provided in Appendix A of the draft
EIR, was prepared which outlines the reasons why these effects were not found to be
significant. In accordance with Sections 15128 and 15143 of the CEQA Guidelines,
no detailed analysis of these effects is required in an EIR.

The draft EIR addressed potential land use impacts including the displacement of
businesses and applicable relocation assistance as required by law. As provided in
Section 3.9.3 of the draft EIR (LAND-3), no significant impacts related to land use
were identified. The draft EIR is not required to identify suitable locations for the
displaced businesses to relocate; rather, it is required to evaluate the physical changes
associated with the planning, acquisition, development, and operation of the proposed
project. In accordance with Section 15131(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, economic or
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social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the
environment under CEQA.

The City evaluated two alternatives in the draft EIR that would avoid development at
the 2™ and Main Streets Site. Specifically, Alternative 2 evaluated the construction
of a new PHF near 1% and Alameda Streets and Alternative 3 evaluated the
construction of a new PHF at the existing Parker Center Site.

The draft EIR for the Police Headquarters Facility Plan Project was prepared in
accordance with the CEQA Statutes and Guidelines. The EIR impact analysis is
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126, Consideration and Discussion of
Environmental Impacts.
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The Higgins Building

At Second and Main, in the heart of Los Angeles, since 1910

Dec. 28, 2005

Lisa M. Ochsner

LA Public Works Department.
Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
650 S. Spring St. Suite 574

Los Angeles, Calif. 90014

RE: Comment on Draft EIR for Police Headquarters Facility

The Homeowners Association of the Higgins Building objects in the strongest possible
terms to the finding of the Draft Environmental Impact Report that the proposed LAPD
headquarters will have no impact on the 135 families, including infants and children, who
make their homes in this building.

In the report’s analysis, residents of the Higgins Building—-the proposed project’s closest
neighbors—simply don’t count: not in evaluating the impact of construction, not in
evaluating the impact of the completed project.

In fact, the Higgins Building and its residents will be highly impacted by the noise,
traffic, air pollution and cultural costs of this project:
» Itis just 250 feet from the rooftop heliport on the headquarters building, where,
eye to eye, helicopters would take off and land on a daily basis.
o [ is at the corner of 2°° and Main, where the EIR finds that traffic flow would
deteriorate so dramatically that it becomes a “D”
e It is directly across 2™ Street from the main headquarters site, where construction
noise and pollution, with no mitigation, would go on for three years.
e It is across Main Street from the gas station, car wash and motor pool where 1,000
police vehicles would be serviced and fuel tanker trucks would make deliveries.
e It is across Main Street from the 5-story parking garage, where 500 police
vehicles would be coming and going all day ~- in addition to the 700 coming and
going from the main headquarters site.

8-1

For the Draft Environmental Impact Report to ignore or dismiss the real impacts on the
real residents of this building is simply and clearly wrong.



Recognition of Higgins Building as residential:

A few short years ago, the historic Higgins Building was an abandoned ruin. Today, it is
alive with people - “noise sensitive receptors” who are engaged in activities associated
with residential dwellings, including talking, reading and sleeping. The city’s Adaptive
Reuse Ordinance was passed to encourage just this kind of regeneration. It is a breach of
logic and trust for this report to maintain that “based on the commercial zoning” the
nearby residents are not considered noise-sensitive receivers. (p 3.10-2) The undetlying
zoning classification has been wrongly invoked, and dismisses the true environmental
impact of this project. The “humans” living directly adjacent to the construction sites and
the completed project would most certainly be affected by its noise and other negative
impacts.

Under the provisions of the city’s Adaptive Reuse Ordinance, this one-time office
building, constructed in 1910 by Thomas Higgins (engineering by A.C. Martin;
architecture by A L. Haley) was converted into a mixed-use building, with ground floor
commercial space and nine-stories of residential units. The 135 condominiums are fully
and legally recognized as residential by city, county and state agencies. Those include,
but are not limited to the Occupancy Permit issued by the City of Los Angeles,
homeowner property tax bills issued by the Los Angeles County Tax Assessor’s Office, e
Axticles of Incorporation for the Higgins Loft(s) condominium project approved by the
State of California on Nov. 2, 2004, and approved and recorded Conditions, Covenants
and Restrictions.

Helicopters: The report incorrectly describes a heliport on the roof of the 12-story
headquarters building as simply “a helipad for emergency helicopter landings” as
required by the Municipal Code. The report later acknowledges the reality: it will be
used on a daily, rather than emergency, basis. What is proposed on the roof of the
headquarters is a heliport operating eye-to-eye with and just 250 feet away from a
residential building. It will create a safety hazard and unacceptable noise levels. The
report underestimates the impact of the noise by assuming that only one flight per day
would occur — there are no provisions limiting the number of flights. (p 3.10-19) Neo
noise mitigation for helicopter landings and takeoffs is planned. There are no restrictions
on flight paths, nothing to prevent aircraft from approaching or departing over the
Higgins Building and putting its residents — including those using rooftop patios -- in
harm’s way. The introduction of an active heliport on this site will have a deliberate and
harmful impact on the residents of the Higgins Building and diminish the enjoyment and
value of the properties.

Traffic. The 19,000 extra vehicle trips per day the headquarters is expected to generate
would reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1* and Main to a
“C.” Both ratings drops are significant and unavoidable with the project on these blocks.
The “D” rating is actually a “low” D, meaning it is three-quarters of the way to an “E.”
{p 3.11-35) The reality is that it may deserve an even lower mark - the report does not
acknowledge the special traffic circumstances attached to this project. It does not
anticipate the impact of special events certain to occur. It does not take into account the
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certain congestion that would be cieated on a regular basis when there is police news and
a crush of media trucks descends on the surrounding streets. And 1t does not address the
public safety issues tied to keeping these intersections functioning. Both intersections are
key routes not only for motorists and police vehicles, but also for LA Fire Department
emergency response vehicles.

Public parking. Nearly all street parking on 2™ between Spring and Main and on Main
between 1% and 2™ would be taken away. The surface lois on Main between 2™ and 3™
will go away. In all, the current 281 parking public spaces in the immediate vicinity will
be permanently removed. The report is wrong in equating the addition of a 300-space
garage at 1* and Temple as replacement parking. That site is too far removed from the
eliminated parking spaces and will primarily serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The 140-space garage proposed for eventual construction on
Los Angeles Street would be public, but would be destined to serve library patrons and
users of a gymnasium to be built above it. To permanently remove 281 parking spaces
from the immediate area permanently diminishes the ability of commercial properties in
the Higgins Building and other nearby businesses on Second and Main Streets —
including the hypothetical retail tenants in front of the LAPD garage -- to thrive and
succeed.

Noise. The report fails to call for any noise mitigation on the main headquarters
construction site, where work would go on for three years and have adverse impact on
nearby residents and others, including children in the daycare center at the new Caltrans
Building. The mitigation planned for the garage motor pool site is inadequate to protect
residents of the Higgins Building and the St. George Hotel as well as patrons of the Little
Tokyo Branch of the LA libraty and St. Vibiana’s.

The report also does not call for noise mitigation for the completed facilifies — not for the
heliport, mechanical systems (heating, air conditioning, etc), car wash or auto repair bays.
Among the objectives of the Noise Element of the General Plan is reduction or
elimination of noise impacts associated with proposed development of land and changes
in land use {p 3.10-9). The current plan is inconsistent with this and other objectives of
the General Plan

Cumulative noise: In keeping with the historic character of the Higgins Building,
windows are single-pane, which provides virtually no noise buffer. There is alteady a
high noise level associated with this site — including emergency vehicle sirens (many
firefighting and EMT vehicles are routed down Second, Spring and Main), buses, trash
and delivery vehicles as well as a high volume of car traffic. The cumulative impact of
noise generated by added traffic and helicopters will be harmful to the well-being of
established residents and those who will be populating the rapidly emerging residential
corridor, including Block 8 to the east and the Millennium Project to the south.

Air quality before and after construction. Air pollution during construction — even
with recommended mitigation measures -- is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The report also concludes there is no significant long-term impact on regional
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air quality, which underestimates the very real impact the shifted pollution will have in
the high-density residential area it is being shifted into. (p 3.2-14)

Hazardous materials: The report examines the existing underground storage tanks and
other known hazardous materials sites in the area but fails to address the new materials
and hazards that will be introduced — including underground gasoline tanks, used oil and
other toxic materials associated with a motor pool and car wash, and airborne fumes from
those uses.

Land use and planning: The report dismisses two key recommendations of the 1997
Civic Center Master Plan -- that the police headquarters be rebuilt at the current Parker
Center site and that the old Caltrans site become a civic park -- by saying that it does not
supercede the Central City Community Plan adopted in 1974. The 1997 planis a
refinement of the earlier plan which, among other things, honors its goal of “encouraging
the expansion and addition of open spaces as opportunitics arise.” The award-winning
Civic Center Master Plan, commissioned at a cost of millions, was adopted in 1997 by
the city and county. Additionally, the use of the old Caltrans site as open space is clearly
referenced in the City Council motions in 2000 and 2001 involving the land swap with
the state that will bring the land into city possession.

Public safety. While a police headquazrters is an important overall public safety
component, it is inappropriate to place it in such close proximity to so many wotkers and
residents. There is a reason it will have a 75-foot security perimeter around it — it has the
potential to become a target of demonstrations or otherwise come under assault. It will
have holding cells for those taken into custody or being questioned. At night and on
weekends, the area to the notth of the center will very likely become a dead zone,
blocked from view and thus uninviting to the pedestrian traffic that is key to keeping
streets safe. The report does not acknowledge these and other risks attached to this
facility.

Aesthetics/ Views. The report errs in finding no significant loss of view or sight lines. It
states that ... for purposes of this EIR, the ‘existing condition’ at the Old Caltrans Site
is a vacant undeveloped lot.” (p 3.9-1) To place a 12 story, 500,000-square-foot
building on this clear and open site robs the citizens of Los Angeles of valued public
open space. As has become obvious with demolition of the old buildings, this is a truly
unigue space, offering a breath of fresh air in the heart of the city and spectacular views
of City Hall, surrounding mountains, the award-winning new Caltrans Building, the
historic LA Times Building, landmark St. Vibiana’s and the Historic Core and Financial
District skylines. This project would dramatically and negatively impact the views of
residents of the Higgins Building and take away the views enjoyed by those working in
nearby buildings, including City Hall, and those who would visit the area ot simply walk
or drive by it. Developed as a park, the site would be a place for the citizens of Los
Angeles to gather and experience their city in visually new and inviting ways.

Cultural impact: The draft EIR fails to acknowledge how these key blocks would
otherwise be redeveloped. The project will isolate the newly restored St. Vibiana’s from
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the cultural connections that will help it thrive. The draft report writes-off the project’s
impact on Gallery Row, designated by the city in 2003 and which encompasses both
sites. “These proposed [police] structures would not be in conformance with the gallery
presence that the City is seeking to enhance in this area by the Gallery Row designation.
However, retail space would be provided in these locations which could serve as future
gallery space.” (3.9-14) The so-called gallery space is a 20-foot deep space in front of a
police parking garage - a culturally and physically incompatible substitution. The report
fails to acknowledge the tremendous potential of these blocks to become a cultural and
arts hub that connects the Civic Center, Little Tokyo, Historic Core and Bunker Hill.

Economic impact: The General Plan of the City of Los Angeles encourages, among
other things, development that supports economic development. This plan removes from
the tax rolls most of a block that is prime for additional residential and commercial
development and turns it into the most mundane of public uses, a police car wash and
parking garage. It would also take by force privately held property. Destroyed on Main
Street would be the MJ Higgins Gallery and an open-air restaurant; on Los Angeles
Street, Vida Enterprises, a family-owned impoit business that employs 15 people. The
land that would be taken is very significant: much of it fronts Main Street, a prime
location in a prime real estate market. At the same time, the project as proposed creates a
brand new dead zone on the site of the current Parker Center.

As taxpayers and downtown residents, we object to plans that would, in effect,
permanently mothball Parker Center. Where would the funding come from to maintain in
perpetuity an empty building? How does creating a permanent dead zone in the heart of
downtown promote public safety and well-being as intended in the Economic
Development and Central City Plans?

Historic and architectural resources. The surrounding historical resources include
many of the city’s landmark buildings — including City Hall, St. Vibiana’s, the LA Times,
the Higgins Building and the St. George Hotel. It also encompasses several buildings
from the late-1800s on Main between 2" and 3", including the 1896 building housing the
MJ Higgins art gallery, which would be torn down. And the study identifies the Linda
Lea Theater, directly across the street, as the site of a potential national landmark --
Tally’s Electric Theater, the first permanent movie theater designed specifically for the
exhibition of films. (p 3.4-13) To distupt these sites, which should be knit together rather
than further isolated or torn down, violates the intent of the law and CEQA guidelines.
We believe that this project does “reduce(s) the integrity or significance of important
resources on the site or in the vicinity” and that the federal code referenced in the report
applies: “A historic property may also be indirectly affected by the proposed project by
the introduction of visual elements that are out of character with the property or alter its
setting,” (p 3.4-16) A car wash and garage is a very significantly different neighbor than
an art gallery in a tuin of the century building.

Alternative sites. The alternatives studied include rebuilding at Parker Center or at 1%
and Alameda, which the EIR identifies as the “environmentally superior alternative.” We
find the grounds on which additional alternatives were considered but rejected to be thin.
For example, one site was dismissed because it was “not for sale.” Yet, in pursuing the
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plan as proposed, the city would seize neatly half a block of property from private owners 4

-~ property that is also “not for sale” Why was no consideration given to alternative
sttes for the paiking garage and or the motor pool? The initial survey of possible sites by
the city was insufficient and therefore the underlying premise of the EIR - that no other
suitable locations exist — is wrong.

By taking over not just one but two key blocks—and abandoning most of the existing
Parker Center site — the adverse, significant unavoidable impacts of this project on traffic,
noise and cultural interests are amplified to unacceptable levels. The best mitigation for
this project is to move it, in whole or in part, to a more suitable location. If, in whole or
in part, it moves forward at this site, substantial additional mitigation 1s indicated and
required.

We ask that as the draft EIR for this project is further examined, full consideration to
these points be given.

Sincerely,

The Board of Directors
Higgins Building Homeowners Association

Karie Miller

HOA president

108 W, 2™ Street, #809
Los Angeles, CA 90012

karietwbluecanyon.tv

Pedro Galindo
pedro.calindof@sbeglobal.net

Andrew Meieran
ameieran(@thealbiongroup.ore

Michael Shannon
mshannon(@datechusa.com
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 8:

Comment No.

Higgins Building Homeowners Association

Response

8-1

8-3

The Higgins Building Homeowners Association (HOA) summarizes several of the
key issues that are outlined in their comment letter, including helicopter noise and
safety, traffic impacts, noise, air quality, hazards, and land use. These issues are
individually addressed in the responses below.

The HOA comments on the City’s designation of sensitive noise receptors in the draft
EIR. Specifically, the HOA is requesting that the Higgins Building be included as a
sensitive noise receptor, and analyzed as such in Chapter 3.10, Noise and Vibration.
As discussed below, the EIR analysis has been revised to address this concern.

As discussed on page 3.10-2 of the draft EIR, residential uses occupying commercial
buildings and properties like the Higgins Building were not identified as noise-
sensitive receptors in the EIR analysis. The EIR has been revised to identify these
residences as noise-sensitive receptors since the City’s Adaptive Reuse Ordinance
and other planning documents recognize the conversion of commercial buildings to
dwelling units as residential uses. The description of sensitive noise receptors on
page 3.10-2 of the draft EIR has been revised to include the following known
commercially-designated residential uses as noise-sensitive receptors: the Higgins
Building located at 108 West 2™ Street, residential units in the Little Tokyo Historic
District including the San Pedro Firm Building at 108 Judge John Aiso Street
(formerly San Pedro Street) and the Far East Building at 347-353 East 1** Street, and
multi-family residential units (Casa Heiwa) northeast of 3™ and Los Angeles Streets
at 231 East 3" Street. These sensitive noise receptors have also been added to Figure
3.10-1, included in Chapter 3 of this Final EIR. Additionally, the impact discussion
provided in Section 3.10.3 has been updated to describe the potential construction
and operational impacts to these sensitive receptors.

The HOA comments on the potential noise and safety impacts associated with
helicopter flights to and from the police headquarters facility. The comment states
the helipad use as described in the EIR is inconsistent as it is identified as necessary
for emergency landings and is also assumed to be used on a daily, once per day,
basis. The comment also states that the helipad will have a deliberate and harmful
impact on the residents of the Higgins Building.

Safety and noise impacts associated with helipad activity at the new PHF are
evaluated in Sections 3.7.3 and 3.10.3 of the draft EIR, respectively. As stated in the
EIR, the PHF building is required to provide a helipad on the roof for emergency
helicopter landings in accordance with building and safety regulations of the
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municipal code. However, it is known that the existing helipad at Parker Center is
used approximately once per day for the transport of police personnel and materials.
Given that emergency helicopter landings are not routine and based on existing
operations at Parker Center, it was assumed for evaluation purposes that the helipad
at the new PHF would be used once per day, and that flights to and from the PHF
building would typically be limited to transportation of police personnel and
materials. All flights would adhere to Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) flight
safety regulations, which would minimize the potential for accidents to occur.

A qualitative noise analysis was undertaken to specifically evaluate the helicopter-
related noise impacts at the Higgins Building. Based on this analysis, it was
determined that noise levels would fall within acceptable limits at the Higgins
Building and that no significant operational noise impacts would occur. A detailed
impact analysis is provided in Section 3.10.3 of the draft EIR.

8-4 The HOA provides comments on the adequacy of the EIR traffic analysis, including
intersection impacts, special events, and traffic safety issues. The impact analysis
provided in Chapter 3.11, Traffic and Parking, is based on the results of a traffic
study that was developed in conjunction with LADOT for this project. The traffic
study determined that the proposed project would result in significant unavoidable
impacts at 2 of the 43 study area intersections. The two intersections anticipated to
experience significant unavoidable traffic impacts are Main Street/1* Street and Main
Street/2™ Street. Because the project would result in significant unavoidable
impacts, the City will be required to adopt a statement of overriding considerations in
order to approve the project. As such, the City decision-makers will decide whether
the project’s benefits outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects.

Potential traffic impacts from the media and special events were not included in the
EIR traffic analysis because these activities are not predictable and do not occur on a
routine basis. However, the following information has been added to the EIR Project
Description to supplement responses to comments that pertain to this issue.

Proposed locations for the media at the new PHF have been identified as follows: 12
spaces for vans (18-feet by 7-feet vehicles) along the east side of Main Street,
between 1% and 2™ Streets, and 6 spaces for LAPD mobile units (32-feet by 12-feet
vehicles) along the north side of 2™ Street, between Spring and Main Streets.

Special events at the new PHF would occur in the memorial garden along the Main
Street side or in the plaza along the 1* Street side.

Impacts related to response times for emergency vehicles were evaluated in Section
7(g) of the Initial Study (Appendix A of the draft EIR). As discussed, the project
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8-5

8-6

8-7

8-8

would be constructed and operated in conformance with applicable standards in order
to meet fire and safety needs.

The HOA comments on the loss of accessible public parking as a result of the
proposed project. As described in Section 3.11-4 (TRANS-3) and in conjunction
with the response to comment 7-1, the proposed project would provide 440 parking
spaces for public use. The project would replace all of the permanently lost spaces
and would add an additional 159 public parking spaces. The replacement parking
would be provided within % mile of the permanently lost spaces, which is considered
to be a reasonable walking distance.

The HOA questions the adequacy of the noise impact analysis provided in the draft
EIR. As discussed above, the noise impact analysis has been revised to include the
commercially-designated residential uses as sensitive noise receptors. Mitigation
measures are provided to address potential noise-related impacts associated with
construction activities for the new PHF at the Old Caltrans Site.

Operational noise impacts are evaluated in Section 3.10.3 of the draft EIR. The
operational noise analysis compares the anticipated future noise levels to the existing
noise levels in the project area to determine if any of the significance thresholds
described on Page 3.10-12 of the draft EIR would be exceeded. The quantitative
noise analysis evaluated all types of anticipated operational activities, including
operational traffic, parking structure noise, helipad operation noise, stationary noise
sources (heating and air conditioning systems, noise generators, etc.), and loading
dock and service areas. In addition, the EIR has been revised to include a discussion
of potential noise impacts associated with emergency vehicle operations associated
with the new PHF. Operational noise impacts would be less than significant as
described under NOISE-2 in Section 3.10.3 of the EIR. No additional analysis is
required in the EIR.

The HOA commented on cumulative noise impacts associated with the proposed
project. The operational noise analysis described in response to comment 8-6 above
describes the potential noise impacts associated with routine activities at the new
PHF facilities. Cumulative noise impacts are discussed in Section 4.3.10, which has
been revised in the Final EIR to include additional information regarding
development projects proposed in the vicinity of the 2" and Main Streets Site and
Old Caltrans Site. As discussed, cumulative noise impacts would be less than
significant.

The HOA provides comments on the air quality analysis provided in the draft EIR.
The analysis provided in Section 3.2, Air Quality, evaluates the short- and long-term
impacts associated with the development of the proposed project. Tables 3.2-5 and
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8-9

8-10

3.2-6 provide the estimated maximum daily construction emissions and estimated
daily emissions for operation of the proposed project, respectively. As shown in
Table 3.2-5, the project would exceed daily construction emission thresholds
established by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), even
after implementation of the recommended mitigation measures. Conversely,
operational impacts would not exceed the SCAQMD thresholds and no long-term
impacts to regional air quality would occur. The EIR analysis adequately evaluates
impacts to air quality as a result of the proposed project. No additional analysis is
required in the EIR.

The HOA states that the EIR does not evaluate the new hazards and hazardous
materials that would be introduced into the project area. Section 3.7.3 of the draft
EIR evaluates the potential for the proposed project to create a significant hazard to
the public or environment (see HAZ-2 on page 3.7-19). As discussed, the MTD at
the 2™ and Main Streets Site would include facilities to maintain, repair, refuel, and
wash police vehicles. The new MTD facility would operate in the same manner as
the current facility and would continue to generate and store hazardous waste such as
petroleum, waste oil, and automotive repair fluids. For the reasons stated on pages
3.7-19 and 3.7-20, impacts related to USTs, routine refueling operations, and disposal
of hazardous substances at the MTD site would be less than significant. No
additional analysis is required in the EIR.

The HOA states that the proposed project is not consistent with the goals of the Los
Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan. The Los Angeles
Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan is described on page 3.9-7 of
the draft EIR. As discussed in Section 3.9-3, the plan recommends the existing
Parker Center Site as the location for future LAPD facilities, and the Old Caltrans
Site as a civic square (LACCA 1997, p.32, 35). The proposed project would not
reuse the Parker Center Site for the police headquarters; however, the project would
place police facilities within the “10-minute diamond” Civic Center area consistent
with the overall goals of the plan. The proposed project would not use the Old
Caltrans Site as a civic square but would instead develop the new PHF at this
location. The plan recognizes that actions and policies outside the control of the City
may direct the location of facilities and businesses to alternative areas not in
accordance with the plan. Consequently, the plan does not limit government
development to the Civic Center vicinity, nor are the locations identified for differing
government functions considered definitive. Intended to be used as a guide, the plan
does not affect or supersede the Central City Community Plan which governs land
use development in the Civic Center and conforms to the General Plan. As such,
land use consistency impacts at the Old Caltrans Site would be less than significant.
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8-11

8-12

The HOA also commented that the use of the Old Caltrans Site as open space was
clearly referenced in City Council motions passed in 2000 and 2001 involving the
land exchange with the State to transfer properties to City possession. The motions
referenced (Council File No. 00-1968) involved an agreement with the State for the
construction of the new Caltrans building whereby the City would obtain control of
the entire block of the Old Caltrans Site which could then be used for the creation of
open space. Several actions under this agreement were taken by the City Council for
property acquisitions, eminent domain proceedings, and the co-location of the Los
Angeles Department of Transportation in the new Caltrans building. However, the
proposal for creating open space at the Old Caltrans Site did not develop into a
project for which design plans and an environmental review process were initiated.
This proposal was also not part of the EIR for the Caltrans District 7 Headquarters
Building Replacement Project (2001) as it only addressed property acquisition and
demolition of the existing buildings on the Old Caltrans Site which the City, as a
responsible agency under CEQA, considered and approved prior to executing the
land exchange agreement. In 2004, the open space proposal was superseded by the
decision of the City Council (Council File No. 03-0063-S5) which identified the
preferred location for the new PHF at the Old Caltrans Site. Subsequently, design
plans were initiated and the environmental review process was undertaken which has
led to the preparation of an EIR for the proposed project.

The HOA states that the location of the PHF is not appropriate, due to its proximity
to workers and residents. The PHF site has been designed to accommodate visitor
use and public accessibility requirements while meeting security needs. The new
PHF has also been designed to improve the safety of employees and occupants of the
police headquarters facility, which are currently housed in an obsolete and deficient
building. Section 3.7.3 of the draft EIR evaluates the potential for the proposed
project to create a significant hazard to the public or environment. As discussed
above, impacts related to hazards would be less than significant for the proposed
project.

The HOA provides comments on the aesthetic impact analysis in the EIR and the
need for a public park at the Old Caltrans Site. As discussed in Section 3.1.1, the
removal of the former Caltrans District 7 headquarters building and other structures
on the site were evaluated in a separate EIR, the Caltrans District 7 Headquarters
Building Replacement Project Draft EIR (Caltrans, 2001). Consequently, removal of
the former Caltrans building and other structures from the site were not analyzed in
the EIR and, for the purposes of this EIR, the “existing condition” at the Old Caltrans
Site was considered to be a vacant, undeveloped lot. As stated in the EIR, PHF
would represent a visual improvement to the vacant lot by providing a building which
would integrate with adjacent structures like the new Caltrans building, City Hall,
and the Times Mirror building. However, the proposed PHF would represent a
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potential negative visual intrusion for residents of the Higgins Building. Specifically,
views from the north-facing side of this historic building would be altered by adding
an 11-story, modern structure to the site. However, there is a 75-foot buffer between
the south facade of the PHF and the street, creating a large area of public space that
allows for landscaping to soften the hardscape of the building facade with adjacent
structures. In addition, the setback along 2™ Street would open up views of the
Times Mirror Building and north views of City Hall from the street. As described in
the EIR, visual impacts associated with the PHF would be less than significant. No
additional analysis is required in the EIR.

8-13 The HOA comments on the adequacy of land use impacts in the draft EIR as it relates
to Gallery Row and downtown as an emerging arts and cultural hub. The northern
end of Gallery Row encompasses a portion of the 2nd and Main Streets Site that
fronts onto Main Street. Because the Main Street Parking Facility which includes
parking and MTD uses would not conform with the gallery presence that the City is
seeking to enhance along Gallery Row, retail space was provided as part of the
proposed project, which could serve as future art gallery space. As discussed in the
EIR, land use compatibility impacts resulting from the proposed project would be
less than significant. Refer to response to comment 3-1 for additional detail
regarding the effect of the proposed project on Gallery Row. No analysis related to
indirect impacts on arts and cultural endeavours is required in the EIR.

8-14 The HOA provides several comments related to the economic impacts associated
with the proposed project. In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, the draft EIR
evaluated the physical changes associated with the development of the proposed
project. No significant impacts related to land use were identified in the draft EIR.
Section 15131(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states:

“Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant
effects on the environment. An EIR may trace a chain of cause and effect
from a proposed decision on a project through anticipated economic or social
changes resulting from the project to physical changes caused in turn by the
economic or social changes. The intermediate economic or social changes
need not be analyzed in any detail greater than necessary to trace the chain of
cause and effect. The focus of the analysis shall be on the physical changes.”

Although Parker Center would be vacated as a result of the proposed project,
implementation of mitigation measure HIST-A as identified in Section 3.4.5 of the
draft EIR would ensure long-term maintenance of the building until its future use is
determined. No physical changes to the historic character of the building would
occur. No economic or social changes that would impair the implementation of this
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8-15

8-16

mitigation measure are anticipated. Accordingly, no additional analysis related to
economic impacts is required in the EIR.

The HOA provided comments on the adequacy of the cultural resources evaluation in
the draft EIR. The draft EIR evaluated the physical changes associated with the
development of the proposed project to historical resources within the project area
and vicinity, including City Hall, St. Vibiana’s, the LA Times, the Higgins Building
and the St. George Hotel. Under CEQA, Section 15064.5 (b) (1), a project with an
effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a resource
means physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its
immediate surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource is
materially impaired. No historical resources within the project area will be
physically impacted or materially impaired in a manner that would detract from their
historical significance.

The draft EIR also evaluated indirect impacts to adjacent historical resources. There
are six historical resources adjacent to the project area that would have direct views
of the project sites. None of these resources would be materially impacted by
isolation from or alteration of the character of their setting, nor would they be
adversely affected by the introduction of visual elements that are out of character or
would alter their settings. Key historic views to and from historic resources would be
preserved by the triangular form and setbacks of the new PHF. The historical setting
of the 2™ and Main Streets Site has already been compromised by the demolition of
former buildings on the site for the existing surface parking lots, which detracts
significantly from the integrity of the setting. New construction would not be
substantial in height and would not isolate historic resources. The historic resources
do not preserve their former historic setting, and their historic character would not be
visually affected by the new construction. No additional analysis related to indirect
impacts is required in the EIR.

The HOA provides comments about the adequacy of the alternatives analysis in the
EIR. CEQA requires that an EIR “describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the
project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic
objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant
effects of the project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. An
EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative to a project” (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15126.6).

The EIR identified four alternatives that were considered but rejected from further
analysis because of at least one of the following, (1) failure to meet most of the basic
project objectives, (2) infeasibility, or (3) inability to avoid significant environmental
impacts. The site that was not for sale is owned by the Federal government and is
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being designed for a new federal courthouse. As such, this site could not be obtained
by the same means as the 2™ and Main Streets properties, which are privately-owned.
Three alternatives were carried forward for detailed analysis including the No Project
Alternative (Alternative 1), New PHF at 1% and Alameda Site Alternative
(Alternative 2), and New PHF at the Parker Center Site (Alternative 3). These
alternatives include a no project scenario, re-use of the existing Parker Center site,
and an alternative site scenario. Alternatives 2 and 3 would both avoid the use of the
2" and Main Streets Site, as shown on Figures 5-1 and 5-2 of the EIR. As shown in
Table 5-1 of the EIR, Alternatives 2 and 3 would result in fewer environmental
impacts for some issue areas and greater impacts for others. Alternative 2 was
identified as the environmentally superior alternative in Section 5.4 of the draft EIR.
The range of alternatives selected and the evaluation provided in the EIR is consistent
with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines.
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lacivicpark.org

December 30, 2005

Via electronic mail

Lisa Ochsner
LA Public Works Department, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group
650 S. Spring Street, Suite 574
Los Angeles, CA 90014

E-mail: Lisa. Ochsner@lacity.org

Re: Comment on Draft EIR on Police Headquarters Facility Plan

Dear Ms. Ochsner:

We represent a coalition of public space advocates, downtown residents,
businesses, and others from throughout the city in support of a major civic park
for Los Angeles on the old Caltrans site. Nearly 2,000 people have signed our

petition in support of the park.

We believe that in addition to the negative findings identified in the draft EIR for
traffic, noise and air quality, this project will also have significant and permanent
negative impact on cultural, architectural, aesthetic and historical resources. And | o1
we believe the alternative use of the block as public open space — as envisioned
in numerous public documents -- has not been fully addressed in the draft.

A park on this site will have the opposite effect of a police headquarters. A park
will be an economic and cultural spark that connects and energizes the
surrounding communities and draws visitors; a police headquarters will create a
static development that snarls traffic and places a high security installation on the

steps of City Hall.

Cultural resources
There is significant emerging arts and cultural development in the immediate

area. This includes the just-completed restoration and redevelopment of the
former St. Vibiana’s Cathedral into a performing arts venue; Gallery Row,
beginning at 2" Street and extending along Spring and Main; and the just-
beginning redevelopment of the historic Linda Lea Theater on Main into a film
and performance venue. These initiatives would be undermined and their
connection to the larger arts community, including the museums and performing W/
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arts centers on Grand Avenue and in Little Tokyo, would be divided physically A\

and psychologically by the police project on this site.

The beautifully restored St. Vibiana's, narrowly saved from an earlier wrecking
ball, would be trapped at an intersection that bears the full brunt of the
congestion the headquarters and its parking facilities will create.

The City Council’s designating of Gallery Row in July 2003 marked the beginning
of what has become a very successful initiative. In less than two years, this
endeavor has grown from four galleries to more than 18. A park on the old
Caltrans site, which anchors the north end of the district, was to have been a
partner in building and benefiting from the growth of Gallery Row. Not only does
the park not exist under the proposed PHF plan, the MJ Higgins gallery — where
Gallery Row was born — would literally be torn down and replaced with a parking
garage and a motor pool where police vehicles are repaired, washed and fueled.

The report excuses the inconsistency of this project with the city’s goals in
designating Gallery Row by noting that in the headquarters project, “retail space
would be provided ... which could serve as future art gallery space.” That
proposed retail space consists of a newsstand-size space at the headquarters
building and a narrow strip of space in front of the police garage. Both spaces are
isolated and physically and psychologically difficult — if not impossible — to
imagine as art galleries.

The arts and cultural endeavors on these blocks are essential components in the
revitalization of the downtown area. The artificially narrow assessment in the
draft EIR does not value their significance.

Historic and architectural value

The site is adjacent to some of the city’s greatest architectural landmarks —
including City Hall (1928), St. Vibiana's (1876), the LA Times (1935), and the
new Caltrans building (2004). St. Vibiana’s was the center of the Catholic
community in Los Angles for more than a century. The Times has chronicled city,
national and world events since 1881. City Hall is an icon and a symbolic beacon
of hope and unity for the city. Placing a police headquarters in the midst of these
buildings walls off City Hall from its natural gateway to its citizens, and their
gateway to these fandmark sites.

In addition to the historically significant buildings already leveled on the old
Caltrans block, this plan calls for demolition of yet another piece of history,
the1896 building housing the MJ Higgins Gallery. While this building by itself has
not been found in the draft report to have historical significance, it is one of the
few remaining buildings that is part of the larger historical context of this early
cultural center of Los Angeles — including St. Vibiana’s a few doors away and the
Linda Lea Theatre across the street. It is important that it be evaluated and
appreciated in that larger context.
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The report has quietly but very significantly identified the Linda Lea Theatre as
likely a landmark building in the world of film — Tally’s Electric Theatre,
Independent film histories describe it as the first theater in the country built to
show films. The theater opened by Thomas Tally in 1902 was a risky endeavor --
theater patrons didn’t know at the time what to make of watching a moving
picture. And while this finding needs further study, it is important that the city not
take actions that impact its original surroundings, especially the irreversible
action of tearing down the 110-year-old building directly across the street.

It is ironic and perplexing that the one building the report identifies as threatened
by this project is the current Parker Center. Rather than calling for incorporation
of it into plans for an updated LAPD headquarters, it calls for abandoning it and
placing it in a permanent, costly state of suspension.

Residential Area
The proposed PHF is incompatible with the adjacent residential areas. The

assessment does not adequately take into account the impact it will have on
those living nearby and those who will soon be moving into this rapidly growing
residential corridor. It is a glaring and unacceptable omission for this report to
not call for any mitigation of short or long-term impacts of this project on those
who have, with the encouragement of city leaders, made their home downtown.

Directly adjacent to the headquarters site is the Higgins Building, with 135 units
and more than 200 residents. In the surrounding blocks, the residential
population will grow by thousands in the next few years - within the time frame
the proposed police project wouid be completed. The creation of housing in
reclaimed historic buildings and in newly-constructed buildings is part of the
larger city-backed movement to expand available housing pool and to rebuild

downtown.

There are many existing and coming residential projects in the Old Bank District,
along Spring, Main and Broadway, on Bunker Hill, in Little Tokyo and in the Artist
and Toy Factory districts. Even closer to the site, new housing construction is
planned for the St Vibiana’s black, the block to the east (bordered by Second,
Third, Los Angeles and San Pedro streets) and the block to the south (bordered
by Third, Fourth, Main and Los Angeles streets). The Douglas Building, one
block away (at Spring and Third) has just opened after being converted to

residential lofts.

Significant impact will result from the addition of a helipad in close proximity to
this residential area. Disruptive flight patterns and unfettered use, especially at
nighttime and early morning, will adversely affect the quiet enjoyment of
neighboring residences. The nuisance factor of helipad operation must be further
explored; long-term noise impact and safety risks will be significant and harmful.

I\
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The report unnecessarily limits the range of air quality impacts from the PHF.
Not only are there significant short-term air quality impacts from the construction
in a heavily urbanized area, long-term impacts in a compact area will be
significant.

impact on Children

The report does not fully address the impact of the project on children -- who are
especially vulnerable to its air and noise pollution and other negative
environmental influences. Already children make their home in the Higgins and
Douglas buildings and are cared for at day-care centers at the new Caltrans
building 1o the east and at the Ronald Reagan Office Building to the south. As
new housing opens and the general population of downtown increases, so will
the number of children and the need for parks and other health-friendly
environments. Instead, this project offers traffic congestion and heightened air
and noise pollution and replaces arts and park uses with high-security police
facilities.

Workplace, Business Impact

Thousands of workers are concentrated in the immediate neighboring buildings,
including those who work in City Hall, the new Caltrans building, the LA Times
and the Recycler building. The noise, air poliution and fraffic congestion from a
police headquarters on this site will negatively impact those workplace
environments and others in the area. The report makes no efforts at mitigation on
behalf of those who spend their workday adjacent to these sites.

Four businesses on the St Vibiana’'s block would be demolished. To those who
have invested their life’s work and energy in building those businesses and to
those who work in them, the report’'s assessment that “displaced businesses
would receive relocation assistance as required by law” is of scant comfort.
Rather than look for alternatives that make use of public property and keep
private property in private hands, this plan will use eminent domain to take land
that has in some cases been in the same family for 75 years. In the process, the
city adds considerable expense as well as pain to its plan.

Increased Traffic

The increase in traffic and emissions over the previous use is substantial. The
PHF will attract traffic from employees and civilians, resulting in a further
amassing of vehicle emissions within a well-defined area.

The primary entrances for the facilities and the motor pool are all on Main Street.
The reduction of traffic quality to “D” at the intersection of 2™ and Main and to a
“C” at 1 and Main is incompatible with stated goals of the city and mayor’s office
to reduce traffic congestion. Traffic at the intersection of 2™ and Main is already
often backed up, even though it is rated “A” in the draft EIR traffic analysis.
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It is difficuit to image how 1,500 vehicles (cumulative + project) will make it T
9-10

though this intersection during peak hour traffic, or how the 19,000 total daily
vehicle trips will be made with anything approaching efficiency

Parking

The draft finds that 281 public parking spaces, curbside and in surface lots,
would be permanently removed from the immediate area. This impact is
significant in the areas immediately adjacent to the proposed police facilities and
is not minimized by inappropriately combining the aggregate parking over an
expansive geographical area.

The addition of 1,200 parking spaces for police-only use exacerbates rather than
minimizes that loss. The other parking in the proposal is too distant from the

spaces being removed to serve as adequate replacement. Businesses, visitors
to the area and residents will all be negatively impacted.

Archeological, Paleontological Resources

The area presently known as Downtown Los Angeles served as a center for
agricultural and civic activity prior {0 modern-day development. The draft report
acknowledges that “a strong likelihood exists that buried prehistoric and historic
resources” could be found on both the old Caltrans and the St. Vibiana’s blocks.
Zanja No. 8, a water canal constructed in the mid-1800s, paralleled Main Street
on these blocks and archeological sites were found during the construction of the
new Caltrans Building, adjacent to both of the proposed development sites.

Excavation for below ground facilities, below grade parking structures and
footings may irreparably harm archeological resources, paleontological
resaurces, and disturb human remains. Additional mitigation must be taken to
ensure that the evaluation of the findings on these sites is independent and
occurs in a way that allows for protection of significant historical and cultural sites
rather than mere cataloging of them.

Environmental and Other Hazards

The operational impacts of the Motor Transport Division are not sufficiently
analyzed. This facility, adjacent to the 500- to-650 -space parking garage on
Main Street, is designed to service 1,000 police vehicles The auto repair shop,
service bays and fuel islands will likely require a series of Permits to Operate
from the South Coast Air Quality Management District and could potentially
implicate the Resources Conservation and Recovery Act of 1876. In addition, the
odors and pollutants emanating from these facilities, in close proximity to
residences with elderly and children, will significantly affect a substantial number
of people. This concern is heighiened by the foreseeable construction of
residential units in the areas surrounding the proposed projects.

The security measures being taken for the headquarters and its parking facilities
underscore its potential to be an inviting target for those who would do harm. To
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place such a facility in immediate proximity fo so many residences and AN\

workplaces — as well as the seat of city government and its emergency command
center -- suggests an unacceptable public safety compromise for which there can
be no mitigation. This subject is not addressed in the draft EIR.

Conflict with Applicable Land Use Plans, Policies or Regulations — In 1997,
The Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan (also known as the
10-Minute Diamond Plan), was prepared and approved by the L A. Civic Center
Authority, acting on instructions from the LA City Council and the LA County
Board of Supervisors. The plan, which calls for the police headquarters to be
rebuilt at the current Parker Center site and calls for the old Caltrans block to be
developed as open space, was formally adopted by the City Council in December
1997 as the master plan for the Civic Center

To quote from the master plan: “The Civic Square can serve as the meeting
place of the public realm and the private sector where City Hall can share the
backdrop of a common space along with business, the press, other branches of
government, and cultural and religious institutions. It is a place for bringing the
people of the City together. It is a park for everyday life, the gathering place for
extraordinary events and a symbol of civic life in all its diversity and complexity.”

in 2000 and 2001, when the Council approved the land swap that gives LA
ownership of this block, its motions repeatedly talked of the opportunity for open
space. The swap would allow the city to use the “property directly across from
the First Street entrance to City Hall ... for added green space in the Civic Center
area.” Private property on the block was subject to condemnation because “the
public interest and necessity require the acquisition of real property for the
creation of open space.” Once the new Caltrans building is completed, the
Council said, the city will “convert the block directly across from the First Street

Steps of City Hall into open space.”

The draft report chooses to dismiss these facts. And it dismisses the 1997 plan
for Civic Center development by saying that although formally adopted by the
City Council, “it is not officially part of the General Plan or the Central City
Community Plan.” The report fails to put the 1997 plan in the proper context: It
is a carefully considered vision for creating a Civic Center that actually embraces
people and avoids undermining the area’s economic vitality. It should be viewed
as complementing and interpreting the other plans, not trying to overthow them.

Open space

The plan for a police headquarters on the old Caltrans site is inconsistent with
the Central City Community Plan goal to “encourage the expansion and addition
of open spaces as opportunities arise.” It is hard to imagine a better opportunity
— the kind that comes once in a century — to create a major civic park for Los
Angeles. Furthermore, the draft EIR specifies that the old Caltrans site must be
evaluated as a cleared and open space. To build on the site will result in a
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tremendous loss of publicly-owned, highly visible and accessible open space.
And it is no ordinary open space: it is truly in the city’s very heart. It opens
dramatic vistas — of the skyline and mountains, and of the city's great cultural and

civic landmarks, including City Hall,

Alternatives
The PHF must be subject to an honest and adequate alternatives assessment.

The two alternatives studied are both environmentally superior to the plan to put
the facilities on the old Caltrans and St. Vibiana's blocks. Unfortunately, the city
designated a preferred site without any significant public review of its
appropriateness for the proposed use or of the pre-existing plans for a park.
Other alternatives ~ including ones that may be both environmentally and
functionally superior to these sites and do so without taking private property —
were dismissed or not considered at all.

Under CEQA Guidelines, a draft EIR must "describe a range of reasonable
alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project that could feasibly
attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and evaluate the comparative
merits of the alternatives." CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6(a).

A cursory alternatives assessment used to justify a pre-determined decision does
not suffice under CEQA. We believe the list of alternatives was drawn too
narrowly and the sudden focus on this site by the city -- without any public
hearings on its appropriateness in advance of that focus -- violates the spirit of
the Act and unduly influenced the assessment.

In closing, we would note that objections to this project and the manner in which
the site was chosen by the City Council have been registered from many
quarters — including residential, businesses, arts and cultural organizations.

On behalf of lacivicpark .org, we ask that you consider these points as you further
evaluate this important matter and thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

Cheryl McDonald Kjell Hagen
cmcdonal@sbcglobal.net kiell1971@yahoo.com
Ken Ehrlich _ Nic Cha Kim
kenehr@vahoo.com nck@galleryrow.org
Adele Yellin Jonno Agnew

avellin@vel.net ionno@cutcute.com
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 9:

Comment No.

Lacivicpark.org

Response

9-1

9-2

9-3

9-4

The lacivicpark.org provides a summary of the comments in their letter. These
comments include issues related to traffic, noise, air quality, cultural resources, and
aesthetics. These issues are specifically addressed in the individual responses below.

The lacivicpark.org provides comments related to the “artificially narrow” analysis of
cultural resources in the EIR. The draft EIR evaluated the physical changes
associated with the development of the proposed project to historical resources within
the project area, including St. Vibiana’s as well as all other known and potential
historical resources in the project vicinity. The MJ Higgins Gallery, situated at 242-
244 S. Main Street, is not eligible as a historical resource under CEQA or for listing
as a Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument (LAHCM). The building has been
altered significantly and does not possess sufficient integrity to meet eligibility
requirements as a historical resource. Under CEQA, Section 15064.5 (b) (1), a
project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a resource means physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the
resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of an historical
resource is materially impaired. No historical resources within the project area will
be physically impacted or materially impaired in a manner that would detract from
their historical significance. No analysis related to indirect impacts on arts and
cultural endeavours is required in the EIR.

The lacivicpark.org describes the several historic resources in the project area and
requests additional analysis in the EIR. Refer to response to comment 9-2 above.
The historic context in the immediate surrounds of St. Vibiana’s, the MJ Higgins
Gallery and the Linda Lea Theatre has already been demolished for parking lots,
significantly compromising the integrity of the setting. As discussed above, the EIR
analysis adequately evaluates impacts to historic resources in the project area.

The lacivicpark.org states that the existing Parker Center should be incorporated into
the project plans and should not be vacated. Section 5.2.1 of the draft EIR discusses
the renovation of Parker Center as a project alternative. This was determined to be
infeasible in the EIR, due to the substantial costs that would be involved and, more
importantly, the fact that the facility would not meet future operational requirements
of the LAPD. Construction of a new PHF at the Parker Center Site was, however,
carried forward for analysis in the EIR (see Section 5.3.4). This alternative would
avoid construction at the Old Caltrans Site and at the 2" and Main Streets Site.
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2 Response to Comments

9-5

9-6

9-7

9-8

The lacivicpark.org provides comments regarding the potential impacts to existing
and proposed residential uses in the project area. Refer to response to comments 7-2
and 8-2 regarding impacts to surrounding residences and other sensitive receptors in
the project area. The operational noise analysis included in Chapter 3.10 of the draft
EIR and described in response to comment 8-6 discusses the potential noise impacts
associated with routine activities at the new PHF facilities. Cumulative noise impacts
are discussed in Section 4.3.10, which has been revised in the Final EIR to include
additional information regarding the development project proposed in the vicinity of
the 2" and Main Streets Site. Cumulative noise impacts resulting from the proposed
project would be less than significant.

The lacivicpark.org provides comments on the potential impacts resulting from use of
the helipad at the new PFH site. Refer to response to comment 8-3 regarding impacts
associated with operation of the proposed helipad.

The lacivicpark.org provides comments on the potential short-and long-term air
quality impacts associated with the proposed project. The analysis provided in
Section 3.2, Air Quality, evaluates the short- and long-term impacts associated with
the development of the proposed project in accordance with all SCAQMD thresholds.
Refer to response to comment 8-8 for additional details regarding the EIR air quality
analysis.

The lacivicpark.org comments on potential impacts to children resulting from the
proposed project. Specifically, the commenter identifies impacts related to traffic, air
quality, noise, and safety.

The analysis provided in Chapter 3.11 of the draft EIR, Traffic and Parking,
evaluates the potential for the proposed project to create any incompatible land uses
or design features that would present a safety hazard to pedestrians, bicyclists, or
motorists. As discussed on Pages 3.11-41 through 3.11-43, site access for the
proposed project was determined in consultation with LADOT and LAFD and none
of the proposed project components would pose a safety hazard to the public,
including children.

The draft EIR indicates that some population groups are considered more sensitive to
air pollution than others due to the types of population groups or activities involved.
Sensitive receptors for air quality include children, the elderly, and the acutely and
chronically ill, especially those with cardio-respiratory diseases. The evaluation of
impacts related to sensitive receptors (including children) is provided in Section 3.2.3
of the draft EIR under AIR-5. As discussed, air quality impacts during construction
would be significant and unavoidable for NO, and VOC emissions. As such, the City
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2 Response to Comments

will be required to adopt a statement of overriding considerations in order to approve
the project. Operational air quality impacts would be less than significant.

Sensitive noise receptors are defined in Section 3.10.1 of the draft EIR as humans
engaged in activities, or utilizing land uses, that may be subject to the stress of
significant interference from noise. This definition includes children as well as
adults. The analysis of sensitive noise receptors has been revised in the Final EIR as
discussed in response to comment 8-2. Specifically, the description of sensitive noise
receptors has been revised to include the commercially-designated residential uses in
the project area, including the Higgins Building, residential units in the Little Tokyo
Historic District, and multi-family residential units northeast of 3 and Los Angeles
Streets. The impact discussion provided in Section 3.10.3 of the draft EIR has been
updated to describe the potential construction and operational impacts to these
sensitive receptors.

Impacts related to public safety are evaluated in the draft EIR in Chapter 3.7,
Hazardous Materials and Chapter 3.11, Traffic and Parking and are discussed in
response to comment 8-11 above.

9-9 The lacivicpark.org provides comments on potential impacts to surrounding
businesses. The EIR impact analysis is consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section
15126, Consideration and Discussion of Environmental Impacts. The draft EIR
evaluates the physical changes associated with the planning, acquisition,
development, and operation of the proposed project. As discussed in response to
comment 8-14, economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as
significant effects on the environment under CEQA.

9-10 The lacivicpark.org commented on the potential impacts associated with increased
traffic in the project area. The impact analysis provided in Chapter 3.11, Traffic and
Parking, is based on the results of a traffic study that was developed in conjunction
with LADOT for this project. The traffic study determined that the proposed project
would result in significant unavoidable impacts at 2 of the 43 study area
intersections: Main Street/1*" Street and Main Street/2™ Street. Refer to response to
comment 8-4 for additional information regarding the EIR traffic analysis.

9-11 The lacivicpark.org comments on the loss of accessible public parking as a result of
the proposed project. Refer to response to comment 8-5 regarding the adequacy of
the EIR parking analysis.

9-12 The lacivicpark.org provides comments on the potential for impacts to buried
archaeological resources, paleontological resources, and human remains and the need
for additional mitigation. As noted by the commenter and discussed in Chapter 3.3
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2 Response to Comments

9-13

9-14

9-16

of the draft EIR, Archaeological Resources, the project has the potential to uncover
archaeological resources during construction activities at the Old Caltrans Site and
the 2" and Main Streets Site. Mitigation measure ARCH-A would require a
qualified archaeological monitor to be present during construction activities at both
of these sites. In the event cultural resources are discovered (including historic and
prehistoric materials or human remains), work in the vicinity would be halted
immediately until the resource is assessed and appropriate treatment is determined.
This mitigation measure complies with the requirements in Section 15126.4 of the
CEQA Guidelines and would reduce potential impacts to archaeological resources to
a less than significant level. As discussed in Chapter 3.5, fossil remains may
potentially be encountered under the Old Caltrans and 2" and Main Streets sites.
Similarly, mitigation measures are provided in the draft EIR to reduce potential
impacts associated with buried paleontological resources to a less than significant
level.

The lacivicpark.org provides comments related to the operation of the MTD and the
potential environmental hazards resulting from operation of this facility. Potential
hazards associated with the MTD operation are evaluated in Section  3.2.3  (Air
Quality), Section 3.6.3 (Geology and Soils), Section 3.7.3 (Hazards and Hazardous
Materials), Section 3.10.3 (Noise and Vibration), and Section 3.11.3 (Traffic and
Parking) of the draft EIR. Also, refer to response to comments 7-2, 8-2, 8-3, 8-4, 8-6
through 8-9, and 9-8 above.

The lacivicpark.org comments on the potential public safety impacts associated with
the proposed project as “an inviting target for those who would do harm.” The EIR
evaluates the physical changes associated with the planning, acquisition,
development, and operation of the proposed project. Refer to response to comment
8-11 above regarding potential safety hazards. No further analysis of safety impacts
is required in the EIR.

The lacivicpark.org states that the proposed project is not consistent with the goals of
the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan or City
Council motions passed involving a land exchange with the State where the City
would convert the Old Caltrans Site to open space. Refer to response to comment 8-
10 regarding the project’s consistency with adopted land use plans and programs and
previous City Council motions.

The lacivicpark.org states that the proposed project is not consistent with the Central
City Community Plan and that open space should be provided at the Old Caltrans
Site. Section 3.9.3 of the draft EIR evaluates the project’s consistency with land use
plans and programs, including the Central City Community Plan. As discussed in
this section, the proposed project would be consistent with applicable land use plans,
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9-17

zoning, and land use designations. It should be noted that individual projects are not
expected to meet all goals of a given community plan. Rather, community plans state
guidelines for the general development objectives of an area. The project would be
consistent with the general objectives of the General Plan and Community Plan by
providing a centrally-located LAPD headquarters facility that would accommodate
the existing demand and meet the projected growth of the PHF, while improving
emergency response and protection services for the City. No further analysis of land
use impacts is required in the EIR.

The lacivicpark.org provided comments about the adequacy of the EIR alternatives
analysis. No specific alternatives were recommended in the comment.

The City evaluated two alternatives in the draft EIR that would avoid development at
the Old Caltrans Site and 2™ and Main Streets Site. Specifically, Alternative 2
evaluated the construction of a new PHF near 1% and Alameda Streets and
Alternative 3 evaluated the construction of a new PHF at the existing Parker Center
Site. As stated in Chapter 4 of the EIR, CEQA requires that an EIR describe a range
of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project that could
feasibly avoid or lessen any significant environmental impacts while substantially
attaining the basic objectives of the project. The range of alternatives selected and
the evaluation provided in the EIR is consistent with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA
Guidelines. Refer to response to comment 8-16 for additional information regarding
the EIR alternatives analysis.
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msa Ochsner - against new lot for LAPD Page 1

From: "Maureen Moore" <maureen@artquestintl com>
To: <Lisa Ochsner@lacity. org>

Date: 11/22/2005 5:10:43 PM

Subject: against new lot for LAPD

Please re-consider the proposal for the parking lot the city wishes to build
downtown next to the cathedral. [ am notin support of it due to the
. o - ; . . 10-1
environmental problems it will bring. ..air quality, noise, traffic. Alsg,
the area is finally getting some cultural life and this would just destroy
that.

Thanks.
Maureen

Maureen Moore

Director of Marketing and Operations
Tel: 1.323.644.0625

Fax:1.323.644 8972
maureen@artquestintl.com

www . artquestintl.com



2 Response to Comments

Letter 10: Citizen Letter 1, Maureen Moore
Comment No. Response
10-1 Commenter Maureen Moore requests reconsideration of the 2™ and Main Streets Site

as the location for the MTD, due to air quality, noise, and traffic issues. These issues
were evaluated in the draft EIR. No significant environmental issues are raised by
this commenter and no further response is required.
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Lisa Ochsner - police headquarters parking garag ” ) ' Page 1

From: "john crandell” <landscape_vision@earthlink net>
To: <Lisa Ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 11/27/2005 5:53:06 PM

Subject: police headquarters parking garage

lisa,

| understand that storefront space is being programmed into the ground level of the police parking
garage on main street, north of third street also that the one story angular fronted structure at the
northeast corner of third and main will hot be demolished.

| just want to add two points for consideration in the public input process.

The structure mentioned above was significantly modified in the early 1930s to allow
east third to directly connect with west third. It was constructed in 1210 and designed
by Alber C Martin as The Wonderland Theater | believe it was the first theater in the
western U.S. designed expressly for cinema. | know of no other western cinema
having been built before this peint in time,

Immediately north of this structure (what will become the southeast comner of the police parking
structure) is a far more important location. Mayor Cameron Erskine Thom lived here in 1855 following
his move from northern california. The house that he bought had been constructed two vears
earlier by Captain Jesse Hunter. It was the first building in the city with walls constructed solely
of brick, rather than adobe This residence was demolished in 1901 to make way for construction
of the two story Ponet Block. (The south wall of the Ponet Block still stands. Apparently it was
kept in place so as not to damage the north wall of the Wonderland Theater). Although it is not 11-1
commeonly known, Thom later played a role in the great Civil War legend connecting Los Angeles
to the Battle of Gettysburg - the same legend which Michael Shaara used in his Pulitzer Prize
winning book of 1977. The site where the legend emanated is on the triangular island at the
southeast corner of third and main.

There were three commercial spaces in the ground floor of the Ponet Block.

The middle space was leased to Thomas Lincoln Tally in the winter of 1902 and during
the first week of April that year there was opened the Electric Theater. This theater

is widely acknowledged as having been the first cinema in the city. Actually, it was the
very first dedicated cinema in the western hemispere. Of course we all know that L A,
is a city without a history. Three years ago, as the centennial of the Electric's opening
approached, | tried to enlist the city fathers and the city's motion picture industry in

an effort to commemorate the important milestone. Yes, you guessed it: all my

efforts went right into the round file. if I'd somehow managed to persuade Madonna

fo do the can-can stark naked on the site, I'm sure the history of this location

would now be so much different. Lordy, that might have even persuaded whoever
stole her bustier from Fredericks of Hollwood in the great riot to give it back,

right after she'd finished dancing the can-can. The New York Times would have

given space to THAT and third and main would doubtless have never have been the same.

Sincerely,

John Crandell
landscape architect



2 Response to Comments

Letter 11: Citizen Letter 2, John Crandell

Comment No. Response

Commenter John Crandell acknowledges the location of the proposed Main Street
Parking Facility at the 2" and Main Streets Site. The commenter also provides
historical information for this portion of the project site.  No significant
environmental issues are raised by this commenter and no further response is

required.
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i Lisa Ochsner - new motorpool in downtown LA

From: "YiLin" <yilinacts@yahoo com>
To: <Lisa Ochsner@lacity org>
Date: 11/28/2005 4:53:09 PM
Subject: naw motorpoot in downtown LA

As a concerned Los Angeles resident, | strongly urge against the
erecting of a new motorpool that will disrupt the art movement that is
revitalizing Los Angeles downtown as an art and cuiture capital. It
seems to be fiscally irresponsible to spend $100 million of tax payers'
money for a parking lot when there is already one less than 100 paces to 12-1
the east Hiring a shuttle service can be a solution that is not only g
cost-effective but also allow the downtown cultural revival to continue
We need more art and culture in our city, not only to enrich the lives
of the residents, but also fo draw in business and raise real estate
value. Our city is in dire need of a cultural and an ecenomic boost,
neither can be provided by a new motorpoal

Sincerely,
Yi Lin
213-446-9363



2 Response to Comments

Letter 12:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 3, Yi Lin

Response

Commenter Yi Lin writes against the proposed MTD due to its location within
Gallery Row. The northern end of Gallery Row encompasses a portion of the 2™ and
Main Streets Site that fronts onto Main Street. Because the proposed Main Street
Parking Facility which includes parking and MTD uses would not conform with the
gallery presence that the City is seeking to enhance along Gallery Row, retail space
was provided as part of the proposed project, which could serve as future art gallery
space. Refer to response to comments 3-1 and 8-13 regarding potential impacts to
Gallery Row.
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i Lisa Ochsner - MJ Higgins Art Gallery/Police Headquarters Plan Page 1}

From: Allen Terrell <ajterrell@gmait.com>

To: <Lisa Ochsner@lacity.org>

Date: 11/25/2005 11:34:02 AM

Subject: WMJ Higgins Art Gallery/Police Headquarters Plan

- Dear Ms. Ochner: | am writing against the proposed Police Headquarters Plan
that will tear down the historic buildings on the 1st, 2nd , Spring and Main
Streets

With LA's recent efforts to become a prominent cultural center, the
destruction of a vital cultural and arts center such as the MJ Higgins Art
Gallery would mark a new low LA needs galleries like the MJ Higgins Art 13-1
Gallery because it showcases local artists and provides a vital venue in
which art can flourish | am a transplanted New York/New Jersey artist
and know first hand how vital art can be in the rejuvenation of a community.

| urge you to reconsider the detrimental effects of the Police Headquarters
plan. The rejuvenation of downtown LA isn't just about building
multi-million doftar iofts but in fostering an atmosphere of creative arts
and cooperation.

Respectfully,

Allen Terrell

CC: <mjhigginsgallery@sbcglohal net>



2 Response to Comments

Letter 13:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 4, Allen Terrell

Response

13-1

Commenter Allen Terrell writes against the proposed project, specifically the
proposed MTD due to its location within Gallery Row and the need to demolish the
building that is occupied by the M.J. Higgins Art Gallery. Potential historical
resources, including the M.J. Higgins Art Gallery, were evaluated in Section 3.4.3 of
the EIR. The M.J. Higgins Art Gallery occupies the building at 242-244 South Main
Street, which was evaluated in the EIR as ineligible for the CRHP or the LAHCM,
and is not considered historically significant under CEQA. Impacts to historical
resources are evaluated in Section 3.4.4 of the EIR. Since the M.J. Higgins Art
Gallery is not considered historically significant under CEQA, there would be no
significant impact to this property. Impacts to Gallery Row are discussed and
evaluated in the EIR and in response to comments 3-1 and 8-13. As discussed in
response to comment 8-14, economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated
as significant effects on the environment under CEQA.
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' Lisa Ochsner - Parking Garage Page 1|

From: "Erin Quill" <erin_quill@hotmail.com>
To: <Lisa Ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 11/29/2005 4:07:27 AM

Subject: Parking Garage

Dear Ms. Ochsner,

I have just read the report on the new LAPD headquarters, to be located
downtown, which requires the destruction of Art Galleries to make way for a
100 million dollar parking structure

{ find this appalling, having come to LA from NY, where we embrace Art and
it's accessibility to the public Los Angeles has a vibrant artistic

community, who were the first to revitalize the Downtown area and bring
people BACK fo the area, long after the city abandoned it to crime and
homelessness. 14-1
| strongly urge you to reconsider. On a personal note, | was considering
purchasing one of the new lofts downtown in Litfle Tokyo. Knowing of your
plans for this massive construction, it is now out of trhe question. |
wonder how many other prospective tennants - who will add to the
revitilization of the area - that you are impacting.

| look forward to the LAPD and the City of Los Angeles finding another
solution to this challenge

Thank you,
Erin Quill

On the road to retirement? Check out MSN Life Events for advice on how to
get there! http:/flifeevents msn. com/category.aspx?cid=Retirement



2 Response to Comments

Letter 14:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 5, Erin Quill

Response

14-1

Commenter Erin Quill writes in opposition to the proposed project, specifically the
Main Street Parking Facility at the 2™ and Main Streets Site where the displacement
of an art gallery would occur. The commenter suggests reconsideration of the
project. Two alternatives are evaluated in the EIR, which would avoid construction
at the Old Caltrans Site and 2™ and Main Streets Site. These alternatives are fully
discussed in Chapter 5 of the draft EIR.
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Lisa Ochsner - Police Headquarters Disaster Page 1

From: Aaron Sosnick <aaronsosnick@alum. mit edu>
To: <Lisa Cchsner@lacity.org>

Date: 11/30/2005 10:43;36 PM

Subject: Police Headquarters Disaster

The plan for a new police headquarters on the old Calirans block is a disaster An enormous, monolithic,

institutional building will be very
destructive to ongoing revitalization of this part of downtown.
It makes no sense to destroy galleries and historic buildings and ignore plans for a park in order to put up

a massive institutional complex that will

wall off recovering parts of downtown from each other.
15-1
A new building should be built, but it should be somewhere
away from the areas that are currently experiencing a culturai
and economic rebirth.

Preserving existing buildings, building a park, and allowing a mix
of residential, retail, | and cultural activities and providing a link between the historic core and the civic

center is far smarter.

Sincerely,

Aaron Sosnick

2243 East Live Oak Drive
Los Angeles, CA 80068



2 Response to Comments

Letter 15:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 6, Aaron Sosnick

Response

15-1

Commenter Aaron Sosnick writes in opposition of the proposed project, including the
size of the PHF and existing buildings that would be affected by the proposed project.
The commenter suggests locating the project in an alternative, though unspecified,
location. The commenter mentions plans for a park at the Old Caltrans Site. Two
alternatives are evaluated in the EIR, which would avoid construction at the Old
Caltrans Site and 2™ and Main Streets Site. Refer to response to comment 8-10 for a
discussion about the status of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and
Enhancement Plan and plans for the site. Alternatives to the proposed project are
discussed in Chapter 5 of the draft EIR.
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i Lisa Ochsner - MJ Higgins Art Gallery S - o Page 1}

From: Sonya Ramos <libertysunshine84@yahoo com:>
To: <Lisa Ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 12/1/2005 11:58:16 AM

Subject: MJ Higgins Art Gallery

What is Los Angeles going to turn info? We are already a concrete jungle. Are we going to turn into a city

with no arts as well? |s there not another site that could be used to house the new police facility? |

thought we were going to try and remake Los Angeles into another beautiful city with arts, restaurants, 16-1
galleries and so on. | am all for police protection, but not at the expense of a beautiful gallery like MJ

Higgins Gallery and Fine Furniture Please find another site for the police facility and leave the gallery

alone.

Sincerely,
Sonya Ramos

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around

http://mail yahoo com



2 Response to Comments

Letter 16: Citizen Letter 7, Sonya Ramos
Comment No. Response
16-1 Commenter Sonya Ramos writes in opposition to the proposed project, particularly

its possible effect on the arts, including the M.J. Higgins Art Gallery. The
commenter questions whether another site could be utilized for the proposed project.
Refer to response to comment 8-16 for a discussion of the EIR alternatives analysis.
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POLICE HEADQUARTERS FACILITY PROJECT
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT COMMENT FORM
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 17: Citizen Letter 8, Jih-Fang Yang
Comment No. Response
17-1 Commenter Jih-Fang Yang writes in support of the proposed project. The

commenter requests mitigation be considered to ameliorate impacts to the Higgins
Building. Table ES-1 contains several mitigation measures designed to reduce
impacts to those affected by the proposed project, including those at the Higgins
Building. No significant environmental issues are raised by this speaker and no
further response is required.
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 18:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 9, Nadine Weatherstone

Response

18-1

18-2

Commenter Nadine Weatherstone argues that the draft EIR does not recognize
residents living within 200 feet of the proposed project. Refer to response to
comment 8-2 for a discussion regarding inclusion of nearby residences as sensitive
receptors in the noise analysis.

The commenter recommends construction of the PHF at Parker Center. Section 5.3.4
of the draft EIR evaluated Alternative 3, PHF at Parker Center, which would replace
the PHF at the existing Parker Center site. As shown in Table 5-1 of the EIR, which
compares the alternatives and the preferred project, each option would result in fewer
environmental impacts for some issue areas and greater impacts for others.
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i Lisa Ochsner - __Pagei]

From: "rhett@reify net" <rhett@reify net>
To: <Lisa. Ochsner@Iacity org>
Date: 12/2/2005 5:59:34 AM

Please work to preserve MJ Higgins Gallery when considering the new

LAPD HQ. The burgecning art scene downtown will change the face of Los 19-1
Angeles .improving the flow of information, increasing property values

and creating a new visual sensibility in this city

Do not be afraid

Thank youl

Rhett



2 Response to Comments

Letter 19:

Citizen Letter 10, Rhett

Comment No. Response

19-1 Commenter Rhett requests consideration for the arts culture, particularly the M.J.
Higgins Gallery, in evaluating the proposed project. Refer to response to comment 3-
1 for discussion about the inclusion of retail space in the MTD design. Refer also to
comment 8-14 for discussion about the inclusion of economic and social factors in
environmental analysis.
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108 W. 2™ Street, Apt. #415
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2776
greg_morris@sbcglobal net

213.687.8987

Lisa M. Ochsner

City of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering,
Environmental Management Group

650 S Spring Street, Suite 574

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Tuesday, December 27, 2005

Dear Ms. Oschner,

This letter concerns the currently proposed site for the New Police Headquarters building.
I wish for it to be entered into the record

1 have been a tesident of Downtown for a year and am very excited at the possibilities that a
revitalized Downtown can offer to the city of Los Angeles. | have been actively present at all city
hall meetings over the past year and have spoken to several city employees and reviewed many
reports and opinions regarding this proposed project.

My question to which I have presently no answer is a simple one:

What specifically about the proposed site makes it an advantageous place to
put the new police HQ?

Obviously the site is vacant, but I am sure that city plananing does not rest its decision on this.

The canse for my very serious concern is that there are several reasons why the building should not
be constructed there.

The previously proposed park was and still is a far superior idea. Granted, I live in the Higgins
buiiding across from the proposed site, but this is NOT the reason for my opinion. 1 truly care
about the potential of Los Angeles and the unquestionable mistake that could happen
here.

The area in question has bloomed a variety of cultural, artistic and residential efforts. There are
restaurants, cafés, art galleries, historic buildings, residences and so on. 1do not understand on any
level of city ‘planning’ how a municipal building can enhance this already present and developing
environment.

I am aware that Downtown is a mixture of city buildings and other, but why would one not want to
maximize certain trends in certain areas instead of confradicting the area surrounding. Tama
supporter of a new HQ, but not in the wrong place that will adversely affect the good work already

accomplished with future potential

v

20-1



One example of this is the beautifully renovated St. Vibianas from 1876. We have succeeded in the
battle to keep and restore some of LA’s sparse history that would have been discarded, it will add to
and attract events, and the artistic and creative population of Los Angeles. This is another cultural
force in this area. It joins a list that includes: The Wait Disney Concert Hall, MOCA (Grand
Avenue and Geffen center), Little Tokyo and many playhouses and performance centers.

I applaud mayor Antonio Villaraigosa’s initiatives to give back to Los Angeles the most
important thing it’s missing — it’s soul. His efforts to get people to use public transportation
not only help the pollution and traffic congestion, but also help create a city with people who interact
with each other physically and are not distanced for their city by being isolated in their own vehicles.
This is important to create a sense of community. A park at this proposed site would do exactly the
same and complement - not take away from its surroundings

Picture this scenario: One goes to an event at St, Vibianas, afterwards the choice is to get back in
one’s car and go home, o1 to take a stroll in the adjacent park. One would not leave and say
“Let’s go hang out at the new Police HQ”. The cultural and social advantage of a park at this
location is so obvious that I am seriously concerned of the abilities of those involved in city
planning. Idon’t even know why I have to state these clearly unbalanced options.

1 feel that city hall although going through the motions is not taking heed to what the public is
saying. The 150 plus families that live opposite the proposed site did not even exist according to the
EIR that was recently released, which clearly shows that this project is not being handled how it

should be.

| know that the new HQ has to be built but there are several other options that will NOT
ADVERSELY affect Downtown, Los Angeles. One is to build at the already existing site, the
additional expense of which is negligible compared to making a wrong decision that will last for

decades.

I am not writing this letter in order to increase the value of my propeity — ¥ truly care about LA
and it’s potential of being one of the world’s greatest cities. Please consider these few issues
(there are many more) that clearly point to this project, as it exists, as not being in the best interests
of the city and it’s residents.

Sincerely,

Greg Mottis

20-1



2 Response to Comments

Letter 20:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 11, Greg Morris

Response

20-1

Commenter Greg Morris questions the selection of the Old Caltrans Site as an
appropriate location for the PHF. He questions the influence that such a structure
would exert on the cultural, artistic, and residential growth of the area and mentions
previous plans for a park at the location of the proposed PHF. Refer to response to
comments 8-3 and 8-10 for a discussion about the status of the Los Angeles Civic
Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan which identifies the Old Caltrans Site
as the site for a civic square. The commenter notes that residences opposite to the
Old Caltrans Site are not recognized in the EIR. Refer to response to comment 8-2
for a discussion regarding inclusion of nearby residences as sensitive receptors in the
noise analysis. The commenter suggests that rebuilding the police headquarters at the
existing site will not adversely affect downtown. Section 5.3.4 of the draft EIR
evaluated Alternative 3, PHF at Parker Center, which would replace the PHF at the
existing Parker Center site. As shown in Table 5-1 of the EIR, which compares the
alternatives and the preferred project, each option would result in fewer
environmental impacts for some issue areas and greater impacts for others.
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Dear Department of Public Works,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters
Development. The following is a list of the points that are either missing or need

emphasizing from the E.LR..

i. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project
will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated
19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by the headquarters. The evening
rush hour will reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1*
and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both
intersections are now rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate
the impact of special events on traffic, or how emergency vehicles which now
use 2™ Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when there
is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site.

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air
poliution associated with construction of the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” Air poliution during construction -- even with
recommended mitigation measures -- is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EIR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the
elderly and ill) at the Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of
City Hail. The report skirts the issue of long term increases in air pollution in the
immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no
significant iong-term impact on regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2™
between Spring and Main and on Main between 1% and 2™ will go away. The
surface lots on Main between 2" and 3™ will go away. In all, the current 281
parking pubiic spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed The 300-
space garage at 1% and Temple will serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles
Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The
135 families, including infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just
across the street from the main construction site are not considered “noise
sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by
city, county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands
of office workers surrounding the project. The only construction noise mitigation
planned is for the garage and motor poocl on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off
and landing on the roof of the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space
surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los Angeles Times, St.
Vibiana's and the Higgins Building ~ eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s

21-1

21-2

21-3

21-4

21-5

21-6



homes. No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the 21-6
flight path won’{ be directly over any of these buildings.

6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents - in
ignoring the impact it will have on them and in not addressing the pre-existing
plans for a park — sends a powerful negative message. The city would like to
have it both ways. It wants people tc move downtown, into mixed-use settings
so that the city will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people
live here

21-7

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental
Impact Report has ignored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned
at all. The plan is dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will
be a breath of fresh air that connects and reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic
Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will give the
people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own -- and to
experience the city, its history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St. Vibiana's
block is developing intc an arts and cultural center — and would continue to be
redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t need to box-in historic St
Vibiana’s by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important
cornerstone of civic order - but that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's

front lawn.

21-8

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report
- both of which are environmentally superior to the oid Caltrans site — there are
other options the city can explore. It has been quick to dismiss those options 21.9
because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown -- and making a welcoming space for its citizens and
visitors in the city’s center.

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their
fg"g_g\ues deserve a park. /

/ \7/ J. Hi ¢
244 S Mar St
LA CA Godjp—



HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.J.HIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.AP.D.S NEW MOTOR POOLI!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is located 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city’s 1997 master plan.
Along with the proposed headquarters is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Seit Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery (inshallah), a unique 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The mofor pool will adversely affect this area with increased
wraffic and an unfriendly sireet presence by providing parking for @ minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, 2 car wash and a mainienance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing ars center, and the Linda Lea Theater slated io
be restored, the ares is coming alive and needs your helpi M. J. HIGGINS needs to remaini

I support creating a Civic Park | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW
M.J.HIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF

BECOMING L.A.P.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is jocated 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according o the city's 1997 master plan.
Along with the proposed headquarters is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destoy 2 public parking
fots, a privately owned lot and the first gaflery (Inshaliah), a unique 1396 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The molor pool will adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly sireet presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, a cer wesh and a maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars, With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna’s Cathedral, a performing arls center, and the Linda Lea Theater slated to
be restored, the ares is coming alive and needs your helpt M J HIGGINS needs to remain!

I support creating a Civic Parlk | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.J.HIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.AP.D.’S NEW MOTOR POOL!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is located 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park eccording to the city’s 1897 master plan.
Along with the proposed headquariers is a plan 1o place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lois south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
iots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery (Inshaliah), a unigue 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was bmought into existence. The motor pool wili adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for 2 minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, a car wash and a maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna’s Cathedral, a performing arts conter, and the Linda Lea Theater slated o
be restored, the area is coming alive and needs your helpl M. J. HIGGINS needs to remaini

I support creating a Civic Park | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.J.LHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF

BECOMING L.A.P.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!
The proposed new Police Headguarters is located 1 block south of Cily Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city’s 1997 masier plan.
Along with the proposed headquarters is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will deswroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned iot and the first gallery (inshaliah), a unique 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The motor pool will adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicies
including a fueling station, a car wash and a maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing arts center, and the Linda lea Theater slated o
be restored, the area is coming alive and needs your heipl M. J. HIGGINS needs to remain!

| support creating a Civic Park | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign} . Address (five, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.A.P.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!{!

The proposed new Pofice Headguarters is located 1 block south of CRly Hall, the sRe of the old Cal
Trans buliding. This se was dedicated a5 & public park acconding o the ciy's 1997 mester plan.
Along with the proposed hesdquarlers is 2 plen o place the pofice motor pool, @ modem 5 story
porking stucture, on the fots south of Saint Viklanna's Cathedrsl. This plen wiil destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privalely owned ot and the fist gaflery (inshallsh), @ unique 1896 ion frame building where
Gallery Row was bmught into existence. The molor pool will adversely offect this area with increased
waffic and an unfriendly sireet presence by providing pavking for 2 minimum of 500 poiice vehicles
including a fueling sistion, & car wash and a mainienance center {0 service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Ssint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing erls center, end the Linds Les Thester slated 1o
be restored, the area is coming alive and needs your heipl M. J HIGGINS nesds to remainl

| support creating a Civic Park | block south of w M and finding an
rnative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headguarter Motor Pool.

NMAME (print & sign) . Address {(live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.AP.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!!

The proposed new Police Heedguarters is located 1 block south of City Hell, the siie of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public perk according fo the city’s 1997 master plan.
Along with the proposed headguarters is a plan to place the police motor pool, & modem 5 story
parking stucture, on the lois south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first gaflery (Inshaliah), a unigue 1895 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The motor pool will adversely affect mis avea with increased
traffic and an unfriendly sireet presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 pofice vehicles
including a fusfing station, & car wash and a mainienance center tn service 1,000 police cars. With the
fenovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, s performing arts center, and the Linds Lea Theater slated i
be restored, the area is coming afive and needs your heipt M. J. HIGGINS needs to remain

I support ereating a Civic Park [ block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) , Address (live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.A.P.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is lfocated 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city's 1997 master plan.
Along with the proposed headquariers is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the fols south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery (inshallah), 2 unique 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The motor pool will adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, a car wash and 8 maintenance center fo service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna’s Csathedral, a performing arls center; and the Linda Lea Theater slated to
be restored, the area is coming alive and needs your helpl M. J HIGGINS needs to remain!

t support creating a Civic Park ! block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) ' Address (live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.AP.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquerters is located 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city's 1997 master plan.
Along with the proposed headguarters is a plan {o place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking struciure, on the lois south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
iots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery (Inshalish), a unique 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought inio existence. The motor pool will adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, 2 car wash and a maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, 2 performing arts center, and the Linda Lea Theater slated to
be restored, the area is coming alive and needs your help! M. J. HIGGINS needs to remain!

i support creating a Civic Parlc | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) Address (live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.A.P.D.’S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquariers is located 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the oid Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a_public park according to the city's 1997 master plan
Along with the proposed headquarters is a plan to piace the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Saint Vibipnna's Cathedrel. This plan wili destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery flnshallah}. a unigue 1896 ifon frame building where
Galiery Row was brought into existence. The motor pool will adv@rsely affect this aréa with increased
trafic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, a car wash and & maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing arts center, and the Linda Lea Theater slated to
be restored, the area is coming afive and needs your, help! M. J. HIGGINS needs to remain!

I support creating a Civic Parlk [ block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) Address (live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.J.HIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.A.P.D.”S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is located 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city’s 1897 master plan
Along with the proposed headquarters is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned ot and the first gallery (inshaliah), a unique 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The motor poot will adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minignuin of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, 2 car wash and a maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing arts center, and the Linda Lea Theater slated to
be resiored, the area is coming alive and needs your heipl M. J HIGGINS needs to remain!

i support creating a Civic Park | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME {print & sign) / | Address (live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.A.P.D."S NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is located 1 block south of City Hali, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city's 1987 master plan
Along with the proposed headqueriers is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first galiery (Inshallah), a unigue 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The motor pool will adversely affect this area with increased
wraffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minimum of S00 police vehicles
including a fueling station, a car wash and a maintenance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing aris cenfer, and the Linds Lea Theater slated to
be restored, the area is coming afive and needs your helpl M J HIGGINS needs to remain!

{ support creating a Civic Park 1 block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) Address (live, work or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.A.P.D.'"S NEW MOTOR POOLI!

The propesed new Police Headquarers is loceted 1 block south of Cily Hail, the site of the oid Cal
Trans bullding. This site was dedicated as a public park according io the city's 1997 master plan.
Along with the proposed headguartesrs is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 siory
pariing struchtre, on the lois south of Seint Vibisnna's Cathedral This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery (inshallah}, 2 unigue 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row wss brought into exizstence. The molor pool will adversely sffect this ares with incressed
traffic and an unfriendly street presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicles
including & fueling station, a car wash and a mainienance center to service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saim Vibisnna's Cathedral, & performing asis center, and the Linda Les Theater slated to
be restored, the area is coming slive amd needs your help! M. J. HIGGINS needs to remasinl

I support ereating a Civic Paric [ block south of City Hall and finding an
aiternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) . Address (live, worlk or email)
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HELP SAVE THE BIRTHPLACE OF GALLERY ROW

M.J.JHIGGINS GALLERY IN DANGER OF
BECOMING L.AP.DS NEW MOTOR POOL!!!

The proposed new Police Headquarters is located 1 block south of City Hall, the site of the old Cal
Trans building. This site was dedicated as a public park according to the city’s 1957 master plan
Along with the proposed headquarters is a plan to place the police motor pool, a modem 5 story
parking structure, on the lots south of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral. This plan will destroy 2 public parking
lots, a privately owned lot and the first gallery (Inshallah), a unique 1896 iron frame building where
Gallery Row was brought into existence. The motor pool wili adversely affect this area with increased
traffic and an unfriendly sireet presence by providing parking for a minimum of 500 police vehicles
including a fueling station, a car wash and a maintenance center fo service 1,000 police cars. With the
renovation of Saint Vibianna's Cathedral, a performing arts center, and the Linda Lea Theater slated io
be restored, the area is coming alive and needs your help! M J. HIGGINS needs to remain!

I support creating a Civic Park | block south of City Hall and finding an
alternative location for the new L.A.P.D. Headquarters and Motor Pool.

NAME (print & sign) Address (live, work or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the | APD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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Please retumﬁ:ivicpark.org, 108 W 2™ St , # 309 , Los Angeles, CA 80012



CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot - on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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Please retumn to: lacivicpark.org, 108 W. 2™ St., # 309 , Los Angeles, CA 80012
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Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spat - on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, o instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquariers for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. H vou think that decision was shori-

sighted, please join lacivicpark org in letting city officials know.

! suppork creating a great civic park on the old Calirans site and finding an
alternative location for a new headguartors for the L A. Police Department.

Mame (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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Piease return to: Jacivicpark.org, 108 W. 2™ St # 309, Los Angeles, CA 80012



| imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating 2 park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans sife. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500 000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leflover a park. If vou think that decision was short-
sighted, please join facivicpark org in letting city officials know

{ support creating a great civic park on the old Calfrans site and finding an
alternative location for 2 new headguartors for the LA, Police Department.

Mame (print and sign) Address (live work or email)
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Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But in a
sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot headquarters
for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-sighted, please join

lacivicpark org in letting city officials know

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternative location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, oz

email) '
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site  But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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Please retum to: lacivicpark.org, 108 W. 2™ St , # 309 , Los Angeles, CA 80012
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot - on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign)

Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. Iif you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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" CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. if you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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" CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. if you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown - in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department,

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site But
in a sudden shift, the City Councit voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. if you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

i support creating a great civic park on the old Caitrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us —~ we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign)

Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Calirans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. if you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or emait)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot - on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown - in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caitrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. if you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign)

Address (iive, work, or email)
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Please return to: lacivicpark.org, 108 W. 2™ st., # 309 , Los Angeles, CA 90012



CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown - in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Calirans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great pa“rk in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot - on the old Caltrans site. But
in & sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or emait)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caitrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown - in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
aiternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign)

Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the oid Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headqguarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown - in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot - on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

1 support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in @ sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

| Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space ieftover a park. if you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

I support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or email)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caitrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the spacae leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.
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CIVIC PARK

| Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

|1 support creating a great civic park on the old Caltrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (pnnt and si gn)

_Address (iive, work, or gmaj)
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CIVIC PARK

Imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating a park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site. But

in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, to instead build a 500,000-square-foot
headquarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If you think that decision was short-
sighted, please join us — we are residents of downtown — in letting city officials know.

| support creating a great civic park on the old Cakrans site and finding an
alternatate location for a new headquarters for the L.A. Police Department.

Name (print and sign) Address (live, work, or emaif)
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imagine a great park in downtown Los Angeles
on the block between 1st & 2nd, Spring & Main.

For years, the city has talked about creating 2 park in that very spot — on the old Caltrans site But
in a sudden shift, the City Council voted June 23, 2004, o instead build a 500.000-square-foot
headqguarters for the LAPD and call the space leftover a park. If vou think that decision was shori-
sighted, please join Jacivicpark org in letting city officials know.

i support crealing a great civic park on the old Catfians site and finding 2n
alternative location for a new headouarters for the L.A. Police Depariment.

Mame (print and sign) Address (live work o emaii)
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 21:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 12, M.J. Higgins

Response

21-1

21-3

21-4

Commenter M. J. Higgins indicates her opposition to the proposed project and
provides specific comments related to traffic, air quality, parking, noise, public
safety, land use, and alternatives. The commenter has included a 13-page petition of
signatures opposed to the proposed MTD due to its effect on the M.J. Higgins gallery
and other nearby structures. A 38-page petition in support of a civic park at the Old
Caltrans Site is also included. This comment letter was submitted by several others,
and is herein referred to as ‘form letter 1°.

The commenter correctly indicates that traffic conditions at the 2"/Main Streets and
1%/Main Streets intersections would deteriorate as a result of the proposed project.
While the existing level of service (LOS) at these intersections currently operates at
A, Table 3.11-7 indicates that even without the proposed project, the 2"%/Main Streets
and 1*/Main Streets intersections are projected to operate at LOS C and B
respectively.  The proposed project would be constructed and operated in
conformance with applicable standards in order to meet fire and safety needs and
would not include any design features that would prohibit emergency vehicles from
accessing 2™ Street. Refer to response to comment 8-4 for additional discussion of
the traffic analysis, change in traffic conditions, emergency responders, and events
and media at the proposed PHF.

The commenter indicates significant air quality impacts during construction, even
with mitigation. As shown in Table 3.2-5, the project would exceed daily
construction emission thresholds established by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD), even after implementation of the recommended
mitigation measures. Refer to response to comment 8-8 for additional details
regarding the EIR air quality analysis.

The commenter expresses concern regarding the loss of on-street parking. One of the
objectives of the proposed project is to provide sufficient parking to accommodate
the operational needs of the LAPD and visitors to the police headquarters facility, as
well as the general public visiting the Civic Center. New parking areas would also be
required to replace 281 public parking spaces that would be permanently removed as
a result of the project. New parking facilities would be constructed at the Parker
Center Site (300 subterranean public parking spaces), Old Caltrans Site (365
subterranean police parking spaces), and 2™ and Main Streets Site (800 police
parking spaces and 140 public parking spaces). Refer to response to comment 8-5 for
additional details regarding parking to be provided as part of the proposed project.

Page 2-130

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



2 Response to Comments

The EIR parking analysis has been revised to reflect a change in parking spaces at the
proposed PHF and Main Street Parking Facility.

21-5 The commenter indicates that noise mitigation during construction is not adequately
addressed in the draft EIR, particularly with respect to adjacent residents in the
Higgins Building. Impacts related to noise and vibration are evaluated in detail in
Chapter 3.10, Noise and Vibration. Refer to response to comment 8-6 for additional
detail regarding construction noise and for discussion of changes to the designation
of sensitive receptors to include Higgins Building residents.

21-6 The commenter states that the helipad will have an impact on the residents of the
Higgins Building. Safety and noise impacts associated with helipad activity at the
new PHF are evaluated in Sections 3.7.3 and 3.10.3 of the draft EIR, respectively. A
qualitative noise analysis was undertaken to specifically evaluate the helicopter-
related noise impacts at the Higgins Building. Based on this analysis, it was
determined that noise levels would fall within acceptable limits at the Higgins
Building and that no significant operational noise impacts would occur. A detailed
impact analysis is provided in Section 3.10.3 of the draft EIR. Refer to response to
comment 8-3 for additional detail regarding safety and noise analysis conducted with
respect to helicopter take-off and landing at the proposed PHF.

21-7 The commenter provides comments on the need for a public park at the Old Caltrans
Site. The Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan, which
proposes open space at the Old Caltrans Site, is described on page 3.9-7 of the draft
EIR. As discussed in Section 3.9-3, the proposed project does not comply with the
recommendation to use the existing Parker Center Site as the location for future
LAPD facilities, and the Old Caltrans Site as a civic square (LACCA 1997, p.32, 35).
The proposed project would not reuse the Parker Center Site for the police
headquarters; however, the project would place police facilities within the “10-
minute diamond” Civic Center area consistent with the overall goals of the plan.
Intended to be used as a guide, the plan does not affect or supersede the Central City
Community Plan which governs land use development in the Civic Center and
conforms to the General Plan. As such, land use consistency impacts at the Old
Caltrans Site would be less than significant. Refer to response to comment 8-10 for
discussion about the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement
Plan, which proposed a park at the Old Caltrans Site, and previous City Council
motions which identified the site to be used as open space.

21-8 The commenter questions the effect of the proposed project on the emerging arts and
cultural center, particularly St. Vibiana’s Cathedral. The northern end of Gallery
Row encompasses a portion of the 2™ and Main Streets Site that fronts onto Main
Street. Because the Main Street Parking Facility, which includes parking and MTD

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 2-131
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2 Response to Comments

21-9

uses, would not conform with the gallery presence that the City is seeking to enhance
along Gallery Row, retail space was provided as part of the proposed project, which
could serve as future art gallery space. As discussed in the EIR, land use
compatibility impacts resulting from the proposed project would be less than
significant. Refer to response to comment 3-1 for additional detail regarding the
effect of the proposed project on Gallery Row.

The commenter raises the issue of other alternatives not evaluated in the draft EIR.
As stated in Chapter 5 of the EIR, CEQA requires that an EIR describe a range of
reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project that could
feasibly avoid or lessen any significant environmental impacts while substantially
attaining the basic objectives of the project. The range of alternatives selected and
the evaluation provided in the EIR is consistent with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA
Guidelines. No additional alternatives need to be explored as part of the Final EIR.
Refer to response to comment 7-1 for additional information about the selection of
alternatives.
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I Lisa Ochsner - SAVE THE PARK NOWI Page 1|

From: "Dafe Youngman for Digita! Design Decor,inc." <dale@dddecor com>
To: <lisa.ochsher@lacity.org>

Date: 12/28/2005 3:45.00 PM

Subject: SAVE THE PARK NOW!

Please consider this letter as support for the park proposal ¢ 22-1

-
-
4



Dear Department of Public Works,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters
Development. The following is a list of the points that are either missing or need

emphasizing from the E.LLR..

1. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project
will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated
19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by the headquarters. The evening
rush hour wilt reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1%
and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both
intersections are now rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate
the impact of special events on traffic, or how emergency vehicles which now
use 2" Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when there
is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site,

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air
pollution associated with construction of the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” Air pollution during construction — even with
recommended mitigation measures — is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EiR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the
elderly and ill) at the Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of
City Hall. The report skirts the issue of long term increases in air pollution in the
immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no

significant long-term impact on regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2"
between Spring and Main and on Main between 1%t and 2" will go away. The
surface lots on Main between 2™ and 3™ will go away. In all, the current 281
parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-
space garage at 1% and Temple will serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles
Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The
135 families, including infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just
across the street from the main construction site are not considered “noise
sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by
city, county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands
of office workers surrounding the project. The only construction noise mitigation
planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off
and fanding on the roof of the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space
surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los Angeles Times, St.
Vibiana’s and the Higgins Building — eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s
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homes. No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the 4

flight path won't be directly over any of these buildings.

6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents — in
ignoring the impact it will have on them and in not addressing the pre-existing
plans for a park -- sends a powerful negative message. The city would like to
have it both ways. It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use settings
so that the city will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people

live here

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental
Impact Report has ighored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned
at all. The plan is dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will
be a breath of fresh air that connects and reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic
Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will give the
people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own — and to
experience the city, its history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St Vibiana's
block is developing intc an arts and cultural center — and would continue to be
redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t need to box-in historic St.
Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important
cornerstone of civic order — but that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's

front lawn.

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report
— both of which are environmentally superior to the old Caltrans site — there are
other options the city can explore. It has been quick to dismiss those options
because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown -- and making a welcoming space for its citizens and
visitors in the city’s center.

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their
futures deserve a park.

sign & date

L

22-1



2 Response to Comments

Letter 22: Citizen Letter 13, Dale Youngman
Comment No. Response
22-1 Commenter Dale Youngman provides form letter 1 in opposition to the proposed

project. Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to the
issues raised in this letter.
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Dear Department of Public Works, Page 1 of 2

Lisa Ochsner - Letter to City re: Downtown Park

From: "James Panozzo" <james@lawrenceasher com>
To: <lisa.ochsner@]lacity org>

Date: 12/28/2005 4:18 PM

Subject: Letter to City re: Downtown Park




Dear Department of Public Works,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters
Development. The following is a list of the points that are either missing or need

emphasizing from the E.LLR..

1. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project
will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated
19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by the headquarters. The evening
rush hour wilt reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1%
and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both
intersections are now rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate
the impact of special events on traffic, or how emergency vehicles which now
use 2" Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when there
is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site,

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air
pollution associated with construction of the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” Air pollution during construction — even with
recommended mitigation measures — is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EiR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the
elderly and ill) at the Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of
City Hall. The report skirts the issue of long term increases in air pollution in the
immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no

significant long-term impact on regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2"
between Spring and Main and on Main between 1%t and 2" will go away. The
surface lots on Main between 2™ and 3™ will go away. In all, the current 281
parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-
space garage at 1% and Temple will serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles
Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The
135 families, including infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just
across the street from the main construction site are not considered “noise
sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by
city, county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands
of office workers surrounding the project. The only construction noise mitigation
planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off
and fanding on the roof of the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space
surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los Angeles Times, St.
Vibiana’s and the Higgins Building — eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s
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homes. No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the 1
flight path won't be directly over any of these buildings.

6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents — in
ignoring the impact it will have on them and in not addressing the pre-existing
plans for a park -- sends a powerful negative message. The city would like to
have it both ways. It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use settings
so that the city will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people

live here

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental
Impact Report has ighored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned
at all. The plan is dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will
be a breath of fresh air that connects and reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic
Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will give the
people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own — and to
experience the city, its history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St Vibiana's
block is developing intc an arts and cultural center — and would continue to be
redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t need to box-in historic St.
Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important
cornerstone of civic order — but that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's

front lawn.

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report
— both of which are environmentally superior to the old Caltrans site — there are
other options the city can explore. It has been quick to dismiss those options
because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown -- and making a welcoming space for its citizens and
visitors in the city’s center.

»

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their
futures deserve a park.

sign & date
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 23: Citizen Letter 14, James Panozzo
Comment No. Response
23-1 Commenter James Panozzo provides form letter 1 in opposition to the proposed

project. Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to the
issues raised in this letter.
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I Page 1 of 2

Lisa Ochsner - Proposed Police HQ Development

From: Jared Hungerford <jchungerford@yahoo.com>
To: <lisa.ochsner@lacity.org>

Date: 12/28/2005 11:09 AM

Subject: Proposed Police HQ Development




Dear Department of Public Works,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters
Development. The following is a list of the points that are either missing or need

emphasizing from the E.LLR..

1. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project
will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated
19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by the headquarters. The evening
rush hour wilt reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1%
and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both
intersections are now rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate
the impact of special events on traffic, or how emergency vehicles which now
use 2" Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when there
is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site,

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air
pollution associated with construction of the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” Air pollution during construction — even with
recommended mitigation measures — is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EiR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the
elderly and ill) at the Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of
City Hall. The report skirts the issue of long term increases in air pollution in the
immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no

significant long-term impact on regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2"
between Spring and Main and on Main between 1%t and 2" will go away. The
surface lots on Main between 2™ and 3™ will go away. In all, the current 281
parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-
space garage at 1% and Temple will serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles
Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The
135 families, including infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just
across the street from the main construction site are not considered “noise
sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by
city, county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands
of office workers surrounding the project. The only construction noise mitigation
planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off
and fanding on the roof of the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space
surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los Angeles Times, St.
Vibiana’s and the Higgins Building — eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s
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homes. No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the 4
flight path won't be directly over any of these buildings.

6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents — in
ignoring the impact it will have on them and in not addressing the pre-existing
plans for a park -- sends a powerful negative message. The city would like to
have it both ways. It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use settings
so that the city will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people

live here

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental
Impact Report has ighored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned
at all. The plan is dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will
be a breath of fresh air that connects and reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic
Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will give the
people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own — and to
experience the city, its history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St Vibiana's
block is developing intc an arts and cultural center — and would continue to be
redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t need to box-in historic St.
Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important
cornerstone of civic order — but that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's

front lawn.

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report
— both of which are environmentally superior to the old Caltrans site — there are
other options the city can explore. It has been quick to dismiss those options
because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown -- and making a welcoming space for its citizens and
visitors in the city’s center.

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their

»

futures deserve a park.

sign & date
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 24: Citizen Letter 15, Jared Hungerford
Comment No. Response
24-1 Commenter Jared Hungerford provides form letter 1 in opposition to the proposed

project. Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to the
issues raised in this letter.
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Page 1 of |

Lisa Ochsner - civic park

From: <Higginsjch@aol com>
To: <lisa. ochsner@lacity org>
Date: 12/29/2005 10:51 PM
Subject: civic park

Ms. Ochsner; Their is something the environmental impact report did not include and that is the kind of atmosphere we want to
create in this city. | know it is something that can't be measured, their for some say it doesn't count, but we can feel it What kind
of people do we want to attract to our city? The best, people that are thoughtful, creative, and passionate A park, a large open
green space at the foot of city hall is the kind of message we want to send to the world. Also the park would be at the head of
gallery row, art in the park Ms. Ochsner, how awesome would that be Please, please consider the legacy we want to

create. Years from now the extra time and expense will be well worth what ever inconvenience now experienced. Thank you for

your consideration.

sincerely, Jon Higgins
244 S Main St
Los Angeles

25-1



2 Response to Comments

Letter 25: Citizen Letter 16, Jon Higgins
Comment No. Response
25-1 Commenter Jon Higgins writes in opposition to the proposed siting of the PHF at the

Old Caltrans Site, stating instead preference for a park at that location. Refer to
response to comment 8-10 for a discussion about the adopted land use plans and
former proposals for this site. No significant environmental issues are raised in this
comment letter and no further response is required.
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Proposed police garage project on Main Street between 2nd and 31d Page 1 of 1
Lisa Qchsner - Proposed police garage project on Main Street between 2nd and 3rd

From: '"F.J. ONeil" <fjoneil@earthlink net>

To: <lisa.ochsner@]acity.org>

Date: 12/29/2005 6:01 PM

Subject: Proposed police garage project on Main Street between 2nd and 3rd

cC: <mayor(@lacity o1g>, <perry(@council.lacity.org>, <mjhigginsgallery@sbcglobal net>

Dear Ms Oshner,

} wish to speak against the proposed police garage facility on Main Street next to the new art center in the St. Vibiana
building. It appears that the project requires demolishing the 1986 building that houses the M. J. Higgins Gallery at 244 So.
Main St. That would destroy the historic building where Gallery Row began and which is now an anchor for the fast-
developing art community between Little Tokyo and the Civic Center.

It seems to me a culiural disgrace to demolish a site so important to the development of downtown living, The art district is
an essential attraction to those who are making downtown a viable and alive residence community.

Furthermore, plans were approved some time ago for a renewal of the area that includes a park and other amenities
conducive te an expanded arls and residence district; and studies have clearly demonstrated that there are at least two

other excellent sites for the police garage facility.

For both cultural and commercial reasons the project would appear to suffer from very bad vision. Please help to cause a
review and a re-think of the whole destructive plan,

F.d. O'Nsil
11432 Erwin St,
No, Hollywooed,
CA 91606

26-1
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 26:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 17, F.J. O’Neil

Response

26-1

26-2

Commenter F. J. O’Neil writes in opposition to the siting of the MTD at the 2™ and
Main Streets Site. The commenter is opposed to the loss of the M. J. Higgins Gallery
that would result from the proposed MTD structure, and the effect that this could
have on Gallery Row. Impacts to Gallery Row are evaluated in the EIR and are
discussed in response to comments 3-1 and 8-13.

The commenter also cites plans for a park and other amenities at the Old Caltrans
Site, and questions whether the PHF could be sited at an alternative location. Refer
to response to comment 8-10 for a discussion about the Los Angeles Civic Center
Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan and former actions which proposed a park at
the Old Caltrans Site. As indicated in comment 7-1, two alternate scenarios were
evaluated in the draft EIR which avoid construction at the Old Caltrans Site and the
2" and Main Streets Site. Refer to response to comment 8-16 for a discussion about
the alternatives selection and evaluation process.
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Page 1 of 1
Lisa Ochsner - MJ Higgins Gallery

From: "JohnDavid Whalen" <m007038@onebox com>
To: <lisa ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 12/29/2005 10:11 PM

Subject: MJ Higgins Gallery

Lisa Ochsner,

This letter is in support of the MJ Higgins Gallery | believe the rejuvenation of downtown is a multifaceted and very complex process.
As new residential neighborhoods arise, the need for safety and the protection of the public is very important, however, the cultural
existence is also a vital reason the public wilt want to move back downtown. | am in full support of this gallery as part of that artistic
culture that needs to exist especially in a ¢ity such as Los Angeles [f possible, | urge you to reconsider the location of the LAPD
parking garage to a more suitable location that is less of a draw. Surely, the use of emminent domain can be better utilized

Thank you for your consideration of this,

JohnDavid Whalen

Mobile: 949.637 8347

Email: m007038@onebox com
Fax: 866 855.2305

27-1



2 Response to Comments

Letter 27: Citizen Letter 18, John David Whalen
Comment No. Response
27-1 Commenter John David Whalen writes in opposition to the siting of the proposed

MTD at the 2™ and Main Streets Site. The commenter is opposed to the loss of the
M. J. Higgins Gallery that would result from the proposed MTD structure, and the
effect that this could have on Gallery Row. Impacts to Gallery Row are evaluated in
the EIR and are also discussed in response to comments 3-1 and 8-13. No significant
environmental issues are raised in this comment letter and no further response is
required.
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Page 1 of 1

Lisa Ochsner - Letter for hearing on Police Headquarters site

From: "john oligny" <j oligny@hotmail com>

To: <lisa.ochsner@lacity.org>

Date: 12/29/2005 12:07 PM

Subject: Letter for hearing on Police Headquarters site

Dear Ms. Ochsner:

Attached is a letter regarding reasonable objections to the proposed new location for Police Headquarters for the City
of Los Angeles. I thank you for including it in the upcoming hearing

Sincerely,

John Oligny



Dear Department of Public Works,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters
Development. The following is a list of the points that are either missing or need

emphasizing from the E.LLR..

1. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project
will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated
19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by the headquarters. The evening
rush hour wilt reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1%
and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both
intersections are now rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate
the impact of special events on traffic, or how emergency vehicles which now
use 2" Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when there
is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site,

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air
pollution associated with construction of the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” Air pollution during construction — even with
recommended mitigation measures — is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EiR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the
elderly and ill) at the Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of
City Hall. The report skirts the issue of long term increases in air pollution in the
immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no

significant long-term impact on regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2"
between Spring and Main and on Main between 1%t and 2" will go away. The
surface lots on Main between 2™ and 3™ will go away. In all, the current 281
parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-
space garage at 1% and Temple will serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles
Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The
135 families, including infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just
across the street from the main construction site are not considered “noise
sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by
city, county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands
of office workers surrounding the project. The only construction noise mitigation
planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off
and fanding on the roof of the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space
surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los Angeles Times, St.
Vibiana’s and the Higgins Building — eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s

N\

)

28-1



homes. No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the 1
flight path won't be directly over any of these buildings.

6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents — in
ignoring the impact it will have on them and in not addressing the pre-existing
plans for a park -- sends a powerful negative message. The city would like to
have it both ways. It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use settings
so that the city will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people

live here

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental
Impact Report has ighored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned
at all. The plan is dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will
be a breath of fresh air that connects and reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic
Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will give the
people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own — and to
experience the city, its history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St Vibiana's
block is developing intc an arts and cultural center — and would continue to be
redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t need to box-in historic St.
Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important
cornerstone of civic order — but that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's

front lawn.

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report
— both of which are environmentally superior to the old Caltrans site — there are
other options the city can explore. It has been quick to dismiss those options
because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown -- and making a welcoming space for its citizens and
visitors in the city’s center.

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their

futures deserve a park.

sign & date
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 28: Citizen Letter 19, John Oligny
Comment No. Response
28-1 Commenter John Oligny provides form letter 1 in opposition to the proposed project.

Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to the issues raised
in this letter.
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I Lisa Ochsner - Emailing: Police center development letter to City Page 1]

From: "Martin J Waterman" <mjwat@sbcglobal net>

To: <lisa.ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 12/30/2005 10:06:26 PM

Subject: Emailing: Police center development ietter_to_City

Your files are attached and ready to send with this message.



Dear Department of Public Works,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters
Development. The following is a list of the points that are either missing or need

emphasizing from the E.LLR..

1. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project
will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated
19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by the headquarters. The evening
rush hour wilt reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2" and Main to a “D” and at 1%
and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both
intersections are now rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate
the impact of special events on traffic, or how emergency vehicles which now
use 2" Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when there
is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site,

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air
pollution associated with construction of the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” Air pollution during construction — even with
recommended mitigation measures — is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EiR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the
elderly and ill) at the Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of
City Hall. The report skirts the issue of long term increases in air pollution in the
immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no

significant long-term impact on regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2"
between Spring and Main and on Main between 1%t and 2" will go away. The
surface lots on Main between 2™ and 3™ will go away. In all, the current 281
parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-
space garage at 1% and Temple will serve those who have business with the
LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles
Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The
135 families, including infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just
across the street from the main construction site are not considered “noise
sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by
city, county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands
of office workers surrounding the project. The only construction noise mitigation
planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off
and fanding on the roof of the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space
surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los Angeles Times, St.
Vibiana’s and the Higgins Building — eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s

N\
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homes. No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the 1
flight path won't be directly over any of these buildings.

6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents — in
ignoring the impact it will have on them and in not addressing the pre-existing
plans for a park -- sends a powerful negative message. The city would like to
have it both ways. It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use settings
so that the city will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people

live here

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental
Impact Report has ighored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned
at all. The plan is dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will
be a breath of fresh air that connects and reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic
Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will give the
people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own — and to
experience the city, its history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St Vibiana's
block is developing intc an arts and cultural center — and would continue to be
redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t need to box-in historic St.
Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important
cornerstone of civic order — but that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's

front lawn.

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report
— both of which are environmentally superior to the old Caltrans site — there are
other options the city can explore. It has been quick to dismiss those options
because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown -- and making a welcoming space for its citizens and
visitors in the city’s center.

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their

futures deserve a park.

sign & date
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 29: Citizen Letter 20, Martin Waterman
Comment No. Response
29-1 Commenter Martin Waterman provides form letter 1 in opposition to the proposed

project. Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to the
issues raised in this letter.
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Lisa Ochsner - Comments on the PHF draft EIR

From: Jorge <lofi811@gmail com>

To: Lisa Ochsner <Lisa.Ochsner@lacity org>
Date: 12/30/2005 1:07 PM

Subjeet: Comments on the PHF draft EIR

I believe the report has found sufficient environmental concerns to require the PHF be built at Alternative 3 (Old PHE.)

My name is Jorge Montijo and I live at the Higgins Lofts, less than 50 ft. from the proposed PHF location. I am an audio professional,
working with sound for over 10 years. My comments will regard only the Noise and Vibration (3.10) specifics of the draft EIR It seems
inconceivable that the suminary for this reports states that there would be less than significant impacts from the proposed construction.
The report contradicts this finding clearly stating that expected noise levels will be more than the criteria for significance established by

LAMC and the Noise Element.

I want to adamantly object and challenge the statement that "Bused on the commercial zoning, the nearby residences identified above
{Higgins Building} are not considered noise-sensitive receivers " (3.10-2) The zoning of C4 is from its previous office use and does not
reflect the reality that 135 families who now live there all of whom will be impacted by this project. Regardiess of zoning, the law has
set standards to regulate noise as it crosses property lines and this project will definitely create a noise violation. The St. George Hotel,
howeyver, is being considered a noise sensitive receptor. Their situation is almost identical to the Higgins in terms of proximity to the
proposed construction site, so I will argue for the residents of the St. George Hotel since the Higgins will face the same or similar

damaging effects of this proposed construction.

"In accordance with the provisions of the LAMC, a noise level increase of 5 dBA over the existing ambient noise level at an adjacent
property line is considered a noise violation " (3 10-8)

Table 3.10-7 indicates that the expected noise levels associated with this construction as referenced to the closest residential zone
are "cleatly unacceptable” and in 1eference to a commercial zone normally unacceptable,

A description of what constitutes significant impact is provided:
"4 project would have a significant impact on noise if it would create one or more of the following conditions

= Construction activifies lasting mor e than one day would exceed existing ambient exterior noise levels by 10 dBA or more at a noise-
sensitive use

= Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a three month period would exceed existing ambient exterior noise levels by 5
dBA or more at a noise-sensitive use "(3.10-12)

The report also states that "However, for purposes of this noise assessment, a conservative noise level of 89 dBA Leq was used to
quantify impacts. For purposes of this noise assessment, a conservative ambient noise level of 64 dBA Leq was used as the ambient
noise level for the project area " (3 10-13) This is loud, very loud. The noise mitigation measures will not lower this level significantly
and the length of the construction with this loudness makes it clearly unacceptable to build so close to residents and businesses.

The report continues:

"Based on this ambient noise level, the proposed project would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA or more within 500 feet of a
construction site and by 10 dBA within 280 feet of a construction site as follows

Noise levels within 50 feet of construction activity may exceed 89 dBA Leq, which would exceed the ambient noise level by as much as
25 dBA Construction activities for the Main Street Parking Facility and MTD would last approximately 14 months, more than one day
or 10 days in a three month period as indicated in the significance criteria. However, construction activities would be short-term and
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sporadic as construction events would vary between operating equipment, work breaks, and idle time. Given there are no outdoor uses 4
associated with the St. George Hotel and construction activities would occur during normal daytime hours when occupants are not
likely to be present, no significant noise distur bances to this nearby noise-sensitive receptor are anticipated "(3.10-14) This is false and
a self-serving assumption. Many residents of St. George Hotel are disabled, retired, and/or veterans (it is a subsidized single occupancy
housing facility) and most do not work or leave the area These residents will be exposed to physically and/or psychologically damaging
noise levels. Property owners at the Higgins Lofts (135 residences of families with children and widows and retirees) will also be

exposed.

30-1

Finally, as a sound professional I consider that the suggested impact of the noise mitigation measures (Noise-A, Noise-B, Noise-C,
Noise-D, Noise-E) is not correct and that in the physical locations where the constructions will take place they will not significantly 30-2
mitigate noise impact. Therefore the conclusion that with the mitigating measures noise would cause less than significant impact is
incorrect, This construction will result in very significant and damaging noise impacts upon many who surround the sites,

This diaft EIR blatantly misrepresents its own findings in terms of the impact on businesses, residents and property owners surrounding
the proposed construction sites, Specifically, it contradicts itself on the finding of significant impacts to noise sensitive receptors near -
the sites made by noise and vibration due to construction activities lasting two (2) to three (3) years well over legally acceptable levels
and then dismisses these findings with nothing more than poor excuses (stating the assumption that residents don't reside in their homes
during construction as a fact) and inadequate mitigation measures. This is unacceptable and a failure as a report of environmental
impact since there is an obvious bias in the preparation of the document in favor of constructing the PHF.

30-3




2 Response to Comments

Letter 30:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 21, Jorge Montijo

Response

30-1

30-2

30-3

Commenter Jorge Montijo discusses the noise impact analysis completed as part of
the draft EIR. The commenter states that there are certain deficiencies in the analysis
with respect to the non-designation of Higgins Building residents as sensitive
receptors, the significance criteria and assumptions for noise impacts, and the
effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measures.

Impacts related to noise and vibration are evaluated in detail in Chapter 3.10, Noise
and Vibration. The EIR analysis for noise impacts was undertaken in accordance
with all relevant City standards. The significance thresholds, described in Section
3.10.3 of the draft EIR, were applied to determine if construction and operational
impacts would be significant and if mitigation measures would be required. The
noise analysis has been revised in the Final EIR to include commercially-designated
residential uses as noise-sensitive receptors.

The commenter questions the effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measures.
Refer to response to comments 3-2 and 8-2 regarding changes to the noise analysis,
impact conclusions, and mitigation.  Additional design features have been
incorporated into the project, which would limit construction access areas and
provide a construction liaison for public concerns. This change is noted in Chapter 3
of this Final EIR.

The draft EIR for the Police Headquarters Facility Plan Project was prepared in
accordance with the CEQA Statutes and Guidelines. The EIR impact analysis is
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126, Consideration and Discussion of
Environmental Impacts.
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Lisa Ochsner - L.A.P.D. Headquarters

From: "Richard Currier” <rwcurrier@yahoo.com>
To: <lisa ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 12/30/2005 2:25 PM

Subject: L.AP.D. Headquarters

Dear Department of Public Works,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters Development.

1. Traffic will come to a standstill. Traffic congestion associated the project will have “significant
unavoidable adverse impact.” There will be an estimated 19,000 extra vehicle trips per day generated by

the headquarters. The evening rush hour will reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2"d and Main to a “D” and
at 15t and Main to a “C.” That cannot be mitigated. For comparison purposes, both intersections are now
rated “A” even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate the impact of special events on traffic, or how
emergency vehicles which now use 2" Street as a key route, will get through. Or what will happen when
there is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site.

2. Neighbors will be exposed to “substantial pollution concentrations.” Air pollution associated with
construction of the project will have “significant unavoidable adverse impact.” Air pollution during
construction — even with recommended mitigation measures -- is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EIR acknowledges “sensitive receptors” (includes children, the elderly and ill) at the
Higgins Building, the St. George and on the south lawn of City Hall. The report skirts the issue of long term
increases in air pollution in the immediate vicinity. Even though the project “shifts” pollution into a compact,
highly-concentrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no significant long-term impact on

regional air quality.

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2" petween Spring and Main and on
Main between 13t and 2" will go away. The surface lots on Main between 2™ and 3™ will go away. In all,
the current 281 parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-space garage at
15t and Temple will serve those who have business with the LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The eventual 140-
space garage on Los Angeles Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons and users of the
gymnasium to be built above it. Where will everyone else park?

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ. The 135 families, including
infants and children, living in the Higgins Building just across the street from the main construction site are
not considered “noise sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by city,
county and state agencies. Also not taken into account are the thousands of office workers surrounding the
project. The only construction noise mitigation planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main Street.

5. Helicopters overhead. On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off and landing on the roof of
the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space surrounded by City Hall, the Caltrans Building, the Los
Angeles Times, St Vibiana’s and the Higgins Building — eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people’s homes.
No mitigation measures are being taken. There is no guarantee that the flight path won’t be directly over any
of these buildings.

31-1
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6. Breaks trust. The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents — in ignoring the impact it will have on 4
them and in not addressing the pre-existing plans for a park — sends a powerful negative message. The city
would like to have it both ways. It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use settings so that the city
will have new life at its core. Then, it wants to ignore that people live here

Here’s some of what the Draft Environmental Impact Report has
ignored:

1. Plans for a park. The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned at all. The plan is
dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality. A park will be a breath of fresh air that connects and
reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, it will
give the people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own — and to experience the city, its

history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect. The EIR does not acknowledge how the St. Vibiana's block is developing into an
arts and cultural center — and would continue to be redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn’t

need to box-in historic St. Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station — or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important cornerstone of civic order — but

that doesn’t mean they need to be on the city's front lawn.

3. There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report — both of which are
environmentally superior to the old Caltrans site — there are other options the city can explore. It has been

quick to dismiss those options because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that is
being built downtown — and making a welcoming space for its citizens and visitors in the city’s center

Richard W Currier / December 30t 2005
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2 Response to Comments

Letter 31: Citizen Letter 22, Richard Currier
Comment No. Response
31-1 Commenter Richard Currier provides form letter 1 in opposition to the proposed

project. Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to the
issues raised in this letter.
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E Lisa Ochsner - LA Civic Park

Page 1 1

From: STAR HIGGINS <starhiggins@verizon net>
To: <lisa. ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 1/1/2006 6.37:44 PM

Subject: LA Civic Park

Hello,

Truly | appreciate you taking a moment to read and
consider this e-mail

| urge you to leave plans for a city park on the
block just south of City Hall } know this has been
In the city plans for a number of years for the
purpose of bettering our great city
| also ask that you leave Gallery Row intact  Which
includes the building @ 244 S. Main St. 32-1
With the resources at your command | trust you will
find a better location for the necessary police
facilities.

Qur city needs to support the community that
lives and works in the downtown area and | know that
you will make the best choices for the existing
community and for the future inhabitants.

Thank you for
considering these most important plans,

Star Higgins

CC: <mayor@iacity. org>, <laponline@earthlink net>, <perry@counsil lacity org>



2 Response to Comments

Letter 32: Citizen Letter 23, Star Higgins
Comment No. Response
32-1 Commenter Star Higgins opposes use of the Old Caltrans and the 2™ and Main

Streets Sites for the PHF and MTD structures, respectively. Commenter Higgins
indicates support for a park at the Old Caltrans Site instead. Refer to response to
comment 8-10 for discussion about the adopted land use policies and former actions
for this site. As indicated in comment 7-1, two alternate scenarios were evaluated in
the draft EIR which avoid construction at the Old Caltrans Site and the 2™ and Main
Streets Site. Refer to response to comment 8-16 for a discussion about the
alternatives selection and evaluation process.
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t Lisa Ochsner - Re: POLICE HEADQUARTERS FACILITY PLAN EIR Page 1

From: Steve Weston <sdw7@cornell edu>

To: Lisa Ochsner <Lisa Ochsner@lacity org>

Date: 1/1/2006 4:00:09 PM

Subject: Re: POLICE HEADQUARTERS FACILITY PLAN EIR

Dear Ms. Ochsner,
Re: Police Headquarters Facility Plan EIR

The draft EIR contains a major factual error: the Higgins building,
located at 2nd and Main, is considered by the EIR not to contain any
noise-sensitive receptors  In fact, the building contains 135
condominium units, the vast majority of which are families’ homes
33-1
Over 100 families are therefore most vulnerable to the planned
construction project The current EIR notes that there are no noise
mitigation measures planned to protect these families during
construction of the police headquarters, nor once the facilities are

open.

Furthermore, the draft EIR envisions substantial impacts on air
guality in the immediate area, which will negatively impact the
health of residents.

Given that the Higgins building is difectly across the street from 382
the proposed headquarters sight, the EIR must be revised to reflect
the reality that families will be adversely affected by noise and air
pollution for years fo come.

The draft EIR already states that the 1st and Alameda site would be
environmentally superior [If the EIR is revised fo reflect the

reality of a substantial residential population immediately across
the street from the proposed site, surely the argument in favor of
the alternative site will become even stronger.

33-3

Thank you,

Stephen D. Weston
108 W. 2nd St., #903
Los Angeles, CA 80012
213.447 0495



2 Response to Comments

Letter 33:

Comment No.

Citizen Letter 24, Steve Weston

Response

33-1

33-2

33-3

Commenter Steve Weston comments on the City’s designation of sensitive noise
receptors in the draft EIR. Specifically, the commenter is requesting that the Higgins
Building be included as a sensitive noise receptor and that mitigation measures
should be applied to these nearby uses and analyzed as such in Chapter 3.10, Noise
and Vibration. Refer to response to comment 8-2 for discussion of the inclusion of
the Higgins Building residents as sensitive receptors and response to comment §-6
for the application of mitigation measures for the proposed PHF.

The commenter provides comments on the air quality analysis provided in the draft
EIR. The analysis provided in Section 3.2, Air Quality, evaluates the short- and
long-term impacts associated with the development of the proposed project. As
stated in Chapter 3.2, Air Quality, construction emissions would be significant for
NO, and VOC. Refer to response to comment 8-8 for discussion about the long-term
air quality impacts.

The commenter correctly indicates that the draft EIR concludes that the 1% and
Alameda Site (Alternative 2) is the environmentally superior alternative. This
conclusion is discussed in Section 5.4 of the draft EIR. No significant environmental
issues are raised in this comment and no further response is required.
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I Lisa Ochsner - Save the Park - Page 1

From: Jethro M. Rothe-Kushe! 03 <Jethro. M Rothe-Kushel 03@Alum Dartmouth ORG>
To: <lisa ochsner@lacity org>
Date: 1/4/20086 10:47:04 AM

Subject: Save the Park



£ Lisa Ochsner - Part.000 - Page 1 |

Dear Department of Public works,

1 am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Police Headquarters Development The following is
a list of the points that are missing/need emphasizing from the E IR

1 Traffic will come to a standstill  Traffic congestion associated the project will have "significant
unavoidable adverse impact " There will be an estimated 19,000 extra vehicle frips per day generated by
the headquarters The evening rush hour will reduce the quality of traffic flow at 2nd and Main to a "D"
and at 1st and Main to a "C." That cannot be mitigated For comparison purposes, both intersections are
now rated "A" even at peak hours. The EIR does not anticipate the impact of special events on traffic, or
how emergency vehicles which now use 2nd Street as a key route, wilt gef through. Or what will happen
when there is police news and a swarm of media trucks descends on the site.

2 Neighbors will be exposed to "substantial poliution concentrations " Air pollution associated with
construction of the project will have "significant unavoidable adverse impact" Air pollution during
construction - even with recommended mitigation measures -- is nearly 40% higher that is considered
acceptable. The EIR acknowledges "sensitive receptors” (includes children, the elderly and ill) at the
Higgins Building, the St George and on the south lawn of City Hall The report skirts the issue of long
term increases in air pollution in the immediate vicinity. Even though the project "shifts" pollution into a
compact, highly-concantrated work and residential area, the report finds there is no significant long-term
impact on regional air quality

3. No public parking in the immediate area. Most street parking on 2nd between Spring and Main and on
Main between 1st and 2nd wilt go away The surface fots on Main between 2nd and 3rd will go away In
all, the current 281 parking public spaces in the vicinity will be permanently removed. The 300-space
garage at 1st and Temple will serve those who have business with the LAPD and in Little Tokyo. The
eventual 140-space garage on Los Angeles Street will be public, but is destined to serve library patrons
and users of the gymnasium to he built above it Where will everyone else park?

34-1

4. No noise mitigation for the three-year construction of the main HQ The 135 families, including infants
and children, living in the Higgins Building just across the street from the main construction site are not
considered "noise sensitive receptors” even though the building is recognized as residential by city,
county and state agencies Also not taken into account are the thousands of office workers surrounding
the project The only construction noise mitigation planned is for the garage and motor pool on Main
Street

5 Helicopters overhead On a daily basis, police helicopters will be taking off and landing on the roof of
the headquarters. That will be in a narrow space surrounded by City Hall, the Caitrans Building, the Los
Angeles Times, St Vibiana's and the Higgins Building - eye-to-eye and just 250 feet from people's homes
No mitigation measures are being taken There is no guarantee that the flight path won't be directly over
any of these buildings.

6 Breaks trust The disregard the EIR shows for downtown residents - in ignoring the impact it will have

on them and in not addressing the pre-existing plans for a park - sends a powerful negative message The
city would like to have it both ways It wants people to move downtown, into mixed-use seftings so that the
city will have new [ife at ifs core Then it wants to ignore that people live here v




i Lisa Ochsner - Part.000 Page 21

Here's some of what the Draft Environmental impact Report has ignored:

1. Plans for a park The pre-existing plan for a park for the site is not mentioned af all. The plan is
dismissed, like nearby residents, on a technicality A park will be a breath of fresh air that connects and
reinvigorates the Civic Center, Historic Core, Little Tokyo and Bunker Hill. Perhaps most importantly, i will
give the people of Los Angeles a place in the Civic Center to call their own - and to experience the city, its

history and institutions in a brand new way.

2. Cultural disconnect The EIR does not acknowledge how the St. Vibiana's block is developing into an
arts and cultural center - and would continue to be redeveloped. LA needs cultural connections. It doesn't 34-1
need to box-in historic St Vibiana's by police operations and a gas station - or tear down the 1896 building
where Gallery Row was founded. Police facilities are a critically important cornerstone of civic order - but
that doesn't mean they need fo be on the city's front lawn.

3 There are alternatives. In addition to the alternatives discussed in the report - both of which are
environmentally superior to the old Calfrans site - there are other options the city can explore. It has been
quick to dismiss those oplions because its priorities have not also included respecting the community that
is being built downtown — and making a welcoming space for its citizens and visitors in the city's center.

Please consider the alternatives. Our City, it's citizens and residents and their futures deserve a park

Best regards,

Jethro Rothe-Kushel




2 Response to Comments

Letter 34: Citizen Letter 25, Jethro M. Rothe-Kushel
Comment No. Response
34-1 Commenter Jethro M. Rothe-Kushel provides form letter 1 in opposition to the

proposed project. Refer to response to comments 21-2 through 21-9 for a response to
the issues raised in this letter.
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Public hearing for the proposed Police
Headgquarters Facility Plan, reported by Gaye Limon, a
Certified Shorthand Reporter for the State of Ccalifornia,

with principal office in the County of Orange, commencing at

6:49 P.M.,
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Thursday, December 1, 2005
Los Angeles, California

6:49 P.M.
-00o0-

SPEAXER LISA OCHSNER: Hello, we'd like to get étarted
this evening so if everyone can please take a seat., Can
everyone pleage take a seat. We'd like to get started.

Thank you. We have the city engineer with us
tonight, Mr, Gary Lee Mcore. He would like to say a few
words .

SPEAKER GARY LEE MOORE: First, I'd like tc welcome
everybody here and getting through the Christmas tree
lighting. I know there was a long line at the entrance to
the security. Staff has told me that just about everybody's
here. 8o we are going to go ahead and get started.

I want to thank yvou for coming to the first
official meeting on the police headgquarters facility. T know
there's been 20 unofficial meetings but tonight's the first
what we call the "official meeting" to talk about the
Environmental Impact Report for this facility.

Lisa will ke our host here 21l evening and she'll
coordinate what.we will go through.

Obviously, this is a very big project for the
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City of Los Angeles, and we greatly, greatly value -- I know
the Mavor does and I know council woman Jan Perry does value
all of your comments here this evening, and we look forward
to hearing from you.

We want to deliver the best possible facilities
for the residents of Los 2Angelies, and I appreciate your
taking the time to be here tonight.

wWith that, Lisa, I'1ll turn it back over to you.

SPEAKER LISA OCHSNER: Thank vou. Good evening. My
name is Lisga Ochsner. I am an environmental supervigor with
the City's Bureau cof Engineering, Environmental Management
Group. Tonight we have staff here from the Proposition Q
bond program including Sam Tanaka, the program manager who is
overseeing this project. We alsc have representatives from
LAPD, the design consultant DMJIM, and our environmental
consultant EDAW.

The purpose of the meeting is to review your
comments on the draft Environmental Impact Report.

As a public agency undertaking a project, the
City is subject to the Califormia Environmental Quality Act,
also commonly known as CEQA. And under CEQA, we prepared an
Environment Impact Report or EIR which vou will hear guite a
bit this evening.

Ag I said, the purpecse of this meeting is to

receive comments on the draft EIR. I would like to point out

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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that staff will not respond to comments at this hearing. Aall
comments will be recorded by a court reporter and will be
responded to in writing as part of the final EIR.

For those of you that would like to speak
tonight, I would like to remind you to £ill out speaker cards
and turn them in at the back desk over here, and each speaker
will be limited to approximately three minutes.

2And with the court reporter here, I ask that you
speak cut loud and clearly so we can record all of vyour
comments this evening.

Just to give vou a brief overview of what we'll
be discussing tonight, I will be presenting an overview of
the CEQA process. We'll then have a presentation of the
project by DMIM. The results of the EIR will be presented by
EDAW, and we will then open up the hearing to public comments
and then we will have our closing remarks.

This is the steps that are involved in the CEQA
proéessw Back in February of this vyear, we prepared what's
called an initial study checklist te determins if the project
would have significant environmental effects. And from that
initial study checklist, we determined that the project has
the potential to cause one or meore significant impacts.

Sc we then prepared what's called a notice of
preparation, and we distributed that for a period of 30 days

to sollicit comments on the scope and content of the EIR.
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From February to October, the City prepared the
draft Environment Impact Report with the assistance of our
environmental consultant EDAW. It was then released on
November 7 for public review which closes on January 2, 2006.

During the public review period, we are holding
this public hearing. &and once the comment period closes, we
will then prepare the final Environment Impact Report, which
will include response to comments on the draft EIR and
mitigation monitoring program.

When the final EIR is completed, the
decision-making process will start, which will include
consideration and certification of the final EIR by the city
council, and we expect that to occur sometime in the spring
of 2006.

I'd like to Jjust discuss in depth a little more
about the final EIR process.

As I just mentioned, the final EIR will include
regponges to all comments received on the draft EIR including
comments that we receive this evening. It will also include
clarifications and revisions to the draft EIR, the mitigation
monitoring and recording program, which basically outlines
all of the mitigation measures identified in the draft EIR to
engure that they are implemented.

We will then publish the final EIR, and it will

be posted on the city's web site and will also be sent to the
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nearest local iibraries for review.

Once the final EIR is completed, it will then be
considered by the Board of Public Works. It may then be
referred to one or more city council committees; and,
ultimately, it will be consgidered and certified by the city
council.

Now, when the city council considers the EIR,
they will consider the document along with other information.
And if they decide to approve the prdject, with significant
unavoidable impacts, the city council would need to adopt
what's called a statement of overriding considerations.
Bagically, this slide summarizes what that means, which --
and I'll read it teo you.

"CEQA regquires the decision-maker, in this case
the city council, to balance the benefits of the project
against its unavoidable adverse risks in determining whether
to approve the project. If the benefits of the project
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental impacts, those
adversge impacts may be consgsidered acceptable."

So that's just a summary of the CEQA process.

And now I would like to hand it owver to DMJM, the
design consultants, to give a presentation of the projecth

SPEAKER JOSE PALACIOS: Good evening. My name is Jose
Palaciog. Before I begin, would like to acknowledge my

partner Dana Taylor from DMIM Design and my colleagues John
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Freedman.from John Freedman and Alex Kim who are respongible
for the design of the Main Street garage, and Li Wen from
Studio 010 and also responsible for the desgsign of the
existing parking garage.

Firgt, let's talk about the components of the
preject. We are orienting you here with this light. City
Hall is right here. This will be the new headguarters
building. The Main Street parking garage and motor transport
division. The side configuration is about this L shape.
Thig portion of the site is for the Little Tokyo Service
Center. It's been set aside for future development.

We have the Aiso Street parking garage on the
corner of First Street and Aiso Street and the -- once the
headquarters facilities 1s completed, we will be vacating
Parker Center.

The future -- what happens to Parker Center is
not part of this project at this time,

Next slide.

A little bit about the headguarters facility.
What are the design parameters there were given to us were a
500,000 sguare foct building, basically turned out to be an
ll-gtory building, is consistent with the master plan needed
to have about 40,000 grossgs sguare feet for typical floox.
Every floor had to be abeout that big tc be an efficient

building, 11- to 1200 cars.
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Some of the key components were auditorium, cafe,
helipad, green space, and police memorial.

In addition to that, the design needed to be
efficient, classical, sustainable, cost effective.

As you know, there's a lot of security measures
that will need to be implemented in this buillding, most
important being a 75-foot setback from any street and any
vehicle entering the site.

The site analysis. Some of the issues that we're
qonsidering the urban planning of this project. As you know,
there's an existing effort to try to replan First Street with
a project restore. Obviously, Grand Avenue project ig trving
to work on the mall, the park, here on the north end of City
Hall.

St. Vibiana's on this site, historic L.A. Times,
and now the new Caltrans building. Obviously very important
site responding to that most north/south access, I'm sorry,
of City Hall.

The site we determined that it was important to
create a permeable site Lo allow the future connection to
some of the things that are going to be happening down First
Street and then the City Hall Mall.

This is the site, again taking in consideration
the 75-foot gethkhack on all gides and the Second Street side

and working with the community in various workshops. We
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developed almost a one-acre open green space for public usge.
And the building permeates in a diagonal fashion through the

gite fromrthe Second Street in creating alsc a secondary

- entrance, as you know, from Main Street garage where a lot of

employees from LAPD are goling to be entering the building
this way.

Some cof the pilieces that we were able to take out
of the envelope, of the security envelope, if you will, were
the auditorium and the cafe, which is under this roof, under

the memorial court where the police memorial garden will be

located. Such we can create a pedestrian and urban edge on

Main Street. This auditorium will also be available for
pubiic use; and other city agencies will be able to use the
auditorium when scheduled. |

Locating a large city civic court.in the First
Street side of the building, responding to that north/south
access that we talked about of City Hall.

Next slide.

This i1s the view looking at it from First Street
from the south lawn of City Hall. The auditorium here, the
large civic court, and the main entrance into the building.

The view from Second Street into the one-acre

open green space and the south and east side of the building.

This is a view looking down Spring Street again

from City Hall creating this pedestrian green open space with

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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areas teo git and meander through and lots of trees that
correspond to the open space that yvou see right in front of
this building, the lawn area on Spring Street.

One of the things that we were able to do with
the setbacks is open up the views onto City Hall. This is a
view as you would be driving up Main Street. This is the
existing building that obviously now is demclished.

Next slide, please.

and this is what it will look like once we build
the LAPD headguarters. It will obviously open up the view up
to City Hall.

Similarly looking west on Second Street, Second
Street being here, the existing Caltrans building here.

Opening up_the views onto the historic L.A. Times
Building; and its width corresponds to the width of the open
green gpace, public green space, that we have allocated on
Second Street.

Next slide, please.

2An image of the building at dusk, thought it
would be important to have a weli-1it building, transparent
and translucent at the same time and very welcoming facade as
well as a Second Street view.

In urban planning of this building, we tried to
have no back and front to the building. The building is

planned on all its edges. It has no back and front,

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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discernible back and front.

Motor transport division, the Main Street parking
garage. I am going to -- in the interest c¢f brevity, I am
going te keep on going with the presentation. The office of
John Freedman and Alex Kim is responsible for this design.
The design parameters are a five-story parking structure,
which will include a 5,000 square foot office component. It
hag refueling stations, maintenance and gervice bays, car
wash., It will set to include a 20 setback to preserve the
views on St. Vibiana's, the best street edge and retail,
2400-square-foot retall component at the edge of Main Street.

This site plan was developed with a lot cf

“community input and went through various variations. This is

the last cf thoge variations which locates the motor
transport division intact well inside the building away from
any visible -- any visibility from the street.

Initially, we had planned with those components
to be in the street edge. So with the community input, we
decided to put that in the back. 2And we also located the
2400-square-foot retail component right at the street edge so
that we can activate that street edge and located some
landscape in all of the areas that we could afford to put
landscape within that 20-foot setback.

This is what the overall massing of the building

looks like, and the bulk and mass of the building is set back

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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20 feet from the property line from the sidewalk. And then
to create that street edge a lintel or a canopy was created
here that laces in the retail component,

Some of the views in the screening that was
developad on the facade is really important for LAPD to
minimize the gide lineg into the parking structures of that
accomplishes that while permitting adequate ventilation.

This is a view of the pedestrian on the sidewalk
and, obviously, the retail space is shown without any of the
retail components on the inside; but the idea it is very
trangparent and try to Have the retail being the animator of
the sidewalk.

Next project, the Aiso Street parking. Design
parameters: Two-level, belpw-grade public parking,
approximately 300 spaceéu Thé aécess point had to be on
Judge John Aiso Street, the rublic plaza -- developed a
public plaza and have a future opportunity for kiosk-type
retail on top of the plaza.

This is the plan.

One thing that I should note the plan
incorporates gsome of the trees that are planned as part of
the First Street development. So we've incorporated, we've
been working with the project restorer and others that the
MTA ig planning to have the trees all the way onto Alameda,

even beyond.
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The plaza 1s the compesition of different
textures, landscape, bamboo and trees and canoples and
hardscape.

The main entrance into the garage in and out of
John Aiso on the right and behind.

This is an obligue view, a conceptual view,
again, to the entrance to the parking garage is off of the
main plaza.

This is a view as you would look at it from a
pedestrian level. Interesting compositicn of seating areas,
canopies creating the shape with the trees and the bamboo.

This is what the potential kiosk, retail kiosks,
might look as they sit on the plaza. The idea, again, is
that they be transparent and try to keep the retail, again,
to the plaza. |

SPEAKER ERIC WILSON: As Lisa mentioned, the first step
in the CEQA process ig preparation of the initial gtudy. For
this projeét, the initial study is included in the appendix
te the EIR. If you haven't seen a copy, it is the first
Appendix A, of the draft EIR; and all of these issue areas
yvou see here on the slide were evaluated in that initial
study.

And the firgt category of impacts are the first
six that you see here: The agricultural, biclogical

resources, mineral, population and housing, public services,

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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and recreation. Thesge categories were identified in the
initial study as resulting in no impact. The rationale for
those decisions are described in the initial study which is
included as an appendix.

The rest of these issues vou see in white here
are all carried forward for detailed analysis in the EIR.
They each have their own chapter which describes the existing
conditiong, the impacts, and the mitigation measures
necessary for each of those categories.

Soc within the EIR, the first category of impacts
are those that would be less than significant under the CEQA
terminclogy. What that means ig that the threshold of the
impacts would not exceed the thresholds of significance that
were establighed for the document. |

The next category are lessons and anything after
mitigation meaning that, obviously, mitigation were required
to reduce those impacts below the threshold of significance.

Now, the last category of impacts, Lisa mentioned
that earlier when she was talking about statement of
overriding considerations. These are those impacts that are
identified in the EIR as having significant impact meaning
there's either no feasible mitigation measures or that the
mitigation measures would not reduce those impacts below the
threshold of significance.

So I would like to talk a little bit more detail

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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about the impacts requiring mitigation.

For archeclogical resources, ancther technical
report was prepared that looked at the potential feor bury
archeological resources at the various project sites, and it
was identified there was a potential to encounter buried
resources. Now, the mitigation measures that were identified
were to provide a qualified archeological monitor during
construction and that would reduce impacts to the lesser
levels.

For historic, we did an historic evaluation of
all the buildings that would be potentially affected by the
project, and one building that would potentially be affected
ig Parker Center . You heard here that the building would be
vacated as a result of the project and the potential for
deterioration to occur would exist. We'wve devised mitigation
measures that would provide a maintenance plan, and the
maintenance plan would be required to adhere to the secretary
of interior scenes. That would be a performance standard for
that mitigation measure.

And,.finally, appealing to archeoclogical
resources. As with archeological resources, there's a
poﬁential for buried paleontological fossil resources
underneath.some of the sites. We identified measures not
only to sample but to monitor and have reporting reguirements

as well.

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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So now I am going to talk about the three
significant unavoidable impacts that I mentioned on that
first slide.

First ig air quality. And for the air quality,
we actually prepared air quality modeling for both the
construction impacts ag well as the operational impacts. We
take the operatiocnal characteristics and the construction
characferistics, plug them into air quality models to
determine if those emissions will exceed significant
standards. Those sigﬁificant standards are established by
the South Coast Air Quality Management Districtu

For operation of the project, it is determined
that the impacts would not be significant; however, for
construction, we ldentified that even with mitigation
measures, there would be two criteria of pollutants that
would be gignificant. The first is what you see there is
voc, thatks volatile organic compounds, and that's from
architectural coatings and paint when it is applied to
buildings. The second.is NOx, nitrogen oxides. And those
emigsions come from grading equipment. When yoﬁ are moving a
lot of earth and using diesel construction equipment, NOx
emissions are generated.

If go to the next slide.

We identified a number of mitigation measures to

address those construction activities. For example, having

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (809) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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requirements for no VOC coatings and different performance
standards for the construction equipment. However, as I
mentioned, because of the size of the construction project,
these would still be significant impacts.

The next category I notice of vibration. I would
like to make a distinction that the noise impacts during
construction and operation are evaluated. Similar to air, we
pliug in the operational characteristics of the project. We
take ambient noise measurements and we determine if the
project would result in any significant impacts. From a
noilse gtandpoint, we identify measures to make sure those
impacts were not significant. However, from a vibration
standpoint, because of the proximity of the Second and Main
Street construction activities to the St. George Hotel, we
identified we could not get below the ncise thresholds for
vibrationg. That would be ancther significant impact.

You will gee on the next slide we call them noise
felated mitigation measures that were identified in the
Environmental Impact Report.

For traffic and parking, Cochlin & Associates
prepared a traffic study for this project; and, as a result
of that study, it was determined that the project would
result in operational significant impacts, however, noct
during construction. 2and, gpecifically, the significant

impacts that were identified were at two of the 43

HAHN & BOWERSOCK (800) 660-3187 FAX (714) 662-1398
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intersections. As part of the analysis, we evaluated the
number of intersections in the study area, and of the 43 that
were studied, there were two that were identified that would
result in a significant impact during the evening peak, not
the morning, but the evening peak hour, and those are Main
Street and First and Main Street and Second. 2And just to
point out there were no feasible mitigation measures for
those sites, meaning there was not physical room for
improvement to mitigate those impacts.

Another component cof the CEQA process 1g the
evaluation of the alternatives. And in the EIR, we evaluated
three alternatives, the three shown here, CEQA reguires you
to look at the no project alternative, which isg essentially
what would happen in the event the project were not
constructed,

The second, we loocked at constructing a new PHF,
a new police headquarters facility, at an off-site location,
and I'll show you that in a moment.

And third, construéting a new headquarters
facility at the existing site.

So here's a map, and this map is provided in the
EIR. This is a map of the Alternative 2, which you can see
the no construction would occur at the old Caltrans site and
at the Second and Main Strest site rather that the new PHF

would be constructed at the First and Alameda site. and
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where you see the LADBWR, that's where the MTA building would
be.

And for Alternative 3, everything would occcur at
the existing Parker Center site. However, during the
construction of that facility, Parker Center would be
demolished and there would be a new facility constructed.
There would be off-site impacts because the employees would
be relocated and the facilities would be relocated off site.

SPEAKER LISA OCHSNER: Thank you, Erxric. We would now
like to open up the hearing to public comments. Again, I
would like to remind you for those who would like to speak,
make sure you turned in vour speaker card. We will limit
each speaker to approximately three minutes. Once again, we
are here to receive your comments on the draft EIR. We will
not be responding to any comments. Those comments will be
responded to in writing as part of the final EIR.

For those of you that do not Wish Lo speak
tonight, feel free to £ill out a comment card, and we have a
box in the back where you can drop that off. We are also
accepting written comment letters on the draft EIR; and,
again, just to remind you, written comment letters are due on
January 2, 2006,

So what we'll do ig we'll call out each spezaker.
If you can, please come to the podium when vyour name 1is

called out.
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MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: I will be calling three names at a
time, as I call yvou, to the podium to speak.

Mr. Bill Watanabe, number one; Mr. Edward
Takahashi, number two; and Mr. Joel Bloom would be number
three.

So Mr. Watanabe, come to the podium.

SPEAKER BILI. WATANABE: Bill Watanabe, director of the
Little Tokyc Service Center. We provide social services,
housing community, academic development, aﬁd have been for
the last 25 years.

Generally like to express our support for the
project and urge the City to move as expeditiously as
possible. I would like to comments on three parts of it.
Public parking is one, and we are happy to see that the plan
does call for 440 units of public parking. A lot of the
parking that's currently available in Little Tokyo, around
Little Tokyo, is being built over with a lot of the housing
that's so marketable at this time. So parking rates
inevitably will go up. As parking rates will go up, it will
be a detriment to people to come downtown.

The other phase is we would appreciate, of
course, the opportunity to have the air rights over the
public parking at Log Angeles Street for the Little Tokvo
recreation center and sports and community center. This will

be a facility that will provide sports for youth and yvoung
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people. It's a place where we are planning to put in
tournament space for martial arts that will bring peogle to
downtown, to Little Tokyo, and bring literally thousands of
people to be able to see gports. |

And, also, we're planning a fitness center and a
theater arts center and a computer center, all of these
things in that space.

And, finally, we would like to express our
opposition to Alternative 2 to consider the First and Alameda
gite, not so much in terms of an inimical thing, but more
when Parker Center was built 50 years ago, it took guite a
bit of chunk of Little Tokyo back then. That whole block was
a part of Little Tékyo" and for the City to now take First
and Alameda for another Parker Center is to loge what I think
would be an opportunity to build something much more positive
in that space. So we would urge that the City move ahead
with its current plans.

SPEAKEE EDWARD TAKAHASHT: .Good evening. My name is
Edward Takahashi . Eﬁeﬂ though I live in Monterey Park, my
roots are here in downtown Los Angeleg. 1831, my father came
to the United States as a missionary with the Shingo
Buddhists, and for 50 years he served here until 1981.

I looked at Little Tokyo as really my home. Even
though I lived in the west side at Jefferson and Crenshaw

area, this is still Little Tokyo and this ig ¢till my home.
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I'd like to speak in support of the relocation of
the Log Angeles Police Department's headgquarters. This
relocation project also includes Little Tokyo recreation and
community center. The community at large here is an urban
area that lacks facility for school-age kids and senior
citizens for a place for after-school activities as well as
fellowship. We're surrounded here by concrete sidewalks and
asphalt paved parking lotzg. That's not the type of
environment for school or for gathering. This community
center will provide such a conducive, safe for that type of
activity.

In addition during the day, the community center
will provide badly needed parking for this area. We are
already séeing a big major parking lot become-a residential
and commercial project. We have another one that's going to
be scon gobbled up with the game type of residential.and
commercial project.

Az an effect on this community, we don't see any

negative risks. All we see 1g benefits that will help the

community, the kids, and the senior citizen and the public in

ali.
So we strongly advise the City to proceed with
the relocation for the police headquarters. Thank vou.
SPEAKER JOEL BLOOM: My name is Joel Bloom. I'm with

Little Tokyo Community Council in the downtown Los Angeles
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neighborhood council as well as the metro east side advisory
community which basically deals with the First and Alameda
site as part of the goal line.

I would like to support the EIR. I would just
request that vou mention the St. George, that you do remember
the people in thiz building when it comes to noise mitigation
énd being able to work with them.

2and I do hope that we can work with the air
rights to the parking facility because for 20 years or
probably over 20 years Little Tokyo and the Japanese
communities need a recreation center.

As the alternative number two, the First and
Alameda site, I just -- it baffles me that that would seem
environmentally acceptable with the Nishi Honganji on the
castern edge, with the metro gold line station coming on the
western edge, with ﬁhe Japanese-American National Museum, the
Geffen Temporary Contemporary, the Go For Broke Memorial on
one side of Alameda; and on the south side we have 300
condominiums that are going to be -- people will be moving
into those this spring. They've broken ground for another
100 condominiums. I just don't see that as a proper
location.

I realize we all live in the city and we live
downtown and it's a trade off. We get the downtown but we

get, unfortunately, where we are, you know, city buildings
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and whatnot.

So the building and everyvthing looks great to me.

I am not an architect. I grew up in Chicago. I know a
little about architect; but I just think, vou know, our best
bet is to try to go forward and try to work with everybody,
egspecially remember during construction and after the

building is open that you do have many people, many families

 living i the buildings. Thank you wvery much.

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: Next Tom Kame, Shannon Patterson,
and Mr. Jchn Agnew.

SPEAKER TOM KAME: My name is Tom Kame. I am the
chairman of the Little Tokyo Community Council. I echo the
expression of the three previous speakers. I would like to
read a letter that was written by Little Tokyo Community
Council in support of the plans in the EIR report.

"On November 28, 2005, meeting the Little Tokyo
Community Council. The council unanimously approved the
proposed police headguarters facility plan and the draft
Environmental Impact Report.

"The Little Tokyo community recommends approval
of the draft EIR for the construction of the new Parker
Center police headquarters with underground parking for LAPD
on the old Caltrans site and off-site rarking structure for
the new PHF and replacement facility for the LAPD transport

division at the Second and Main Street site and underground
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public parking structure and above—gfade public plaza at the
Parker Center site. As a future related project, two-story
60,000 gross square feet recreation center will be
constructed at the Second and Main Street site. The Little
Tokyo Community Council recommends approval of this project
for the cngoing plan to upgrade the police facilitieg and the
construction of much needed and critical parking in Little
Tokyo and Arts District that will support and revitalize the
gconcomy of the area.

"We thank you for your congideration and for the
oppbrtunity to express the Little Tokyo Community Council
recommendation for approval." Thank vou.

SPEAKER SHANNCN PATTERSON: Helle. My name is Shannon
Patterson. and as a resident of 108 West Second Street, the
Higgins Building, T would like to ge on record as opposing
this plan. I would like to go over a few points.

| In the EIR, the Higgins Building wag represented
as a commercial space and not a residential space, and T
think that that should be considered. Also, there's 135
families, children, dogs in that building. They will be
adversely affected by this project.

The parking along Second and Main, which T
understand is not zllowed to be parking on the street,
there's police facilities there, would be very detrimental.

The noise vibration, especilally in a building of
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our type, is just unbelievable. I actually was at Sixth and
Ninth Street towers, next to the Barkley Building project,
and let me say the vibration from construction really travels
through the type of materials ocur building‘’s made of and
would be very, very disruptive.

" The chemical hazards of the motor pool ig the
concern to everybody who lives about the issue and what kind
of things go on in a car wash.

The First and Alameda site was actually my
understanding recommended as a better location and had, I
think, gquote, "significant less environmental impact than the
current site that.they're congidering.”

The EIR does not mention that the site was
originally slated to become a public park, which I think a
lot of peoplé would enjoy more than a police gtation across
from their residence.

I certainly understand Little Tokyo community
opposing the police departmeﬁt at their location. I guess I
feel the same way. I would like to see if there can be a
compromise. That's all I have to say. Thank youw

SPEAKER JOHN AGNEW: Hello. My name is John Agnew, one
of those pesky noise receptors that lives in the Higgins
Building directly across the street. I think you are going
to hear again from the people whoe live a lot closer to these

facilities in the St. George Hotel that the EIR seems to make
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no mention of the fact that there are -- was mentioned 135
families and businesses and dogs and kids. There's a very
vibrant community life that has built up in the Higgins
Building and, for that matter, in the Higgins Gallery that
would be democlished if this project moves forward, and I
don't see an adequate reckoning of these things in the EIR
report.

You know, we have to question common sense of
helicopters flying overhead and land very close, probably 250
feet away from where all those people live. And then the
other consideration would be having gas tankers come and
refuel and operate a car wash; and, I mean, I would think
there are common sense reasons why people do not generally
situate Pep Boys right next to an apartment building or a
Chevron gas station right next to a housing complex.

So those are things that we would like you to
take a look at again.

Air pollution is obviously concerned given some
of the operation, traffic is -- I think the EIR gives traffic
a "D' for that intersection, Second and Main, given some
fairly conservative estimates.

As someone who lives and works in the building
around the neighborhood on a daily basis, I can see the
negative traffic and can only guestion how much worse it will

get.
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Incidentally, at night or during the day when
fire trucks or emergency responders come through that
intersection, 1 also have to question what's going to happen
to those emergency trucks that shoot through the Second
Street tunnel on the way to some kind of emergency when these
facilities are developed.

Finaily, I think the other key thing that is not
really being addressed is we've always looked at this gite
right in front of City Hall and next te the Caltrans building
and L.A. Times Building and Higgins Building as the key site
for the City of Los Angeles. While it's obviously there
needs to be a new Parker Center built somewhere, somehow,
this specific site 1s a key site for the City, in my
definition, does not exist anywhere else.

It is really the core of this center and it seems
like this facility could probably be built at another
location and not sacrifice that for the residents of Los
Angeles. Thank vyou.

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: Next three speakers Mr. William
Mitchell, Mg . Martha Higgins, and Cheryl McDonald.

SPEAKER WILLIAM MITCHELL: Good evening. I'm William
Mitchell, formerly of downtown. Still a resident of Los
Angeles.

I come before you tonight to speak vehemently in

opposition to this develcpment. I feel that I recognize the
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necessity for a police department headquarters, but I don't
feel this location as an irreplaceable location for it. A&nd
I, too. would like to address the matter of the M.J. Higgins
Gallery which would be destroyed and which would deprive the
arts community and the public of a valuable resouxrce. This
was not mentioned in this environmental impact and I think
that needs to be recogniiedu

As the previous gentleman spoke, there are many
places that we can put a police headquarters, but there's no
other place that the M.J. Higgins Gallery, as it exists
today, c¢an be placed nor is there really any consideration
for the residents of that area who would be affected
negatively by the presence of a police department there.

Put it -- make this police department designed to
be four stories taller or something but consider an
alternative solution to this parking and viewing location.

That's bagically all I have to say. Just let's
consider some other options. Thank vou.

SPEAKER MARTHA HIGGINS: Heiloﬂ My name is Martha
Higgins. I have M.J. Higgins Gallery. Obviously, we would
be horribly affected by this.

Since Little Tokyo residents andéd business owners
oppose it also so vehemently, I feel why can we not put it
where Parker Center is now? That spot seems to suit the

business that thev need to conduct. It's close to everything
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they need to be clese to. The cost in relocating the gstaff
in the interim to me in the long run is a small price to pay

for what it is geing to save.

As I said, in Little Tokyo it doesn’'t belong

there, and it certainly doesn't belong where they're

‘proposing to put it.

The civic park that was planned for that site,
the old Caltrang site, i1sg an opportunity that will be lost
forever. It will never be replaced. The city needs a park
for the residents. There’'s no green space. Grand Avenue
park I am not seeing it. I don't see that that can be a
venue for art fairs, music, public gatherings of all sorts.
So I would like to encourage them to look at using the Parker
Center site. 1It's already there. That's what it is used
for. 2nd it should stay theren Thank vyou.

SPEAKER CHERYL McDONALD: My name is Cheryl McDonald.
I'm a member of lacivicpark.org and I'm a resident of the
Higgins Building.

I know there will be a number of speakers
gpeaking to the general issue of this not being.the
ap@ropriate place to put the LAPD headguarters; and, in
particular, I want to make a couple cof points. Specifically,
first of all, that we at the Higgins Building are indeed
sengitive receptors. We are sengitive receptors with respect

to the toxic emissions that are going to come from the
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construction., We are sensitive receptors to the disruption,
the noise, and vibration from the construction. People who
live on the north side of our building have been experiencing
the.agony of weeks of the demolition of Caltrans, the old
Caltrans building as it is; and I cannot imagine what the
next two or three years is going to be like with respect to
the construction of the headquarters building.

I understand that in the EIR process there are
probably some very specific definitions of what constitutes a
gensitive receptor having to do with whether the zoning of a
particular building. Okay. Fine. I think it's time to
revisit those standards and recognize the reality that if you
are going to go ahead and zone a building to be both
commercial and residential, you then have to follow through
and recognize the implications for the residential portion of
that building which happens to be most of us.

One other point I want to make with respect to
the motor transport division, which is particularly galling.
Earlier speaker has noted that with the building cf the
headquazters division, we are going to lose parking along
Second Street on the north side. We're also going to lose
parking on Main Street. With the building of the motor
transport division, we are losing I don't know how many open
space parking spaces on Main Street, very specifically.

They're going to be replaced by, as I understand, 140 plus or
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minus publicly available parking spaces at some time. We
still don't know when the Little Tokvo recreational facility
is going to be built. I'm not even sure that the funding is
together for that. And the public parking doesn't come in
until that gets done. So that's off in the blue sky.

Meanwhile, what public parking is being buillt in
connection with this project is over vonder at John Aisco and
First Street. So, essentially, available public parking to
the area of around Second and Main Street is being sucked out
and moved three,.four blocks down the road.

Now, that's golng to have some significant
implications for the proposed retail site from what's already
there for the proposed retail in this unusual space that's
being planned along the front of the motor transport
division.

What I fear, among other things, is that what we
are creating is a dead space, another one of thoge unusable,
open areas with which nobody can do anvthing realistic and
that it becomes a boarded up magnet for crime and blithe that
we have c¢reated as a city in some of the other places around
town and, essentially, taking what is a growing and vibrant
area and turning it intc a mess. Please don't do that.

Thank yOou.
MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: Next three speakers: Ms. Karie

Miller, Mr. Martin Waterman, and Eric Kurimura.
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SPEAKER KARIE MILLER: I'll let him speak first.

Hi. I'm Karie Miller, and I represent the
homecwners association of the Higgins Building. I currently
am the president, and I'm here to say that familieg do live
there.

And I just want to read aloud -- I want t6 read
aloud the -- how the EIR defines noise sensitive. ‘“"Noise
sensitive recepteors are generally considered humans engaged
in activities or utilizing land that may be subject to the
stress of significant interference from noise. Activities
usually asscciated with sensitive receptors include, but are
not limited to, talking, reading, and sleeping. Land use is
often associated with sensitive receptors include residential
dwellings, et cetera.”

And I'm wondering, do yvou hear us? Do you hear
us? Do you hear him? I know that I hear the construction
that's going on right now. I know that he hears it in the
middle of the day. I know that we were going to continue to
hear it for the next three years.

We are opposed to the development that is going
right now across from our building, and I have to say that in
support of the homeowners, we are for the third option of the
new police headquartérs, not the cne that is going on right
now. Thank vou.

SPEAKER MARTIN WATERMAN: My name 1s Martin Waterman.
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And it seemg to me that if the City of Los Angeles iz trying
to revitalize the downtown and encourage pecple to come

downtown for recreation and that type of thing that a huge

new police facility and a huge new parking structure is not

the way to do 1t. Why not use Parker Center? Because that
area is already there. And you'wve got this opportunity to
build parks, to build a recreation facility here that's going
to draw people downtown. A huge new police building is not
going to. Thank vou.

SPEAKER ERIC KURIMURA: Good evening. My name is Eric
Kurimura. I'm a temple board member ét the Nishi Honganji
Buddhist Temple, and I am also part of the board on the
Little Tokyo Commuhity Council.

As Tom Kame said earlier that Little Tokyo
Community Council supports the EIR as it's been written.

and algo speaking from the Nishi Honganji
standpoint, we would like not to have considered the First
and Alameda site as a possible site for the police station,
and I think people have to understand the history of Nishi
Hoﬁganji in Little Tokyo.

Nishi Honganji Buddhist Temple has been a part of
the downtown community for over 100 years. We're celebrating
our 100-year anniversary this year.

Our original location was actually where the

current Parker Center is today. We did move for -- a number
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of businesses and residents of Little Tokyo were forced to
evacuate the Parker Center site after World War II. Our
previous locatidn was on First and Central Street, which is
the current home of the Japanese-American National Museum.

Back in the early '60s, the City suggested to the
temple that our temple wasg going to be condemned and that
First Street was golng to be widened between Central and
what -- where Judge John Alsc Street is today. Our temple
board decided that it was in the best interest to move SO
that we can expand our operations and better serve the
community.

In 1969, we moved to our present location which
is on the corner of Vignes and Firgt Street, and it isg just
eagt of the Mangrove property.

At this facility, we were able to estabklish a
growing membership. We were able to create a multi-purpose
facility. We've just completed a memorial chaﬁel for our
members, and over 20 years ago, we established the Nisghi day
care center which has gerviced the community.

A couple years ago, the City wanted to build a
police station and a jaill and a number of other government
facilities on the Mangrove property:; and I appreciate the
downtown c¢ommunity, the Little Tokyo Community Courcil and
other people that supported Nishi Honganiji and keeping the

jail and police station away from Nishi Honganii.
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Unfortunately, there is a lot of growth and a lot
of change in downtown Los Angeles. The temple is not
completely happy with the fact that a light rail is going to
be running in front of the templén The temple is not
completely happy that there's going to be an emergency
operation center and a fire station built right next to the
temple; but we at the temple felt that we need to work with
the community, you know, and even thcough we're going to be
hurt a little bit, we thought for the betterment of the
community that we would have to deal with some of these
places that had to be constructed.

But the Mangrdve gite as it is now, it is
important to keep it some type of mixed use,
residential/commercial facility, because it's going to help
reconnect Little Tokyo and the Buddhist temple, and it is
also going to be the light rail station that's closest to
dowvmtown. And this is going to be a major urban hub for the
city of Los.Angeles”

So thank you for your time.

The Higginsg group, I understand your concerns and
the same concerns we ralsed two years ago.

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: Next three speakers: Mr. Coleman
Engellenver, Mr. Pedro Galinde, and Mr. Joxge Montijo.
SPEAKER COLEMAN ENGELLENVER: My name is Coleman

Engellenver . I'm a resident of the Higgins Building.
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My main concern with this proposed development is
that it's wasting what I see to be a major opportunity for
the future planning of the City of Los Angeleg. The proposed
site for the actual LAPD headgquarters, if it were to become a
public park, could create two links between the planned Grand
Avenue development, one as a retail center along Second
Street that could be used to connect the Higgins Building,
development of the parking lot between Broadweay and Spring
alongegide of it, and then the proposed -- we would say the
development of the homes down that way. 2And then second link
along the Grand Avenue park that could link from the park
that ends on'Spring Street, connects with the small public
plaza just south of City Hall, and then could link along that
way. It is a great éonnector, not only for Gfahd Avenue area
to historic core but then it connectg along into Little Tokyo
creating two links that I think along with the residential

development plan, residential hotel develcpment plan, along

for the auto place creates a continuous neighborhood that can

be used both from a retall standpoint along Second and a
civie space along the Grand Avenue park and the proposed or,
hopefully, not DOA city park at the site. Thank you.

SPEAKER PEDRO GALINDO: Pedro Galindo, and I'm a —- T
live at the Higgins Building on the corner of Second and Main
Street., And I've lived in downtown for almost two years and

I've enjoved it very much. 2And I know that many cf my fellow
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residents would prefer a park; but, speaking asg a board
member, which I am along with Karie, I would just like to --
I don't necessarily oppose the plans of the police
headquarters, but I'm very disappointed with the fact we
weren't even considered in the Environmental Impact Report.
Since we are 135 residential units, this was.a
disappointment. |

I ask that the City please consider -- give us
proper consideration especially with regards to noige from a
helicopter pad, increasing traffic, and loss of street
parking. Again, I think we deserve proper consideration.

As a downtowﬁ resident, I feel especially
disappointed with the planned motor pocl as it will destroy
an integral part of the gallery row and its important role in
injecting some culture into oﬁr downtown. I think it's a
shame Ehat the City would be unwilling to protect and nurture
this important part of the city. Thanks.

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: Next thrée speakers: Mr. Kjell
Hagen, Joan Springhetti, and Mr. Jerome Brenot.

SPEAKER JORGE MONTTIJO: All.right" I'll just take a
couple seconds. I want to do a guick demonstratiom to show
vou guys what we are going to go through when this proposed
project, if it does go through, when it does go through, this

is what we are going to hear.
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{Brief Pause.)

SPEAKER JORGE MONTIJO: Ah, technical difficulties.
Can scmebody else go ahead and speak?

SPEAKER KJELL HAGEN: My name is Kjell Hagen,
co-founder of gallery row and Gallery Row Organization,
Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council representing arts,
aesthetic culture and education, and I'm also on the Arts
Aegthetic Culture Standing Committee“

I'd like to talk for a moment about civic
planning and the lack of it in this decision to put the
police station here. The decision to put the police station
seemed to be a spur of the moment like when they lost the
other space,

This is city planning. This wag a report that

was done from February of 1%97. It's the Log Angeles Civic

Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan. It's prepared

under the direction of Los Angeles Civic Center Authority,
February, 1997. Melendrez Associates, Jchnson Failn and
Pereira Associates, RAW International, Public Works Design,
and Landmark Partners. This was a plan that cost
rmulti-million dollars. It was to plan out what was going to
go around City Hall. I would like to read one of ﬁhe
passages regarding where the police station is now proposed.

"The civic square. To the south in the new town
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quarter, often referred to as the historic quarter, a new
civic square should replicate the graciousness of the
original Spanisgh plaza. The civic sguare would serve as a
meeting place for the public realm and private sector where
City Hall can share a backdrop with common space along with
businesses, the press, and branches of government and culture
and religious institutiocns. It is a place for bringing
people of the city together. It is a park for everyday life,
a gathering place for extracrdinary events, and a symbol of
civic life in all its diversity and complexity." This is a
rlan.

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: You have two minutes.

SPEAKER JORGE MONTIJO: Okay. Sorry about the
technical difficulties.

In this report where we are not congidered noise
sensitive receptors that we are saving we are listening every
day about 64 decibels or so of noise. It says, "The proposed
building of the construction while in construction will raise
the level to about 89 decibels." Now I am going to do that.
It depends on where you are gitting in the room, but I will
do that just slightly behind the projector. I'll adjust the
levels from about 64 with just regular traffic to 89 in
construction. This is what 135 families will feel and this
is what people in the St. George Hotel will also feel. These

people, mitigation measures -- I am a professional sound
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engineer. Mitigation measures will not do anything to
significantly reduce the impact of this noise for these
people. This is really what they are going to feel. The
fact that the finding -- the EIR finds it will is just proof
that there's a bias in this EIR. And it's really

unacceptable,
(TAPE PLAYED.)

SPEAKER JORCE MONTIJO: XKind of sounds like this every

day in our house inside the Higgins Building.
(TAPE PLAYED.)

SPEAKER JORGE MONTIJO: Welcome to three years.

A VOICE IN THE AUDIENCE: 4:00 A.M.

SPEAKER JORGE MONTIJC: I mea.ﬁ -— I didn't hear vyou.

A VOICE IN THE AUDIENCE: That's my alarm clock.

SPEAKER JORGE MONTIJCO: Again, that's less than
significant impact when mitigating. Put a plywood board on
that and that's -- vou know, you won't hear.

SPEAKER JOAN SPRINGHETTI: Good evening. I wanted to

ask that the EIR do a better job of representing the plans

for a civic park that existed for the old Caltrans site. The

one sentence, as close as it comes in the report, is a
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sentence that says, "Among the things people have objected to
are the compatibility of the proposed project with the 1997
Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement

Plan.™ &nd I think it deserves the word park to appear

| somewhere in here.

I alsc am concerned about the discussicn of how
Parker Center will be handied. That seems to be very soft,
the discussion, whét will happen here. If I am understanding
it properly, this would be in perpetuity a mothballed
building. I understand the LAPD does not want any non-police
use on that site. And if that's the case, I guess this just
becomes a forever taxpayver burden to keep the building
intact. Sc¢ I'm coﬁcerned about that.

And in terms of having things downtown that make
it a wonde;ful'place to live and visit, when we're all done
with our discussions here and decisions about where the
policé headquarters should go, I hope that this isn’'t about
just winning the war. I hope it's about winning the peace.
Thank you.

SPEAKER JHEROME BRENOT: Hi. My name is Jerome Brenot.
I actually live downtown. And I was wondering if the people
who are turning our project in this actually also doing where
I live and where we live. I don't feel that way .
Just -- I came, you know, like, two years ago

downtown like a lot of us because we have the promise that
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Loz Angeles found a city and, cbviously, it's not the case.

When this is done, it's going to be done for
what: 50 vears? It's an unique opportunity, unique
opportunity to change the heart of your city, of our city.

Consider this: A park where it is.

I don't feel like it's a crime of community. We
at the Higgins Building actually spend a lot of time in
Little Tokyo. We love it the way it is. We understand your
concerns. You have to understand ours.

I think the best way to go which is leave it
where it is right now.because that's -- might change the life
of servicemeﬁ for a little bit. I understand that, too. But
this 1s going to change the heart of your city, of our city
for_the'next 50 years. Thank wyou.

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: Next three speakers: Shawn Chou,

Nelson Lee, and Nic Cha Kim. I hope I said it right.

| SPEAKER SHAWN CHOU: Hi. My name is Shawn Chou, last
name C-h-o-u, of Vida Law Group. .I am an immigration lawyer.
I work in a firm in San Gabriel. My firm is named after my
mem's business, Vida Enterprise, which ig located at 249
South Los Angeles Street, and we own the parking lot behind
it. It's connected so it's -- we connect it. We own a plece
of property, two properties that connect both sides of the
street.

Basically, I'm here to oppose the parking
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structure that's going to be located at the Main Street. And
to be honest, I wasn't even going to come to this meeting
today. It seems to me that for the last couple of times I've
been attending these meetings I feel powerless. I felt
powerlegss. And I was told that all the comments were going
to be noted, and I didn't know that that meant that the
written comment was going to be noted at the very end of the
big tome of report, and I don't think the wverbal ones were
noted at all.

And, you know, I am up here to makg a record for
thé city, but since I have no other ways to voice my concern,
here I am.

| First of all, I can't believe that, vou know, we
cltizens have to read this tome to protect your jobs, our --
where we live, and they can't even get some of the facts
correct.

For the record, on page 2-12, our building on 249
South Los Angeles Street is a five—story building, not a
two-gtory building.

aAnd, secondly, I'm very suspicious, highly
suspicious, of this recreation center proposal that's hidden
in this report. When our family was first contacted by the
City, we were fold that only our parking lot would be
required for the parking structure. But as this process

evolved, this project seems to be organic. It seems to grow.
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Inside this report on page 2-11, it mentioned
something about public parking, designed and constructed to
accommodate future recreation center on top of this parking
structure.

At previous hearing, I heard something about
deals, but any in any case, iﬁ is a mysterious project that
has been lumped in together with this police headquarters
project, and we feel that the EIR is deficient in addressing
this additional recreational program; and, therefors, we
balieve that ﬁhis -- the City -- we are.against the City
taking away our property. It is not necessary for us to lose
our business over a parking structure and the recreation
programn,

Also, T would like to know cne thing about this
historical significant evaluation in this report. In 1800,
Chinatown business were relocated because Union Station was
géing to be built there. In 1950, the Little Tokyo business
were relocated because of the Parker Center. 2And I refuse to
let our business to be relocated as part of the history.

I have more to say but my time iz up. I plan to
submit a written -- writing to bppose this project.

SPEAKER NELSCN LEE: Good evening. My name is Nelson
Lee and I also live at the Higgins Building. I think my
fellow neighbors have been incredibly eloguent with what they

voiced their concerns with the EIR.
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I would like to go on record saying that T
would -- I am definitely opposed to the current -- the
project as it is proposed. I think, if anything, Alternative
3 is the best solution.

And speaking of neighbors, I would like to
comment that we definitely as a community at the Higgins
Building consider the Little Tokyo community as our
neighbors, and we are very sincere sympathy to what you guys
had to go through. I think you guys are kind of seeing what
we have to go through and kind of mirrors what's happened in
history. 1It's a little sad it has to repeat this way, but
one theme that I saw that Wés really important in this entire
commenting period is pfeservation” Everyoneé seems to be here
5ecause they want to preserve their lifestyle, how things
are, and I definitely commend the Little Tokyo community for
doing so. I think you guys have had a lot of great
compassion and I really respect that; and I can speak for
myself if you -~ vou kﬁow, I definitely respect taking care
of the community, economic growth, urban growth here
éowntownu

I definitely respect having a place for the
children and I really support that. In return, I ask for
vour support to understand where we are coming from. So
that's 1it.

SPEAKER NIC CHA KIM: Hi. Nic Cha XKim. I'm a member
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of Gallery Row Organization, and I own an art gallery in

downtown on Spring and Fifth.

I'm here to say I oppose this EIR and, after

looking at alternatives B and C, I think there needs to be an

option D here.

There's another thing missing from this EIR. A
large portion of the art and culture community is going
around there. Maybe you haven't heard of but we've been
around. In the last year-and-a-half, gallery row has risen
from three to 17 art galleries. That's not small potatoes.
There's definite movement. Definite people have their eyes
on what's going on ocut here.

For the first time for a long time, people are
really taking a loock at what downtown has to offer
culturally.

This project, it would destroy maybe not
technically a landmark but definitely one of the best,
Higgins Gallery. I really love that place aﬁd I would hate
to see it go.

With all due respect to Little Tokye, I have to
oppose this.

Another thing, please, next Thursday you'll see
what I am talking about from 12:00 to 9:00. Please come to
the downtown art walk. This is one of the things that is

happening around here. Every second Thursday from 12:00 to
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9:00, 17 art galleries and four museums are open free to the
public. Come on down. Download a map at www . downtownla . com.
You'll see the people that are coming and looking at downtown
as a cultural destination.

Gallery row is more than just this place of art
and culture. It's a connector of sorts. We try to -- it
does a really good job of having, you know, interests
everywhere. Right now L.A. Art Core and the MOCA, the Geffen
Contemporary; they participated in the downtown art walk.
Their doors are open for free.

We hope to go further south and west. We would
iike to see this art grow. Thank you. |

MR. ROBERT LOMELIN: The last speaker card is Lapchih
Fan. .I hope I said that one right.

SPEAKER LAPCHIH FAN: KEi. Lapchih Fan. I am also a
resident of the Higgins Building and a real estate developer.

I just wanted to focus my comments on the urban
planning and land use pozrtion.

| In the presentation, we saw that there was listed
as no impact or little or significant impact to both land use
and planning section as well as the population and housing
section. That in my opinion is very wrong.

Focusing on the Main Street corridor, we have
gt. Viviana's, which was also funded by state and city funds

and is now an operating asset to the city.
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On the south of that, yvou'd have M.J. Higgins,
vou have the Linda Lea Theater that is being revised --
revitalized,

On Third and Main you have the new residential
towers that are being planned adjacent to the 0ld Gang
District. That whole corridor is supposed.to be a connection
to City Hall, the rest of the art historic core and the
burgeoning gallery row, and iﬁ putting that parking structure
which ig now a five-story massing in the middle of that will
really disrupt the flow.

The other thing is, as an alternative, I think
that the original pregentation that DMIM had pregented was a
one-story structure with most of the parking underground; I
meén, if we were able to do an underground parking and motor
pool and be able to preserve that open space for the future
galleries and the retail and the open space for the
recreation center, that would be ideal in trying to work as a
sclution for both the parking as well as preserving the
current needs of the residents and the neighborhood. Thanks.

SPEAKER LISA QCHSNER: This concludes the public
hearing for this evening. Thank yvou for vour participation

in this process. My contact information is listed here for

submitting written comments to me either by mail or e-mail.

We also have extra copies of the Notice of Availability in

the back to remind you of the EIR process, the review period,
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where the document is available for viewing. Thank you.

{(Whereupon, at 8:12 P.M., the meeting

adjourned.)
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2 Response to Comments

Speaker 35:

Comment No.

Bill Watanabe

Response

35-1

Speaker 36:

Comment No.

Speaker Bill Watanabe, representing the Little Tokyo Service Center (see also Letter
5), expressed support for the proposed project, noting the need for parking, and
expressed support for the planned Little Tokyo Recreation Center. As stated under
response to comment 7-1, the recreation center is not a component of the Police
Headquarters Facility Plan; rather, it is a future related project that is under a separate
City agreement with the Little Tokyo Service Center. Speaker Watanabe also
expressed opposition to Alternative 2, which would place the new PHF at the 1* and
Alameda Streets Site. No significant environmental issues are raised by this speaker
and no further response is required.

Edward Takahashi

Response

36-1

Speaker 37:

Comment No.

Speaker Edward Takahashi expressed support for the proposed project, noting the
need for parking and the planned community center. As stated under response to
comment 7-1, the recreation center is not a component of the Police Headquarters
Facility Plan; rather, it is a future related project that is under a separate City
agreement with the Little Tokyo Service Center. No significant environmental issues
are raised by this speaker and no further response is required.

Joel Bloom

Response

37-1

Speaker Joel Bloom, representing the Little Tokyo Community Council, expressed
support for the proposed project and requested that noise mitigation measures for
residents of the St. George Hotel be carried out. As noted throughout Chapter 3.10,
Noise and Vibration, the St. George Hotel was listed in the draft EIR as a sensitive
receptor. Impact NOISE-1 (page 3.10-14) concludes that mitigation measures
NOISE-A through NOISE-E would reduce construction noise impacts for the St.
George Hotel to less than significant. Vibration impacts at this location, however,
would remain significant during construction due to the proximity of the construction
activities. A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan has been prepared as part of
the Final EIR which will ensure implementation of the identified mitigation
measures. Speaker Bloom expressed support for the planned recreation center.
Speaker Bloom expressed opposition to Alternative 2, PHF at 1% and Alameda
Streets Site, because of the existing cultural facilities near the site. No significant
environmental issues are raised by this speaker and no further response is required.

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 2-237
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works

Bureau of Engineering



2 Response to Comments

Speaker 38:

Comment No.

Tom Kame

Response

38-1

Speaker 39:

Comment No.

Speaker Tom Kame read a letter from the Little Tokyo Community Council. This
letter was also provided in writing and is included earlier in this chapter as Letter 4.
No significant environmental issues are raised by this speaker and no further
response is required.

Shannon Patterson

Response

39-1

39-2

39-3

39-4

39-5

39-6

Speaker Shannon Patterson comments on the City’s designation of sensitive noise
receptors in the draft EIR, requesting that the Higgins Building be included as a
sensitive noise receptor. Refer to response to comment 8-2 regarding changes to
designated sensitive receptors. As requested, all commercially-designated residential
uses have been re-evaluated in the Final EIR as sensitive receptors.

The speaker commented on the loss of accessible public parking as a result of the
proposed project. As described in Section 3.11-4 (TRANS-3) and in conjunction
with the response to comments 7-1 and 8-5, the proposed project would provide 440
parking spaces for public use. The project would replace all of the permanently lost
spaces and would add an additional 159 public parking spaces. The replacement
parking would be provided within % mile of the permanently lost spaces, which is
considered to be a reasonable walking distance.

The speaker opposes the project on the basis of construction noise and vibration
impacts. Refer to response to comment 3-3 regarding construction impacts.

The speaker states that the EIR does not evaluate the new hazards and hazardous
materials that would be introduced into the project area, specifically with respect to
the MTD. Refer to response to comment 8-9 regarding hazards and the MTD.

The speaker correctly notes that Alternative 2, PHF at 1% and Alameda Streets Site,
was concluded by the draft EIR to be environmentally preferred.

Speaker Shannon Patterson stated that the proposed project is not consistent with the
goals of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan. As
noted in Comment 8-10, the proposed project does not comply with one
recommendation of this plan; however, the plan does not identify definitive locations
for differing government functions, nor does it affect or supersede the Central City
Community Plan which governs land use development in the Civic Center and
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Speaker 40:

Comment No.

conforms to the General Plan. As such, land use consistency impacts at the Old
Caltrans Site would be less than significant.

John Agnew

Response

40-1

40-2

40-3

40-4

Speaker John Agnew commented on the City’s designation of sensitive noise
receptors in the draft EIR, requesting that the Higgins Building be included as a
sensitive noise receptor. Refer to response to comment 8-2 regarding changes to
designated sensitive receptors.

Speaker Agnew raises the question of helicopter safety in the vicinity of residential
structures. Refer to response to comment 8-3.

The speaker stated that the EIR does not evaluate the new hazards and hazardous
materials that would be introduced into the project area, specifically with respect to
the MTD. Refer to response to comment 8-9 regarding hazards and the MTD.

Speaker Agnew discussed the projected worsening air pollution and traffic that would
result from the proposed project. Section 3.11.6 of the draft EIR concludes that the
project would create significant unavoidable traffic impacts at the Main/1* Streets
and Main/2™ Streets intersections. As indicated in Section 3.2.4 of the draft EIR, the
proposed project would result in significant unavoidable adverse impacts to air
quality by violating the SQAQMD standards for VOC and NOy and contributing to
regional nonattainment of these pollutants during construction. This impact would
affect adjacent sensitive receptors, as described under impact AIR-5. Implementation
of AIR-A would reduce PM,;, emissions below the threshold of significance.
Implementation of mitigation measure AIR-A would substantially reduce NOx and
VOC emissions but would not be able to reduce emission levels below a level of
significance. Thus, the proposed project would result in an unavoidable significant
adverse short-term impact to air quality which would cease upon completion of
construction activities of the proposed project.

The speaker also commented on the potential effect of fire trucks or emergency
responders traveling through the nearby 2™ Street tunnel. As indicated in Figure
3.11-1, the traffic analysis considered a range of intersections, including those in the
vicinity of the tunnel. As shown in Table 3.11-7, the proposed project would result
in a significant impact at only the Main/1" Streets and Main/2™ Streets intersections.
Other intersections, including those in the vicinity of the 2™ Street tunnel, would not
be significantly affected by the proposed project.
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40-5

Speaker 41:

Comment No.

The speaker also expressed his opinion regarding the importance of the Old Caltrans
Site as a key location for the city. Two alternatives are evaluated in the EIR, which
would avoid construction at the Old Caltrans Site and 2™ and Main Streets Site.

William Mitchell

Response

41-1

41-2

Speaker 42:

Comment No.

Speaker William Mitchell expressed his opposition to the selection of the Old
Caltrans site for the PHF. The speaker opposes the proposed project because of the
effect it would have on Gallery Row, particularly the M.J. Higgins Gallery. Refer to
response to comments 3-1 and 8-13.

The speaker comments on the range of alternatives discussed in the draft EIR. As
noted in response to comment 7-1, the range of alternatives selected and the
evaluation provided in the EIR is consistent with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA
Guidelines.

Martha Higgins

Response

42-1

42-2

Speaker 43:

Comment No.

Speaker Martha Higgins, owner of MJ Higgins Gallery, expressed support for
keeping the PHF at Parker Center. This option was evaluated in Section 5.3.4 of the
draft EIR as Alternative 3.

Speaker Higgins also stated preference for a public park at the Old Caltrans Site. The
suggestion to develop this location for a public park is discussed under comment 8-
10, which responds to questions about the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities
and Enhancement Plan.

Cheryl McDonald

Response

43-1

43-2

Speaker Cheryl McDonald comments on the City’s designation of sensitive noise
receptors in the draft EIR, requesting that the Higgins Building be included as a
sensitive noise receptor. As discussed in response to comment 8-2, the EIR analysis
has been revised to address this concern.

The speaker commented on the loss of accessible public parking as a result of the
proposed project. As described in Section 3.11-4 (TRANS-3) and in response to
comments 7-1 and 8-5, the proposed project would provide 440 parking spaces for
public use. The project would replace all of the permanently lost spaces and would
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43-3

Speaker 44:

Comment No.

add an additional 159 public parking spaces. The replacement parking would be
provided within % mile of the permanently lost spaces, which is considered to be a
reasonable walking distance. Furthermore, as stated under response to comment 7-1,
the recreation center is not a component of the Police Headquarters Facility Plan;
rather, it is a future related project that is under a separate City agreement with the
Little Tokyo Service Center.

The speaker also comments that the retail frontage along the Main Street side of the
MTD will lack adequate parking and thus has potential to become dead space.
Comment 3-1 responds to this issue, indicating that because the parking and MTD
uses would not conform with the gallery presence that the City is seeking to enhance
along Gallery Row, retail space was provided as part of the proposed project, which
could serve as future art gallery space.

Karie Miller

Response

44-1

Speaker 45:

Comment No.

Speaker Karie Miller comments on the City’s designation of sensitive noise receptors
in the draft EIR, requesting that the Higgins Building be included as a sensitive noise
receptor. Refer to response to comment 8-2 regarding the designation of sensitive
receptors. As requested, all commercially-designated residential uses have been re-
evaluated in the Final EIR as sensitive receptors.

Martin Waterman

Response

45-1

Speaker 46:

Comment No.

Speaker Martin Waterman expressed support for Alternative 3, PHF at Parker Center
as a means to revitalize the downtown area. The draft EIR evaluated this alternative
in Section 5.3.4, which concluded that Alternative 2, PHF at 1% and Alameda Streets
Site would be the environmentally superior alternative. No significant environmental
issues are raised by this speaker and no further response is required.

Eric Kurimura

Response

46-1

Speaker Eric Kurimura spoke against Alternative 2, PHF at 1* and Alameda Site,
providing a history of Nishi Hongwanji Buddist Temple located adjacent to this site.
No significant environmental issues are raised by this speaker and no further
response is required.

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 2-241
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works

Bureau of Engineering



2 Response to Comments

Speaker 47:

Comment No.

Coleman Engellenver

Response

47-1

Speaker 48:

Comment No.

Speaker Coleman Engellenver stated preference for a public park at the Old Caltrans
Site. The suggestion to develop this location for a public park is discussed under
comment 8-10, which responds to questions about the Los Angeles Civic Center
Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan.

Pedro Galindo

Response

48-1

48-2

Speaker 49:

Comment No.

Speaker Pedro Galindo comments on the City’s designation of sensitive noise
receptors in the draft EIR, requesting that the Higgins Building be included as a
sensitive noise receptor. Refer to response to comment 8-2 regarding sensitive
receptors. As requested, all commercially-designated residential uses have been re-
evaluated in the Final EIR as sensitive receptors.

The speaker also opposes the proposed project because of the effect it would have on
Gallery Row and the emerging art culture in downtown Los Angeles. Refer to
response to comments 3-1 and 8-13 regarding Gallery Row and land use issues.

Kjell Hagen

Response

49-1

Speaker 50:

Comment No.

Speaker Kjell Hagen stated that the proposed project is not consistent with the goals
of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan. As noted
in Comment 8-10, the proposed project does not comply with one recommendation of
this plan; however, the plan does not identify definitive locations for differing
government functions, nor does it affect or supersede the Central City Community
Plan which governs land use development in the Civic Center and conforms to the
General Plan. As such, land use consistency impacts at the Old Caltrans Site would
be less than significant.

Jorge Montijo

Response

50-1

Speaker Jorge Montijo, resident of the Higgins Building adjacent to the Old Caltrans
Site, performed a noise experiment to demonstrate anticipated noise levels during
construction. As indicated in response to comments 3-2 and 8-2, the noise analysis
has been revised to include the Higgins Building as a sensitive noise receptor. The
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Speaker 51:

Comment No.

EIR analysis has been revised to address this concern. In addition, the discussion of
cumulative noise impacts has been expanded in Section 4.3.10 of the EIR.

Joan Springhetti

Response

51-1

51-2

Speaker 52:

Comment No.

Speaker Joan Springhetti stated that the proposed project is not consistent with the
goals of the Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan. As
noted in response to comment 8-10, the proposed project does not comply with one
recommendation of this plan; however, the plan does not identify definitive locations
for differing government functions, nor does it affect or supersede the Central City
Community Plan which governs land use development in the Civic Center and
conforms to the General Plan. As such, land use consistency impacts at the Old
Caltrans Site would be less than significant.

Speaker Springhetti also expressed concern regarding the decommissioning of Parker
Center and its abandonment in perpetuity. Refer to response to comments 8-14 and
9-4 for discussions about maintenance of Parker Center and the future use of the
Parker Center Site.

Jerome Brenot

Response

52-1

Speaker 53:

Comment No.

Speaker Jerome Brenot stated preference for a public park at the Old Caltrans Site.
The suggestion to develop this location for a public park is discussed under response
to comment 8-10, which responds to questions about the Los Angeles Civic Center
Shared Facilities and Enhancement Plan. Speaker Brenot also expressed support for
Alternative 3, which would place the new PHF at Parker Center. This alternative was
evaluated in the Chapter 5 of the draft EIR.

Shawn Chou

Response

53-1

Speaker Shawn Chou of Vida Law Group spoke regarding the business at 249 South
Los Angeles Street, a property which would be acquired for the MTD and Main
Street Parking Facility under the proposed project. Speaker Chou opposes the
proposed project and expressed frustration regarding whether any notice has been
taken of previous comments offered at other meetings for the proposed project. As
indicated by this chapter, all verbal comments received during the public meeting for
the draft EIR are being addressed as part of the Final EIR. Refer to response to
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53-2

53-3

Speaker 54:

Comment No.

comment 3-1 regarding impacts associated with property acquisition at the 2™ and
Main Streets Site.

Speaker Chou points out that the structure at 249 South Los Angeles Street is five
stories in height, not two stories as indicated in the draft EIR. This change is noted
and has been revised in Chapter 3 of this Final EIR.

Speaker Chou expressed concern about the proposed recreation center. As stated
under response to comment 7-1, the recreation center is not a component of the
Police Headquarters Facility Plan; rather, it is a future related project that is under a
separate City agreement with the Little Tokyo Service Center. However, the
recreation center is dependent on the completion of the Main Street Parking Facility
and has therefore, been evaluated in the EIR.

Nelson Lee

Response

54-1

Speaker 55:

Comment No.

Speaker Nelson Lee spoke in opposition to the proposed project and expressed
support for Alternative 3. No significant environmental issues are raised by this
speaker and no further response is required.

Nic Cha Kim

Response

55-1

55-2

Speaker 56:

Comment No.

The speaker comments on the range of alternatives discussed in the draft EIR. As
noted in response to comment 7-1, the range of alternatives selected and the
evaluation provided in the EIR is consistent with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA
Guidelines. No additional alternatives need to be explored as part of the Final EIR.

Speaker Kim opposes the proposed project because of the effect it would have on
Gallery Row and the emerging art culture in downtown Los Angeles. Refer to
response to comments 3-1 and 8-13.

Lapchih Fan

Response

56-1

Speaker Lapchih Fan disagrees with the impact conclusions for the land use and
planning, and population and housing sections of the draft EIR. Refer to response to
comment 9-3 for a discussion about surrounding structures and their cultural
significance. Land use impacts are evaluated in Chapter 3.9 Land Use and Planning,
and discussed in response to comments 3-1, 7-2, and 8-10.
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56-2 Speaker Fan comments on an earlier version of the MTD plans, in which one level
was above-grade and the rest of the structure was below-grade. The plans for the
proposed project have been under design for some time. Refer to Chapter 3
regarding changes to the description of the MTD, and to response to comment 7-1
regarding the reasonable range of alternatives required to be analyzed under CEQA.
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3 CLARIFICATIONS AND MODIFICATIONS

The following clarifications and modifications are intended to update the draft EIR in response to the
comments received during the public review period and as a result of updated project information. These
changes, in addition to the draft EIR, constitute the Final EIR, to be presented to the Los Angeles City
Council for certification and approval.

The changes to the draft EIR are listed by chapter or section, page number, and the comment that brought
about the change, if applicable. Corrections are shown as strikethrettgh and additions are shown in bold
text. Please refer to Chapter 2, Response to Comments, for referenced comment letters and corresponding
comments.

Executive Summary

Page Clarification/Revision
ES-2 The new PHF would be built on the block bounded by 1* Street, Main Street, 2" Street, and

Spring Street (Old Caltrans Site). A new office building would be constructed in the central
portion of the site with a minimum floor plate of 40,000 gross ft* and 75-foot minimum
setbacks from the adjoining sidewalks. The office building would contain 11 stories and
would stand approximately 162 feet tall (ground elevation to top of parapet). The PHF would
also include a 350-seat auditorium, café, memorial garden, and additional retail space.

Landscaping would also be installed throughout the site around the perimeter of the office
building and in the plaza area. Subterranean parking would be constructed and would consist

of feur two levels with approximately 760 365 parking spaces. As—an—-eoption;—up—to—140

- The public entrance to the

PHF would be from 1* Street through a 1andscaped plaza. The personnel entrance would be
from 2™ Street near Main Street.

ES-3 A new off=site parking facility for the PHF would be constructed on parcels south of 2™
Street, between Los Angeles Street and Main Street (2™ and Main Streets Site). This new
parking facility would be used instead of the existing police parking at the “tinker toy”
parking facility located southwest of Temple and Judge John Aiso Streets and would also
provide some public parking. The parking facility would contain appreximately-640-parking
spaces;-inclading 500 up to 800 parking spaces for police use (six four levels above grade
with access from Main Street) and 140 parking spaces for public pasking use (two levels

below grade with access from Los Angeles Street) As—aﬁ—ep&eﬂ—&p—te—l-%—spaees—may—be

aéd—a—ﬁ-fth—level—ef—pehe&p&ﬂemg—e&—ﬂ%aﬂa—%eet—ﬁde Constructlon of the Main Street
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Parking Facility would require property acquisition and demolition of existing improvements,
including surface parking lots, three commercial buildings, and a small food stand.

ES-10 The following revisions have been made to Table ES-1:

NOISE-1: Construction would result in a Potentially NOISE-A: During all site preparation, grading, Less than

less than significant noise impact to Significant and construction at each of the project sites, the Significant

proximate sensitive receptors. The nearest construction contractor shall stockpile materials

sensitive noise receptors to the project site and stage vehicle areas away from noise-sensitive

include the Higgins Building, St. George receivers adjacent to the project sites to the extent

Hotel, San Pedro Firm Building, and the feasible.

East-West Players performing arts theatre NOISE-B: All construction equipment used at

(former Japanese Union Church of Los each project site shall be in proper operating

Angeles). Thesereceptors-arelocated condition and fitted with standard factory noise

approximately 20-feet-and-80-feetfromthe attenuation features. All equipment shall be

2nd-and-Main Street-and-Parker Center properly maintained to eliminate unnecessary

Sites;respeetively: The Higgins Building additional noise due to worn or improperly

and St. George Hotel are located maintained parts.

approximately 50 feet and 20 feet from NOISE-C: Hydraulic hammer attachments used

the Old Caltrans and 2"® and Main in pavement and structure demolition at all

Streets Sites, respectively. The San Pedro project sites shall be equipped with a silencing

Firm Building and the East-West Players package.

are located approximately 90 feet and 130 NOISE-D: Plywood fencing (approximately %

feet, respectively, from the Parker Center inch or greater plywood thickness) of a minimum

Site. During construction, ambient noise 8 feet in height shall be used along the perimeter

levels at these sensitive receptors would of construction sites for each project site to

increase by 18 to 25 dBA. Construction minimize noise to nearby noise-sensitive

activities for the proposed project would be receivers. This perimeter fencing shall not have

temporary and sporadic, based on single perforations or gaps, and shall be provided in

construction events that would occur over a addition to required security fencing.

30-month period for the Old Caltrans site,

14 month period for the Main Street Parking

Facility and MTD, and a 15-month period

and1S-menths for the Aiso Street Parking

Facility. Ne-neise-sensitive-receptors-were

Chapter 2 Project Description

Page Clarification/Revision

2-7 Figure 2-3 has been revised to reflect the change in parking spaces provided at the Old
Caltrans and 2™ and Main Streets Sites. Refer to the end of this section for the updated
figure.

2-8 Parking for police use only would be provided below grade but not beneath the office
building. The subterranean parking would consist of two feur levels with approximately 766
365 parking spaces. As-an-opti Rg-spa ay-be-shifted-to-the Main-Stree
the PHE—Ingress and egress to the underground parking would occur from Main Street with
additional egress from Spring Street. Additional off-site parking would be provided south of
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2-8/2-9

2-11

2-11

2-12

2" and Main Streets as discussed below under “Main Street Parking Facility.” Loading
docks and other support services for the PHF such as utility vaults, emergency generators,
and mechanical equipment would be located below grade and would not be visible to the
public. Truck access to the PHF would only occur from Main Street.

To bring affected roadways up to current standards, street dedications and widenings would
be required for the PHF. A 6-foot dedication and widening and construction of a 10-foot
sidewalk on 2™ Street from Main Street to Spring Street would be required. The dedication
would be provided as part of the project and the PHF would be designed to accommodate
future widening along 2™ Street, which is part of a larger proposal from Little Tokyo to Hill
Street that would be implemented separately. In addition, a 12-foot future dedication on
Spring Street;—a—5-foot-dedication-onMain-Street,—and—possibly—a—2-foot-dedication—on—1"
Street would be reguired-and-implemented as part of the project.

The following paragraph has been added at the end of Section 2.3.1:

Proposed locations for the media at the new PHF have been identified as follows: 12
spaces for vans (18-feet by 7-feet vehicles) along the east side of Main Street, between 1*
and 2" Streets, and 6 spaces for LAPD mobile units (32-feet by 12-feet vehicles) along
the north side of 2" Street, between Spring and Main Streets. Special events at the new
PHF would occur in the memorial garden along the Main Street side or in the plaza
along the 1* Street side.

A new off-site parking facility for the PHF would be constructed on parcels south of 2™
Street, between Los Angeles Street and Main Street (see Figure 2-3, Project Components).
This new six-story parking facility would be used instead of the existing police parking at the
“tinker toy” parking facility located southwest of Temple and Judge John Aiso Streets and
would also provide some public parking. The parking facility would contain approximately
640 940 parking spaces total. Of these, 560 800 spaces would be provided for police use on
foeur six above-grade levels on the Main Street side of the structure. The remaining 140
spaces would be provided for public parking use on two below-grade levels on the Los
Angeles Street side. The police parking and public parking would be physically separated by
a barrier wall. Primary ingress and egress to the police parking would be from Main Street
and emergency egress would be from Werdin Place. Ingress and egress for the public

Strect.  As-an-eption—up-te—140-spaces—may-be-shifted

2
1n oy D o E 11s hich
a > a D a VY W

parking would be from Los Angeles

Construction of the Main Street Parking Facility would require property acquisition and
demolition of existing improvements, which consist of surface parking lots, a one-story
commercial building used as an art gallery (244 South Main Street), a small food stand (240

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 3-3
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



3 Clarifications and Modifications

2-14

2-20

Y5 South Main Street), a twe- five-story commercial building (249 South Los Angeles Street),
and a one-story commercial building (245 South Los Angeles Street). In addition, the
northern portion of the alley identified as Werdin Place, which bisects these parcels, would
need to be vacated. In support of project approval and as part of a former proposal known as
the Cathedral Place Project, some of the affected parcels have been acquired by the City
while most are still proposed for acquisition. As identified in Table 2-1, Property
Acquisitions, these parcels would provide needed space for the Main Street Parking Facility
and the MTD facility further discussed below. Table 2-1 indicates the existing uses that
would be displaced as a result of the proposed project and the land status for each parcel.
Displaced businesses would be subject to relocation assistance as required by law.

In accordance with street dedication requirements, a 5-foot future dedication would be
provided on Main Street and a 2-foot dedication would be provided on Los Angeles Street.
No on-street parking, as currently exists on the east side of Main Street, would remain along
the frontage of the proposed Main Street Parking Facility and MTD. An existing pedestrian
crosswalk located mid-block on Main Street, between 2nd and 3rd Streets, may be relocated
approximately 50 feet to the north or may be entirely eliminated in order to be consistent with
the new access driveways for the Main Street Parking Facility and MTD.

Street dedication requirements for the Aiso Street Parking Facility include a 17-foot
dedication on Judge John Aiso Street and a 2-foot dedication on 1* Street. In consultation
with the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), these street—dedication
requirements wetld-be have been waived as Judge JohnAiso-Streetis these streets are not
expected to operate at full capacity as currently designated and would meet mobility and

traffic circulation needs;which-is-a-Class H-Major Highway.

The following paragraphs have been added to the end of Section 2.3.8:

Construction access to the project site, including all entry and exit ways, would be
limited to streets away from nearby noise-sensitive receptors to the extent feasible as
follows: at the Old Caltrans Site, construction access would be limited to Main, 1%, or
Spring Streets; at the 2"* and Main Streets Site, construction access would be limited to
mid-block areas along Main or Los Angeles Streets; and at the Parker Center Site,
construction access would be limited to Judge John Aiso Street, closest to Temple Street.

A construction relations person would be designated to serve as a liaison with the
surrounding community, including property owners, businesses, and residents, to
respond to any concerns or questions regarding construction noise. The liaison’s
contact information would be prominently displayed at each construction area within
the project site.
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2-20

2-21

TABLE 2-2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY

Project
Component Location Details
PHF Old Caltrans 500,000 ft* replacement police headquarters facility
Site 560—te-700-365-space subterranean parking
Main Street 2" and Main 640-t0-780-980-space parking facility (500-te-640 800 police parking
Parking Facility Streets Site spaces and 140 public parking spaces) and future recreation center
MTD 2" and Main 28,000 ft* replacement facility with retail space up to 3,000 ft’

Streets Site

Aiso Street Parking Parker Center 300-space public parking facility with at-grade public plaza and 25-

Facility Site space parking lot (LAPD/MTD use)
Open Space Old Caltrans New 1-acre landscaped area
Site

Figure 2-7 was inadvertently excluded from the Draft EIR. The revised figure is included in
this Final EIR section. Refer to the end of this section for the inclusion of this figure.

Section 3.4 Historic Architectural Resources

Page

3.4-19

Clarification/Revision

The five-story, four-bay Art Deco-style retail warehouse located at 245 249 South
Los Angeles Street was built in 1910. The building has a steel reinforced concrete structure.
The front and rear elevations are reinforced concrete that has been coated by a stucco-like
finish, while the concrete on the side elevations is painted.

The integrity of the setting of historical resources adjacent to the 2" and Main Streets Site has
already been compromised by the demolition of the former buildings on the site and the
construction of the existing parking lots. Former improvements that have been demolished
ranged from low-scale commercial buildings to moderate-scale commercial and mixed-use
development. The scale of the new Main Street Parking Facility and replacement MTD
would not exceed five six stories in height.; and The top floor would be a parking deck on
the roof of the 5" floor. Essentially, the parking structure would not exceed five stories
in height because the 6 floor would be an open parking deck. The five-story height
would be in keeping with the height of the former development on the site. A future
recreation center would add two additional stories above the underground public parking
portion of the Main Street Parking Facility. Because the integrity of the project site has
already been compromised and the new construction would not be substantial in height, the
proposed project would have no indirect impacts on adjacent historical resources. These
resources would not be materially impacted by isolation from or alteration of the character of
their historic setting, nor would they be adversely affected by the introduction of visual
elements that would be out of character with the properties or would alter their settings.
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Section 3.10 Noise and Vibration

Page

3.10-2

3.10-2

Clarification/Revision

The following new subsection has been added to Section 3.10.1, Environmental Setting:

Several rating scales (or noise “metrics”) exist to analyze adverse effects of noise on a
community. These scales include the equivalent noise level (L), the community noise
equivalent level (CNEL), and the day-night average sound level (DNL or Ly,). Average
noise levels over a period of minutes or hours are usually expressed as dBA L.,
meaning the equivalent noise level for that period of time. The period of time averaging
may be specified; L.qs would be a 3-hour average. When no period is specified, a 1-
hour average is assumed. It is important to understand that noise of short duration,
that is, times substantially less than the averaging period, is averaged into ambient noise
during the period of interest. Thus, a loud noise lasting many seconds or a few minutes
may have minimal effect on the measured sound level averaged over a 1-hour period.

To evaluate community noise impacts, a descriptor was developed that accounts for
human sensitivity to nighttime noise. The descriptor is called the DNL (Day/Night
Average Sound Level), which represents the 24-hour average sound level with a penalty
for noise occurring at night. The DNL computation divides the 24-hour day into two
periods: daytime (7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.), and nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.). The
nighttime sound levels are assigned a 10 dBA penalty prior to averaging with daytime
hourly sound levels. CNEL is similar to DNL except that it separates a 24-hour day into
three periods: daytime (7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.), evening (7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.), and
nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.). The evening nighttime sound levels are assigned a
10 dBA penalty prior to averaging with daytime hourly sound levels.

Sensitive receivers identified near the project site are shown in Figure 3.10-1. Several
sensitive uses are located in or adjacent to the project area, including: the New Otani Hotel
southeast of 1* and Los Angeles Streets; Far East Building on the north side of 1% Street
between Judge John Aiso Street and Central Avenue; San Pedro Firm Building on the
east side of Judge John Aiso Street near 1* Street; East-West Players performing arts
theatre in former Japanese Union Church northeast of Judge John Aiso Street and 1™ Street;
the St. George hotel on the north side of 3™ Street, between Main and Werdin Place; the Little
Tokyo Library, which is under construction at the southwest corner of 2™ and Los Angeles
Streets; and the former Saint Vibiana’s Cathedral currently under renovation as a performing
arts center southeast of 2" and Main Streets; the Higgins Building at the southwest corner
of 2" and Main Streets; and Casa Heiwa on the north side of 3™ Street east of Los

Angeles Street.
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3.10-3

3.10-14

Although residences are—alse Residences located in the vicinity of the project site sueh—as
include the Higgins Building (loft-style apartments) southwest of 2™ and Main Streets,
apartments within commercial buildings of the Little Tokyo Historic District northwest of 1*
and Judge John Aiso Streets (Far East Building and San Pedro Firm Building), and
multifamily residential units northeast of 3™ and Los Angeles Streets (Casa Heiwa).
However, these properties are zoned as commercial, not residential. Although there are no
residential zoned properties within the vicinity of the project site, the EIR identifies the
commercially-designated residential uses as sensitive noise receptors, since the City’s

Adaptive Reuse Ordinance and other planning documents recognize the conversion of
commercial buildings to dwelling units as residential uses. Standards—econtained—inthe

Figure 3.10-1 has been revised to include additional sensitive noise receptors. The revised
figure is included in this Final EIR section. Refer to the end of this section for the update
figure.

The following changes were made to the NOISE-1 impact discussion:

e The nearest noise-sensitive receptor to the 2nd Street and Main Streets Site is the St.
George Hotel located on the same block as the proposed Main Street Parking Facility and
MTD, approximately less than 20 feet from potential construction areas. Noise levels
within 50 feet of construction activity may exceed 89 dBA Leq, which would exceed the
ambient noise level by as much as 25 dBA. Construction activities for the Main Street
Parking Facility and MTD would last approximately 14 months, more than one day or 10
days in a three month period as indicated in the significance criteria. However,
construction activities would be short-term and sporadic as construction events would
vary between operating equipment, work breaks, and idle time. Given the development
is not zoned residential, there are no outdoor uses associated with the St. George Hotel,
and construction activities would occur during normal daytime hours when occupants are
not likely to be present, no significant noise disturbances to this nearby noise-sensitive
receptor are anticipated. With the implementation of mitigation measures NOISE-A,
NOISE-B, NOISE-C, NOISE-D, and NOISE-E, temporary noise increases during
construction would be reduced. Thus, construction of the proposed project would not
result in a significant noise impact.

e The nearest noise-sensitive receptors to the Parker Center Site is are the East-West
Players San Pedro Firm Building and the East-West Players performing arts theatre
(former Japanese Union Church of Los Angeles), which s are located approximately 80
feet and 115 feet away across Judge John Aiso Street, respectively. At this these
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3.10-20

distances, noise levels from construction activities along the nearest boundary would be
approximately 85 dBA and 82 dBA L., respectively. ;whick These noise levels would
exceed the ambient noise level at these locations by 21 dBA and 18 dBA. Given the
development is not zoned residential, there are no outdoor uses associated with either

building, theEast-WestPlayers—theatre and construction activities would occur during
normal daytime hours when-events-orperformaneces-are-notlikelyto-eeetr; no significant

noise disturbances to this nearby noise-sensitive receptor are anticipated. Furthermore,
construction activities would be short-term and sporadic over a 15 month period as
construction events would vary between operating equipment, work breaks, and idle time.
With the implementation of mitigation measures NOISE-A, NOISE-B, NOISE-C,
NOISE-D, and NOISE-E, temporary noise increases during construction would be
reduced. Thus, construction of the proposed project would not result in a significant
noise impact.

The nearest noise-sensitive receptors to the Old Caltrans Site is the Higgins
Building, which is located approximately 65 feet away across 2"® Street. At this
distance, noise levels from construction activities along the nearest boundary would
be approximately 87 dBA L., which would exceed the ambient noise level by 23
dBA. Construction activities would occur during normal daytime hours when most
occupants are not likely to be present or resting; consequently, no significant noise
disturbances to this nearby noise-sensitive receptor are anticipated. Furthermore,
construction activities would be short-term and sporadic over a 15 month period as
construction events would vary between operating equipment, work breaks, and
idle time. With the implementation of mitigation measures NOISE-A, NOISE-B,
NOISE-C, NOISE-D, and NOISE-E, temporary noise increases during construction
would be reduced. Thus, construction of the proposed project would not result in a
significant noise impact.

The following new subsection has been added to the end of the NOISE-2 impact discussion:

Parking for police vehicles would be provided at the new PHF and at the Main Street
Parking Facility. No dispatching of emergency vehicles would occur at these facilities
since the new PHF would primarily serve as office space for police headquarter
functions. Therefore, noise from emergency vehicle warning devices is not anticipated.
The City also recognizes that sirens on emergency vehicles are essential for public
welfare and, as provided in the municipal code (Section 11101.j.3), has exempted
warning devices on emergency vehicles from noise restrictions on the use of sound
amplifying equipment.
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3 Clarifications and Modifications

Section 3.11 Traffic and Parking

Page

3.11-11/26

3.11-28

3.11-28

Clarification/Revision

“Cesar Chavez Avenue” was incorrectly spelled in Table 3.11-1 and Table 3.11-5. The
spelling has been corrected in the Final EIR.

The following paragraph has been added at the end of the “Planned Transportation
Improvements” section:

LADOT is currently preparing plans that would reconfigure Second Street between Hill
Street and Alameda Street to provide left-turn lanes and shared through/right-turn
lanes. In addition, several blocks of Second Street in this area would be widened.

The existing contra-flow bus-only lane on Spring Street between Ninth Street and First
Street will be replaced with concurrent flow peak period bus-only lanes on Main Street
(northbound between Ninth Street and First Street) and Spring Street (southbound
between Arcadia Street and Ninth Street). The existing bus-only lane on Spring Street
between First Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue will remain. The right-most lane of
each street segment with concurrent flow peak period bus-only lanes would be limited
to buses only from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., except for
right-turning vehicles. The analysis of affected study intersections assumes that one-
half of the right-turning vehicles would turn right on red.

The following paragraph has been revised in the “Project Traffic Generation” subsection:

Trip generation rates for government office complexes and recreation centers found in 77ip
Generation, 7" Edition were used to develop trip generation estimates for the new trips that
would be generated and existing trips that would be shifted by the PHF, including its parking
and the future recreation center. The proposed auditorium and café in the PHF are
considered as ancillary uses for the purpose of estimating trips and would be included in
the trips estimated using the "Government Office Complex" trip rates. In addition,
empirically derived rates for public parking structures in similar downtown settings were
used to estimate trip generation associated with the 300-space public parking structure (Aiso
Street Parking Facility). No trips were generated specifically for the proposed and 140
public parking spaces at the Main Street Parking Facility, and-# or for the ground-level
retail on that site, because trips were estimated separately for the proposed recreation
center and because the Main Street Parking Facility is currently occupied by, among
other uses, approximately 260 public parking spaces. New driveway counts at the
existing MTD facility were used to project the future trip generation at the proposed MTD.
The results are summarized in Table 3.11-6. Taking into account the proximity to the
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3 Clarifications and Modifications

3.11-29

3.11-30

extensive bus and rail transit service in the area and after discussions with LADOT staff, a 20
percent reduction was taken to account for a portion of the project employees who would
utilize modes of transportation other than a personal vehicle to arrive at the proposed project
site. As shown in Table 3.11-6, it is projected that the project would generate approximately
3,376 3,340 net new daily trips, including approximately 215 during the morning peak hour
and 345 during the evening peak hour.

The following paragraph has been revised in the “Project Traffic Assignment” subsection:

The distribution pattern was used to assign the project-generated traffic to the local and
regional street system. The existing project-related trips, as estimated in Table 3.11-6, were
assigned to and subtracted from the projected cumulative turning movements at the
intersections based on their current parking locations, and the total future trips as estimated in
Table 3.11-6 were assigned to and added to the cumulative turning movements. The
assignment took into account the planned changes in the physical and operational
characteristics of the surrounding street system. Refer to Appendix H for an illustration in
the technical report of the assignment of the proposed project-generated peak hour traffic
volumes at each of the 43 analyzed intersections during the weekday morning and afternoon
peak hours.

Table 3.11-6, Trip Generation Rates and Estimates, has been revised.
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TABLE 3.11-6. TRIP GENERATION RATES AND ESTIMATES

Trip Generation Rates

ITE [1] Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use Code Units Rate Rate  %In % Out Rate %In_ %Out
Project Land Uses
Government Office Complex [2] 733 per employee 7.75 0.61 89% 11% 0.79 31% 69%
Public Parking Structure [3] per stall 3.98 0.32 85% 15% 0.37 20% 80%
Specialty Retail 814 per 1,000 ft? 44.32 6.84 48% 52% 2.71 56% 44%
12715 | 4452 52% 61% 39%
Restaurant 932933 | per 1,000 ft* 716 43.87 60%  48% 40% 10:92 26.15 51% 49%
Manufacturing 140 per 1,000 ft? 3.82 0.73 7% 23% 0.74 36% 64%
Recreation Center [9] 495 per 1,000 ft? 22.88 1.62 61% 39% 1.64 29% 71%
Estimated Trip Generation
Daily AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips
Trips Total In Out Total In Out
Proposed Project
Police Headquarters Facility (PHF) 733 2,400 employees 18,600 1,464 1,303 161 1,896 588 1,308
Motor Transport Division (MTD) [5] 449 92 48 44 48 27 21
Recreation Center 60,000 ft? 1,373 97 59 38 98 28 70
Subtotal 20,422 | 1,653 1,410 243 2,042 643 1,400
Transit Credit
Government Office Complex and Recreation Center
(20%) (4,084) | (331) (282 (49) (408) (129) (280)
Subtotal 16,338 | 1,322 1,128 194 1,634 514 1,120
Public Parking Structure 300 stalls 1,195 96 82 14 111 22 89
Total Proposed Project Trip Estimates 17,533 | 1,418 1,210 209 1,745 536 1,208
Existing Land Use to Be Relocated
Police Headquarters Facility (PHF)
Government Office Complex 2,138 employees 16,570 | 1,304 1,161 143 1,689 524 1,165
Motor Transport Division (MTD) [4]
Government Office Complex 400 82 43 39 43 24 19
La Costena Mexican Restaurant [6]
Food Stand (240 1/2 South Main Street) 500 125 ft? 64 90 6 3 3 53 32 21
MJ Higgins Gallery [7]
Art Gallery (244 South Main Street) 25,600 4,000 ft? 0 0 0 0 10 5 5
Blackjack Liquidator [61[8]
Retail Clothing/Electronics (245 South Los Angeles
St.) 7,300 ft* 324 50 24 26 0 0 0
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Trip Generation Rates
ITE [1] Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use Code Units Rate Rate  %In % Out Rate %In  %Out
Vida Enterprise Corp. [61[8]
Garment Manufacturing (249 South Los Angeles St.) 52,800 ft? 202 39 30 9 0 0 0
17,560
Subtotal 17,585 | 1,481 1,261 220 1,747 556 1,191
Transit Credit
Government Office Complex (20%) (3,394) | (277) (241) (36) (346) (110) (237)
Total Existing Land Use Trip Estimate 14,166 | 1,204 1,020 184 1,401 446 955
Net Project Trip Estimate
3,367 96
Total Proposed Project minus Existing Land Uses 3,342 214 190 25 344 346 91 254 255

Notes:

[1] Source: Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), Trip Generation, Seventh Edition, 2003.

[2] Daibyfire-station-trips-estimated-to-be-3-00-trips-perempleyee. As ancillary components, the PHF would include a 9,487 s.f. auditorium and a 5,340 s.f. café. Trips were not
estimated separately for these components as such facilities would be included within the "Government Office Complex" trip rates.

[3] Rates developed using empirical data observed from the surface public parking lots in the vicinity; daily trips estimated.

[4] Peak hour trips (inbound and outbound) are based on traffic counts at the existing MTD driveway observed on Wednesday, March 16, 2005. Daily trips estimated based on input from
Bureau of Engineering, May 2005.

[5] Empirical trip generation a.m. and p.m. data were collected at the existing MTD and was increased by approximately 12%, equal to the increase in PHF employees.

[6] Size of existing land use on proposed project site was provided by Lisa Ochsner, Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering in email dated Mareh-25 June 21, 2005.

[7]1 Trip generation for the Art Gallery was estimated based on field observations and the hours of operation at the MJ Higgins Art Gallery.

[8] Based on interviews with the on-site store clerks, there are no evening operations at the clothing/electronics and garment manufacturing.

[9] No trips related specifically to the 140 public parking spaces proposed in the Main Street Parking Facility were estimated because a higher trip estimate for the recreation
center was made and trips to the approximately 260 existing public parking spaces on the project site are included in the base traffic counts.

Source: Kaku Associates, Inc. 2005

Page 3-12 Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



3.11-32

3.11-34

3.11-34

The City has established threshold criteria used to determine significant traffic impacts of a
proposed project within its jurisdiction.

The following has been added to the beginning of the Impact Analysis section:

Since the draft EIR was distributed for public review, the distribution of parking spaces
proposed for the PHF and the Main Street Parking Facility has been revised. The
revised project would provide a total of 1,190 parking spaces for the PHF, including 365
parking spaces at the Old Caltrans Site, 800 parking spaces at the 2" and Main Streets
Site, and 25 parking spaces for oversized vehicles at the Parker Center Site. As
originally proposed, the project would provide 140 public parking spaces at the 2nd and
Main Streets Site and 300 public parking spaces at the Parker Center Site. As such, the
total parking supply for the revised project has been reduced by 135 spaces and 300
parking spaces have been transferred from the Old Caltrans Site to the 2" and Main
Streets Site.

A traffic and parking analysis was conducted for the revised project (see Final EIR
Appendix A). The updated traffic analysis determined that under the revised project
conditions, the same intersections would be significantly and unavoidably impacted as a
result of the project (Main Street and 2" Street and Main Street and 1st Street). In
addition, the updated parking analysis determined that the revised project would
decrease the amount of surplus parking spaces from the 690 spaces under the former
project. However, the total number of parking spaces would exceed the required 535
spaces and result in a surplus of 655 spaces under the revised project. Accordingly, the
findings of the traffic and parking analysis would remain the same as the draft EIR
analysis. The revised traffic analysis is included in the Final EIR as Appendix A.

Table 3.11-7, Future Intersection Level of Service Analysis, has been revised. All numbers
in bold text have been updated.

TABLE 3.11-7. FUTURE INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

Cumulative Cumulative Plus Project Significant
Peak Base (2009) Project (2009) Increase Project
Intersection Hour | VICorDelay L VIC or Delay L inVIC Impact

(@]
w
(2]

*1

North Broadway AM 0.447

0.439 -0.008 NO

2nd Street PM 0.478 0.510 0.032 NO

*2

North Broadway AM 0.631

0.648 0.017 NO

1st Street PM 0.587 0.643 0.056 NO

*3

North Broadway AM 0.791
Temple Street PM 0.699

0.778 -0.013 NO
0.717 0.018 NO

4

Spring Street AM 0.332
3rd Street PM 0.247

0.330 -0.002 NO
0.224 -0.023 NO

*5

Spring Street AM 0.517
2nd Street PM 0.531

0.507 0.010 NO
0.633 0.102 NO

> > |W Q> W
W > (> >0 Q|w > >0
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Cumulative Cumulative Plus Project Significant

Peak Base (2009) Project (2009) Increase Project

Intersection Hour | VICorDelay LOS VIC or Delay LOS inVIC Impact
*6 Spring Street AM 0.469 A 0.513 A 0.044 NO
1st Street PM 0.371 A 0.391 A 0.020 NO
*7 Spring Street AM 0.551 A 0.537 A -0.014 NO
Temple Street PM 0.339 A 0.332 A -0.007 NO
*8 Main Street AM 0.089 A 0.185 A 0.096 NO
3rd Street PM 0.397 A 0.443 A 0.047 NO
*9 Main Street AM 0.332 A 0.477 A 0.145 NO
2nd Street PM 0.747 C 0.862 D 0.115 YES
*10 Main Street AM 0.368 A 0.376 A 0.008 NO
1st Street PM 0.662 B 0.737 C 0.075 YES
11 Main Street AM 0.342 A 0.342 A 0.000 NO
Temple Street PM 0.674 B 0.681 B 0.007 NO
*12 Los Angeles Street AM 0.545 A 0.653 B 0.108 NO
3rd Street PM 0.483 A 0.490 A 0.007 NO
*13 Los Angeles Street AM 0.491 A 0.568 A 0.077 NO
2nd Street PM 0.751 C 0.768 C -0.017 NO
*14 Los Angeles Street AM 0.475 A 0.505 A 0.030 NO
1st Street PM 0.519 A 0.515 A -0.004 NO
*15 Los Angeles Street AM 0.420 A 0.389 A -0.031 NO
Temple Street PM 0.537 A 0.504 A -0.033 NO
*16 Los Angeles Street AM 0.504 A 0.503 A -0.001 NO
Aliso Street PM 0.586 A 0.597 A 0.011 NO
17 Los Angeles Street AM 0.477 A 0.478 A 0.001 NO
Arcadia Street PM 0413 A 0.412 A -0.001 NO
*18 San Pedro Street AM 0.552 A 0.579 A 0.027 NO
3rd Street PM 0.365 A 0.360 A -0.005 NO
*19 San Pedro Street AM 0.455 A 0.433 A -0.022 NO
2nd Street PM 0.632 B 0.611 B -0.021 NO
*20 San Pedro Street AM 0.476 A 0.451 A -0.025 NO
1st Street PM 0.619 B 0.607 B -0.012 NO
21 Judge John Aiso Street | AM 0.352 A 0.257 A -0.095 NO
Temple Street PM 0.456 A 0.374 A -0.082 NO
*22 Central Avenue AM 0.358 A 0.359 A 0.001 NO
2nd Street PM 0.563 A 0.558 A -0.005 NO
*23 Central Avenue AM 0.441 A 0.433 A -0.008 NO
1st Street PM 0.687 B 0.687 B 0.000 NO
24 Alameda Street AM 0.698 B 0.709 C 0.011 NO
3rd Street PM 0.427 A 0.432 A 0.005 NO
*25 Alameda Street AM 0.581 A 0.593 A 0.012 NO
2nd Street PM 0.695 B 0.699 B 0.004 NO
*26 Alameda Street AM 0.851 D 0.866 D 0.015 NO
1st Street PM 0.722 C 0.705 C -0.017 NO
*27 Alameda Street AM 0.548 A 0.552 A 0.004 NO
Temple Street PM 0.526 A 0.461 A -0.065 NO
*28 Alameda Street AM 0.503 A 0.493 A -0.010 NO
Aliso Street PM 0.506 A 0.477 A -0.029 NO
*29 Alameda Street AM 0.515 A 0.505 A -0.010 NO
Arcadia Street PM 0.716 C 0.686 B -0.030 NO
*30 Alameda Street AM 0.302 A 0.293 A -0.009 NO
Los Angeles Street PM 0.617 B 0.604 B -0.013 NO
*31 Alameda Street AM 0.780 C 0.777 C -0.003 NO
Cesar E. Chavez PM 0.804 D 0.793 C -0.011 NO
32 Hewitt Street AM 0.585 A 0.574 A -0.011 NO
1st Street PM 0.699 B 0.686 B -0.013 NO
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Cumulative Cumulative Plus Project Significant
Peak Base (2009) Project (2009) Increase Project
Intersection Hour | VICorDelay LOS VIC or Delay LOS inVIC Impact
33 Hewitt Street 8 A 8 A
Commercial Street 8 A 8 A
AM 0.069 0.061 -0.008 NO
PM 0.147 0.088 -0.059 NO
34 Garey Street 12 B 11 B
Temple Street 17 C 17 C
AM 0.190 0.161 -0.029 NO
PM 0.323 0.312 -0.011 NO
35 Garey Street AM 0.479 A 0.479 A 0.000 NO
Commercial Street PM 0.803 D 0.768 C -0.035 NO
*36 Vignes Street AM 0.953 E 0.935 E -0.018 NO
Ist Street PM 1.116 F 1.091 F -0.025 NO
37 Vignes Street 9 A 9 A
Temple Street 16 C 15 B
AM 0.261 0.255 -0.006 NO
PM 0.483 0.457 -0.026 NO
38 Vignes Street 9 A 9 A
Commercial Street 8 A 8 A
AM 0.212 0.212 0.000 NO
PM 0.147 0.147 0.000 NO
Center St/Santa Fe 14 B 15 B
39 Ave
1st Street 17 C 17 C
AM 0.257 0.252 -0.005 NO
PM 0.371 0.389 0.018 NO
40 Center Street 14 B 14 B
Temple Street 12 B 12 B
AM 0.311 0.286 -0.025 NO
PM 0.390 0.390 0.000 NO
41 Center Street 11 B 11 B
Commercial Street 11 B 11 B
AM 0.389 0.365 -0.024 NO
PM 0.377 0.377 0.000 NO
*42 Misson Road AM 1.214 F 1.209 F -0.005 NO
1st Street PM 0.799 C 0.798 D -0.001 NO
*43 Mission Road AM 0.931 E 0.931 E 0.000 NO
Cesar E. Chavez PM 1.325 F 1.325 F 0.000 NO
Avenue
Notes

*

Intersection is currently operating under ATSAC system.

[a] Intersection is two-way stop controlled. The top rows show analysis using Highway Capacity Manual stop-controlled
methodology, for the purpose of evaluating the operating condition of the intersection. Average intersection vehicular delay
in seconds per vehicle is reported rather than V/C ratio. The bottom rows show analysis using the CMA methodology, for
the purpose of application of City of Los Angeles significance criteria. V/C ratio is reported.

Source: Kaku Associates, Inc. 2005

3.11-37 The following paragraph has been added at the end of the “Cumulative Plus Project Traffic
Conditions” section:

The project trip generation estimates were not affected by the shift in location of
parking described above, as they are based on the number of future employees at the

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 3-15
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



3 Clarifications and Modifications

3.11-39

3.11-40

proposed PHF. Wshile the overall project trip distribution would not be affected by
these changes, the amount of project traffic on the local street system in the immediate
vicinity of the Old Caltrans and 2"* and Main Streets Sites would differ slightly from
what was presented in the draft EIR. The traffic analysis has been revised to reflect
these parking changes (see Final EIR Appendix A).

The proposed project would provide approximately 45225 1,190 parking spaces for police and
MTD use, including approximately 365 subterranean spaces at the Old Caltrans Site,
approximately 800 above-grade spaces at in the Main Street Parking Facility, inclading
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approximately anether 25 spaces adjacent to the Aiso Street Parking Facility. In addition, the
project would construct approximately 440 parking spaces for public use, including 300
spaces in the Aiso Street Parking Facility and approximately 140 public spaces within the
Main Street Parking Facility. Of the 140 spaces at the Main Street Parking Facility, 100
spaces would be for the future recreation center and 40 spaces would be for the new Little
Tokyo Library currently under construction. However, the parking spaces would not be
solely limited to these uses and would be available for the general public and visitors to the
Civic Center.

Table 3.11-8, Summary of Parking Requirements and Proposed Parking Supply, has been
revised.

TABLE 3.11-8. SUMMARY OF PARKING REQUIREMENTS AND PROPOSED PARKING SUPPLY

. . . Required
Land Use Size [A] Parking Ratio [B] Parkin‘;'; Spaces
Police Headquarters Facility (PHF) | 500,000 ft* 1 space per 1,000 ft? 500
350 seats auditorium 350 seats 1 space per 10 seats 35
MTD 28,000 s.f. Not Applicable 0
535
Spaces Provided on PHF site[a] 760-365
Between Main and Los Angeles Streets, south of 2™ Street 500-800
Between Temple Street and 1st Street, west of Judge John Aiso 25
+225-1,190
Surplus (Shortage) 690-655
BREAKDOWN OF PUBLIC PARKING
Between Temple Street and 1st Street, west of Judge John Aiso 300
Between Main and Los Angeles Streets, south of 2nd Street 140
440

Notes:

a. Source: City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering
b. Source: City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Section 12.21A4, accessed at www.ci.la.ca.us April 2005
Source: Kaku Associates, Inc. 2005
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Chapter 4 Impact Overview

4-10

Clarification/Revision

Cumulative construction noise impacts would result if noise-generating activities at nearby
cumulative projects occur concurrently and affect the same sensitive receptors. Given that 73
related projects would occur in the general vicinity of the project site (see Table 2-3),
concurrent construction activities have the potential to contribute to the short-term noise
impact generated by the project construction activities. Of the cumulative projects
described in Table 2-3 of the draft EIR, there are four potentially sensitive receptors
that are or will be constructed within 500 feet of the 2"* and Main Street Site and Old
Caltrans Site. These include the Little Tokyo Branch Library (203 South Los Angeles
Street), which was evaluated as a sensitive receptor in Chapter 3.10, Noise and
Vibration, and three residential development projects. These residential projects
include the Little Tokyo Block 8 Project (510 condos and 240 apartments located at 2"
and San Pedro Street), the Teramachi Project (127 senior housing units at 3" and San
Pedro Street), and the Douglas Building Project (50 condominiums at 257 South Spring
Street). All of these projects are located further from the proposed project site than the
sensitive noise receptors evaluated in Chapter 3.10 of the EIR and none are located
within 200 feet of the proposed construction activities, with the exception of the Little
Tokyo Block 8 project. The Little Tokyo Block 8 project would be subject to short-term
construction noise impacts, which would not be cumulatively significant, as construction
would be short-term and sporadic and would be regulated by the LAMC. Given the
proposed project would comply with applicable noise requirements of the LAMC and would
implement mitigation measures NOISE-A, NOISE-B, NOISE-C, NOISE-D, and NOISE-E,
short-term noise impacts would be reduced. Similar measures may also be implemented for
related projects causing potential noise impacts during construction. As such, the proposed
project would not contribute to a significant cumulative noise impact.

Stationary noise sources generally include equipment, machinery, and activities and
processes at facilities. Enforcement of the LAMC minimizes the exposure of noise generated
at stationary noise sources. The stationary sources attributable to other land uses would be
expected to comply with the City’s noise regulations. Consequently, stationary noise sources
of the proposed project combined with other project developments would not result in
significant adverse cumulative noise impacts. Since operational noise impacts were
determined to be less than significant in the EIR and none of the cumulative projects
would be closer than the sensitive receptors evaluated in the EIR, no significant
cumulative noise impacts to sensitive receptors would occur.
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3 Clarifications and Modifications

Chapter 5 Project Alternatives

Clarification/Revision

The majority of components to be constructed under Alternative 3 would be similar to the
proposed project. The public parking facility and recreation center would not be constructed
and no development would occur at the Old Caltrans and 2™ and Main Streets Sites. Instead,
the PHF, PHF parking structure, and MTD would be developed at the Parker Center Site.
This alternative would also require demolition of structures on the Parker Center Site, which
would create higher intensity noise levels during the initial project phase. Sensitive receptors
in the vicinity of the Parker Center Site, including the New Otani Hotel, the San Pedro Firm
Building, Far East Building, and East West Players performing arts theatre, would be
affected by short-term noise impacts resulting from demolition and construction at the site.
These impacts would be mitigated by measures NOISE-A through NOISE-D. No significant
vibration impacts would occur during construction due to the absence of nearby sensitive
receptors in close proximity. The closest sensitive receptor to the Parker Center Site is
the San Pedro Firm Building, which is approximately 90 feet from the site. As shown in
Table 3.10-5, at distances of 25 feet or greater, vibration levels from construction would
be below the annoyance threshold for humans.
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3 Clarifications and Modifications

NEW AND REVISED EIR FIGURES
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4 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Public Resources Code Section 21081 requires that mitigation measures identified in environmental
review documents prepared in accordance with CEQA are implemented after a project is approved.
Therefore, this Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared to ensure
compliance with the adopted mitigation measures during the pre-construction, construction, post-
construction, and operational phases of the Police Headquarters Facility Plan Project.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering (BOE) is the agency
responsible for implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the EIR. The MMRP includes the
following information for each mitigation measure:

o the phase of the project during which the required mitigation measure must be implemented,;
e the phase of the project during which the required mitigation measure must be monitored;

o the enforcement entity; and

e the monitoring entity.

The MMRP also includes a checklist to be used during the mitigation monitoring period. The checklist
will verify the name of the monitor, the date of the monitoring activity, and any related remarks for each
mitigation measure.

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Final EIR Page 4-1
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

TABLE 4-1 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Verification of Compliance

a qualified archaeologist. In the event cultural resources are
discovered, work in the vicinity shall be halted immediately
until the resource is assessed and treatment is determined.
For the Old Caltrans Site, monitoring shall be conducted
during all excavation and grading activities. For the 2" and
Main Streets Site, monitoring shall be conducted during
excavation, grading, and removal of pavement. Additional

2. Construction

prior to bid and
award

2. Conduct as-
needed site visits
and review and
approve

Implementation Responsible Monitoring Enforcement
Mitigation Measure Procedurest Entity Procedurest Entity Initial/Date Remarks
AIR QUALITY
AIR-A: Best Available Control Measures (BACMs) shall 1. Final Plansand | 1. BOE Project 1. Review BOE
be incorporated into the project’s contract specifications to Specifications Manager specifications Environmental
facilitate enforcement, as follows: prior to bid Management
e Atleast 75% of all architectural coatings shall be No- | 2- Construction 2. Construction and award Group (EMG)
VOC coatings. Contractor
e  All heavy construction equipment will be outfitted
with particulate filters.
e All heavy construction equipment will be powered by
Puri-NOX or a NOX emission-reducing equivalent
fuel.
e  All heavy construction equipment shall be properly
tuned and maintained.
e All heavy construction equipment engines will use
cooled exhaust gas recirculation or will be Tier 11
compliant, as feasible.
e  All heavy construction equipment not equipped with
cooled exhaust gas recirculation will be equipped with
NOX catalysts, as feasible.
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
ARCH-A Ground-disturbing activities at the Old Caltrans 1. Final Plans and | BOE Project 1. Review EMG
Site and the 2" and Main Streets Site shall be monitored by | Specifications Manager specifications

1 “Final Plans and Specifications” indicates that the mitigation measure must be incorporated into the final approved design, plans, and specifications for the project. “Pre-Construction” refers to
measures that are required prior to the start of construction. “Construction” refers to measures that must be implemented during all applicable aspects of project construction, including, but not
limited to, site preparation, paving, material hauling, and construction of new facilities. “Post-Construction” refers to measures that must be carried out after construction activities have ceased.

“Operations” includes all measures that must be implemented during routine operations of the police facilities.

Police Headquarters Facility Plan Draft EIR
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Verification of Compliance

the 2" and Main Streets Site, a qualified paleontologist(s)
shall monitor excavation and earth removal from areas
likely to contain paleontologic resources, including

the marine Late Miocene Puente Formation (also known as
the Modelo Formation) and marine Pliocene Fernando
Formation. To avoid construction delays, the
paleontological monitor(s) shall be equipped to salvage
fossils as they are unearthed and to remove samples of

subsurface Pleistocene alluvium and underlying deposits of

Specifications

2. Construction

Manager

specifications
prior to bid and
award

2. Conduct as-
needed site visits

Implementation Responsible Monitoring Enforcement
Mitigation Measure Procedures! Entity Procedures! Entity Initial/Date Remarks

granite pavement discovered during construction would monitoring
warrant the preparation of a DPR update form. report(s)

prepared by

qualified

archaeologist
HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES
HIST-A A maintenance plan for Parker Center shall be Post-Construction | BOE Project Review and EMG
developed and implemented by a qualified historic architect Manager approve
or preservation professional who meets the Secretary of the maintenance plan
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards. The plan prepared by
shall address the character-defining features of Parker qualified
Center that were detailed in the historical assessment architectural
prepared for the City’s Proposition Q and F Civic Center historian
Public Safety Facilities Project (Gregory, Wuellner, and
Hirsch 2004). The plan shall include a detailed
documentation of existing contributing historic features,
finishes, and materials of Parker Center and associated
contributing objects, including the Young mosaic and
Rosenthal sculpture group. The plan shall comply with all
applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and shall include
a maintenance schedule for Parker Center.
PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES
PALEO-A During excavation at the Old Caltrans Site and 1. Final Plans and | BOE Project 1. Review EMG

Page 4-4
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Verification of Compliance
Implementation Responsible Monitoring Enforcement
Mitigation Measure Procedures! Entity Procedures! Entity Initial/Date Remarks
sediments that are likely to contain fossil remains. The
paleontological monitor(s) shall be able to temporarily halt
or divert construction equipment, should the salvage and
removal of fossil specimens require this. The monitor shall
be present for all major grading. In the event that major
grading reveals the presence of fossiliferous rock unit(s) at
any site, the monitor shall be on-site until all grading is
completed.
PALEO-B During excavation at the Old Caltrans Site and 1 Final Plans and BOE Project 1. Review EMG
the 2" and Main Streets Site, samples of the Puente Specifications Manager specifications
Formation and Fernando Formation shall be collected and prior to bid and
analyzed by a qualified paleontologist for potential fossil 2. Construction award
resources. As these fossils are small and undetectable in
normal excavation monitoring activities, samples shall be
collected from a range of depths at the location, and a
number at the discretion of the paleontologic monitor(s).
PALEO-C If paleontological resources are encountered 1 Final Plans and BOE Project 1. Review EMG
during construction, recovered specimens shall be prepared | Specifications Manager specifications
to a point of identification and permanent preservation, prior to bid and
including washing of sediments to recover small or minute 2. Construction award
fossil remains.
PALEO-D If paleontological resources are encountered 1 Final Plans and BOE Project 1. Review EMG
during construction, recovered specimens shall be identified | Specifications Manager specifications
and curated into an established, accredited, professional prior to bid and
museum repository with permanent retrievable 2. Construction award
paleontologic storage.
PALEO-E Upon completion of construction activities, a 1 Final Plans and BOE Project 1. Review EMG
report of findings with an itemized inventory of specimens Specifications Manager specifications
shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Los Angeles, prior to bid and
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering along 2. Construction award
with a confirmation of the specimens deposited in an
accredited and permanent museum repository. 2. Review and
approve
Police Headquarters Facility Plan Draft EIR Page 4-5
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Verification of Compliance

shall be used along the perimeter of construction sites at the
project site to minimize noise to nearby noise-sensitive
receivers. This perimeter fencing shall not have perforations
or gaps, and shall be provided in addition to required
security fencing.

2. Pre-
Construction

2. Construction
Contractor

prior to bid and
award

2. Conduct as-
needed site visits

Implementation Responsible Monitoring Enforcement
Mitigation Measure Procedures! Entity Procedures! Entity Initial/Date Remarks
monitoring
report(s)
prepared by
qualified
paleontologist
NOISE AND VIBRATION
NOISE-A During all site preparation, grading, and 1. Final Plans and | 1. BOE Project 1. Review EMG
construction at the project site, the construction contractor Specifications Manager specifications
shall stockpile materials and stage vehicle areas away from prior to bid and
noise-sensitive receivers adjacent to the project sites to the 2. Pre- 2. Construction award
extent feasible. Construction Contractor
2. Conduct as-
3. Construction needed site visits
NOISE-B All construction equipment used at the project 1. Final Plans and | 1. BOE Project 1. Review EMG
site shall be in proper operating condition and fitted with Specifications Manager specifications
standard factory noise attenuation features. All equipment prior to bid and
shall be properly maintained to eliminate unnecessary 2. Construction 2. Construction award
additional noise due to worn or improperly maintained Contractor
parts.
NOISE-C Hydraulic hammer attachments used in 1. Final Plans and | 1. BOE Project 1. Review EMG
pavement and structure demolition at the project site shall Specifications Manager specifications
be equipped with a silencing package. prior to bid and
2. Construction 2. Construction award
Contractor
NOISE-D Plywood fencing (approximately % inch or 1. Final Plans and | 1. BOE Project 1. Review EMG
greater plywood thickness) of a minimum 8 feet in height Specifications Manager specifications
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Verification of Compliance
Implementation Responsible Monitoring Enforcement
Mitigation Measure Procedures! Entity Procedures! Entity Initial/Date Remarks
NOISE-E All residents of the St. George Hotel shall be 1. Final Plans and | BOE Project 1. Review EMG
notified of potential vibration impacts at least 14 days prior | Specifications Manager specifications
to beginning of construction on the MTD and Main Street prior to bid and
Parking Facility. 2. Pre- award
Construction
Police Headquarters Facility Plan Draft EIR Page 4-7
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

This page intentionally left blank.

Page 4-8 Police Headquarters Facility Plan Draft EIR
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering



APPENDIX A

TRAFFIC AND PARKING ANALYSIS FOR REVISED PROJECT



KCUNSSOCIATES

Transportation Planning

Traffic Engineering

Parking Studies

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

TO: Lisa Ochsner, City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
FROM: Netai Basu and Elaine Jeng
DATE: February 23, 2006

SUBJECT: Police Headquarters Facility (PHF)
Traffic Analysis of Revised Project Ref: 1764.01

INTRODUCTION

The distribution of proposed parking supply for the Los Angeles Police Headquarters Facility as
described in the Traffic and Parking Study for the Public Headquarters Facility Plan, Kaku
Associates Inc., October 2005 (traffic study) has been modified since the draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) was published in November 2005. The proposed parking supply for the
Police Headquarters Facility project (PHF) as described in the DEIR was distributed as follows:

e 700 parking spaces at the Old Caltrans site for Police use (with ingress and egress on
Main Street and egress only on Spring Street)

e 500 parking spaces at the 2" and Main Streets site for Police use and MTD use (with
ingress and egress on Main Street)

Based on the revised project description, modifications to the distribution of the project parking
supply are as follows:

e 365 parking spaces at the Old Caltrans site for Police use (with ingress and egress on
Main Street and egress only on Spring Street)

e 800 parking spaces at the 2" and Main Streets site for Police use and MTD use (with
ingress and egress on Main Street)

The proposed 140-space public parking supply on the 2™ and Main Streets site and the
proposed 25-space parking supply for oversized vehicles proposed for the Parker Center site
remain unchanged. Figure 1 illustrates the revised locations of the project components and
describes the distribution of the project parking supply.

The traffic impact and parking analysis process was repeated based on the new parking supply
distribution.  Specifically, the project traffic assignment, intersection level of service (LOS)
analysis, and parking analysis were reassessed.

—
201 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite 500

Santa Monica, CA 90401

(310) 458-9916 Fax (310) 394-7663
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Project traffic assignment was conducted for the revised project description utilizing the same
methodology and assumptions as outlined in the traffic study. The existing conditions analysis
and the analysis of future baseline conditions (including related projects and background traffic
growth) presented in the traffic study are not affected by the revised parking distribution and are
incorporated by reference into this memorandum.

PROJECT TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENT

In the traffic study, distribution of project traffic was based on the percentage of parking supply
proposed for each project site. Of the total 1,200 parking spaces proposed for the PHF, 700
were located at the Old Caltrans site (58%) and 500 were located at the 2" and Main Streets
site (42%). The amount of project-generated traffic was assigned to each project site using this
percentage split. The project would also provide a small amount of parking for oversized LAPD
vehicles at the Parker Center site (25 spaces).

Using the same approach, the updated analysis assigned project-generated traffic the Old
Caltrans site and the 2" and Main Streets site using the new percentage split. The project now
proposes to provide a total of 1,165 parking spaces for the PHF, including 365 parking spaces
at the Old Caltrans site (31%) and 800 parking spaces at the 2" and Main Streets site (69%).
The proposed oversized vehicle parking at the Parker Center site remains unchanged.

Figure 2 updates Figure 7 in the ftraffic study and illustrates the revised assignment of the
project-generated peak hour traffic volumes at each of the 43 analyzed intersections during the
weekday morning and afternoon peak hours. Figure 3 updates Figure 8 in the traffic study and
illustrates the revised projection of the cumulative plus project scenario.

INTERSECTION IMPACT ANALYSIS

Forty-three intersections in the vicinity of the project site were analyzed in the traffic study for
the morning and afternoon peak hours. The same forty-three intersections were analyzed for
the revised project for the cumulative plus project conditions and updated LOS worksheets are
included in Attachment A.

The Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) methodology of intersection capacity calculation was
used to analyze signalized intersections and the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology
was used to analyze stop-controlled locations. The traffic study explains each of these
evaluation methodologies in more detail. The volume to capacity (V/C) ratio and the delay in
seconds calculated by each methodology correspond to the level of service (LOS) definitions
listed in the traffic study.

Based on the City of Los Angeles significance criteria, two locations would be significantly
impacted with development of the revised project: Main Street & Second Street and Main Street
& First Street. These are two same locations identified as significantly impacted in the traffic
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study. The results of the revised intersection impact analysis are summarized in Table 1, which
updates Table 8 in the traffic study.

PARKING

Parking Reguirements

Since no changes were made to size of the project components and or proposed use of the
project components, the parking requirements based on the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code
(Code) analysis outlined in the traffic study is unchanged. Per the Code, the proposed project
should provide 535 parking spaces for the PHF, the 350-seat auditorium and the Motor
Transport Division (MTD) components. Table 2 summarizes the Code requirement breakdown
and updates Table 10 in the traffic study.

Parking Requirements Versus Parking Supply

As previously proposed, a total of 1,225 parking spaces would have been provided for the PHF,
the 350-seat auditorium and the MTD components. The revised project would slightly decrease
the overall parking supply for these components to 1,190 parking spaces.

As shown in Table 2, which presents a comparison of the Code required parking spaces and the
revised parking supply, the project would have a surplus of 655 spaces.

TRAFFIC AND PARKING FINDINGS

Compared to the previous project analyzed in the traffic study, the revised project would change
the spatial distribution of the proposed parking supply and reduce it slightly, from 1,225 spaces
to 1,190 spaces.

The revised project was fully evaluated by reassigning project traffic due to the changes in the
proposed parking supply. The updated intersection impact analysis found that the revised
project would have a significant impact at two of the 43 analyzed intersections: Main Street &
Second Street and Main Street & First Street. These are two same locations projected to be
significantly and unavoidably impacted in the traffic study. Therefore, the modifications to the
proposed project do not change the findings of the traffic impact analysis as presented in the
traffic study.

The revised project would provide 35 fewer parking spaces than would the project analyzed in
the traffic study. The City of Los Angeles Municipal Code would require the revised project to
provide a total of 535 parking spaces, leaving a surplus of 655 spaces. As the revised project
would provide more parking than required by Code, the findings presented in the traffic study
are unchanged.
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SUMMARY

The distribution of parking supply at project sites has been modified and reduced
slightly. The revised project would provide 1,190 parking spaces for the PHF, the 350-
seat auditorium and the MTD components. The Old Caltrans site would provide 365
parking spaces, the 2" and Main Streets site would provide 800 parking spaces and the
Parker Center site would provide 25 spaces for oversized vehicles. In addition, 140
public parking spaces would be located at the 2" and Main Streets site and 300 would
be located at the Parker Center site.

Future project traffic was reassigned based on the revised project description.
Quantitative analysis of 43 study intersections indicated that there would be two
significantly impacted locations in the future plus project conditions, based on the City’s
significant impact criteria: Main Street & Second Street and Main Street & First Street.
No feasible mitigation measures were identified for either location. These are the same
two intersections found to be significantly and unavoidably impacted in the traffic study.

The Code parking requirement of 535 spaces for the revised project is the same as for
the project analyzed in the traffic study. A comparison of the Code required and the
revised parking supply shows that the project would have a surplus of 655 spaces. The
previously proposed project would have provided a surplus of 690 spaces. In either
case, the supply would more than satisfy the Code requirement.

The analysis documented in this memorandum shows that the findings of the traffic
study related to significant traffic and parking impacts would be unchanged with the
currently proposed project.
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LOCATIONS OF PROPOSED PROJECT COMPONENTS
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TABLE 1
FUTURE INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

Cumulative Cumulative Plus Project
Peak Base (2009) Project (2009) Increase Significant

Intersection Hour | V/C or Delay LOS V/C or Delay LOS in V/IC Impact?
*1 North Broadway AM 0.447 A 0.439 A -0.008 NO
Second Street PM 0.478 A 0.510 A 0.032 NO
*2 North Broadway AM 0.631 B 0.648 B 0.017 NO
First Street PM 0.587 A 0.643 B 0.056 NO
*3 North Broadway AM 0.791 C 0.778 C -0.013 NO
Temple Street PM 0.699 B 0.717 C 0.018 NO
*4 Spring Street AM 0.332 A 0.330 A -0.002 NO
Third Street PM 0.247 A 0.224 A -0.023 NO
*5 Spring Street AM 0.517 A 0.507 A -0.010 NO
Second Street PM 0.531 A 0.633 B 0.102 NO
*6 Spring Street AM 0.469 A 0.513 A 0.044 NO
First Street PM 0.371 A 0.391 A 0.020 NO
*7 Spring Street AM 0.551 A 0.537 A -0.014 NO
Temple Street PM 0.339 A 0.332 A -0.007 NO
*8 Main Street AM 0.089 A 0.185 A 0.096 NO
Third Street PM 0.397 A 0.443 A 0.046 NO
*9 Main Street AM 0.332 A 0.477 A 0.145 NO
Second Street PM 0.747 C 0.862 D 0.115 YES
*10 Main Street AM 0.368 A 0.376 A 0.008 NO
First Street PM 0.662 B 0.737 C 0.075 YES
11 Main Street AM 0.342 A 0.342 A 0.000 NO
Temple Street PM 0.674 B 0.681 B 0.007 NO
*12 Los Angeles Street AM 0.545 A 0.653 B 0.108 NO
Third Street PM 0.483 A 0.490 A 0.007 NO
*13 Los Angeles Street AM 0.491 A 0.568 A 0.077 NO
Second Street PM 0.751 C 0.768 C 0.017 NO
*14 Los Angeles Street AM 0.475 A 0.505 A 0.030 NO
First Street PM 0.519 A 0.515 A -0.004 NO
*15 Los Angeles Street AM 0.420 A 0.389 A -0.031 NO
Temple Street PM 0.537 A 0.504 A -0.033 NO
*16 Los Angeles Street AM 0.504 A 0.503 A -0.001 NO
Aliso Street PM 0.586 A 0.597 A 0.011 NO
17 Los Angeles Street AM 0.477 A 0.478 A 0.001 NO
Arcadia Street PM 0.413 A 0.412 A -0.001 NO




TABLE 1
FUTURE INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

Cumulative Cumulative Plus Project
Peak Base (2009) Project (2009) Increase Significant
Intersection Hour | V/C or Delay LOS V/C or Delay LOS in VIC Impact?
*18 San Pedro Street AM 0.552 A 0.579 0.027 NO
Third Street PM 0.365 A 0.360 -0.005 NO
*19 San Pedro Street AM 0.455 A 0.433 -0.022 NO
Second Street PM 0.632 B 0.611 -0.021 NO
*20 San Pedro Street AM 0.476 A 0.451 -0.025 NO
First Street PM 0.619 B 0.607 -0.012 NO
21 Judge John Aiso Street AM 0.352 A 0.257 -0.095 NO
Temple Street PM 0.456 A 0.374 -0.082 NO
*22 Central Avenue AM 0.358 A 0.359 0.001 NO
Second Street PM 0.563 A 0.558 -0.005 NO
*23 Central Avenue AM 0.441 A 0.433 -0.008 NO
First Street PM 0.687 B 0.687 0.000 NO
24 Alameda Street AM 0.698 B 0.709 0.011 NO
Third Street PM 0.427 A 0.432 0.005 NO
*25 Alameda Street AM 0.581 A 0.593 0.012 NO
Second Street PM 0.695 B 0.699 0.004 NO
*26 Alameda Street AM 0.851 D 0.866 0.015 NO
First Street PM 0.722 C 0.705 -0.017 NO
*27 Alameda Street AM 0.548 A 0.552 0.004 NO
Temple Street PM 0.526 A 0.461 -0.065 NO
*28 Alameda Street AM 0.503 A 0.493 -0.010 NO
Aliso Street PM 0.506 A 0.477 -0.029 NO
*29 Alameda Street AM 0.515 A 0.505 -0.010 NO
Arcadia Street PM 0.716 C 0.686 -0.030 NO
*30 Alameda Street AM 0.302 A 0.293 -0.009 NO
Los Angeles Street PM 0.617 B 0.604 -0.013 NO
*31 Alameda Street AM 0.780 C 0.777 -0.003 NO
Cesar E. Chavez PM 0.804 D 0.793 -0.011 NO
**32 Hewitt Street AM 0.585 A 0.574 -0.011 NO
First Street PM 0.699 B 0.687 -0.012 NO
33 Hewitt Street 8 A 8
Commercial Street 8 A 8
AM 0.069 0.061 -0.008 NO
PM 0.147 0.088 -0.059 NO




TABLE 1
FUTURE INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

Cumulative Cumulative Plus Project
Peak Base (2009) Project (2009) Increase Significant
Intersection Hour | V/C or Delay LOS V/C or Delay LOS in VIC Impact?
34 Garey Street 12 B 11 B
Temple Street 17 C 17 C
AM 0.190 0.161 -0.029 NO
PM 0.323 0.312 -0.011 NO
35 Garey Street AM 0.479 A 0.479 A 0.000 NO
Commercial Street PM 0.803 D 0.768 C -0.035 NO
*36 Vignes Street AM 0.953 E 0.935 E -0.018 NO
First Street PM 1.116 F 1.091 F -0.025 NO
37 Vignes Street 9 A 9 A
Temple Street 16 C 15 B
AM 0.261 0.255 -0.006 NO
PM 0.483 0.457 -0.026 NO
38 Vignes Street 9 A 9 A
Commercial Street 8 A 8 A
AM 0.212 0.212 0.000 NO
PM 0.147 0.147 0.000 NO
39 Center St/Santa Fe Ave 14 B 15 B
First Street 17 C 17 C
AM 0.257 0.252 -0.005 NO
PM 0.371 0.389 0.018 NO
40 Center Street 14 B 14 B
Temple Street 12 B 12 B
AM 0.311 0.286 -0.025 NO
PM 0.390 0.390 0.000 NO
41 Center Street 11 B 11 B
Commercial Street 11 B 11 B
AM 0.389 0.365 -0.024 NO
PM 0.377 0.377 0.000 NO
*42 Misson Road AM 1.214 F 1.209 F -0.005 NO
First Street PM 0.799 C 0.798 C -0.001 NO
*43 Mission Road AM 0.931 E 0.931 E 0.000 NO
Cesar E. Chavez Avenue PM 1.325 F 1.325 F 0.000 NO

Notes:
* Intersection is currently operating under the ATSAC system.
** Intersection is currently stop-controlled and will be signalized and operate under the ATSAC system as part of the Metro Gold Line East
Extension program.

[a] Intersection is two-way stop controlled. The top rows show analysis usingHighway Capacity Manual stop-controlled methodology, for the
purpose of evaluating the operating condition of the intersection. Average intersection vehicular delay in seconds per



TABLE 2
SUMMARY OF CODE PARKING REQUIREMENTS AND PROPOSED SUPPLY

REQUIRED PARKING
LAND USE SIZE [a] PARKING RATIO [b] SPACES
GOVERNMENTAL USES
SPACES REQUIRED
Police Headquarters Facility (PHF) 500,000 s.f. 1 space per 1,000 s.f. 500
350-seat auditorium 350 seats 1 space per 10 seats 35
MTD 28,000 s.f Not Applicable 0
535
SPACES PROVIDED
on PHF site 365
Between Main and Los Angeles Streets, south of Second Street 800
Between Temple Street and First Street, west of Judge John Aiso 25
1,190
Surplus (Shortage) 655
OTHER USES
SPACES REQUIRED
Café [c] 5,340 s.f. none 0
Ground-level Retail [c] 3,000 s.f. none 0
Recreation Center [d] 60,000 s.f. 1 space per 1,000 s.f. 60 - 600
60 - 600
SPACES PROVIDED
Between Temple Street and First Street, west of Judge John Aiso 300
Between Main and Los Angeles Streets, south of Second Street 140
440
Surplus (Shortage) between 380 and (160)

Notes

a. Source: City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering

b. Source: City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Section 12.21A4, accessed at www.ci.la.ca.us April 2005

c. Section 12.21A4(i) exempts business and commercial buildings of less than 7,500 s.f. from the requirement to provide off-street
parking in the Downtown Business District.

d. Code indicates a rate of 10 space per thousand square feet for a gymnasium and 1 space per thousand square feet for philanthropic
institutions. At this time, the actual make-up of the future recreation center is unknown and it is expected that the actual parking need
will be approximately 100 spaces.
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CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | North Broadway WE: | Second Street | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

TH RT TH RT LT TH TH RT
EXISTING | 45 [ 511 [ 137 |[ 39 [ 708 | 50 || 25 | 400 | 55 | [ 43 | 475 | 67 ]
AMBIENT | [ | | [ [ | | | \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 45 [ 511 | 137 |[ 39 [ 708 [ 50 |[ 25 [ 400 | 55 | [ 43 | 475 | 67 |
PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR
LANE \1H0H [o]1]ofo][2]ofz]o1]ofo] [of1]oJofxfo]o] [of2]ofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 314 A: 253
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 45 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
45 + 379 + 25 + 314
VIC = = 0.439 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ North Broadway WIE: ‘ First Street ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'-w—i '-MH 'ﬂﬁﬁﬂN—i '—ﬁmﬂ—i
TH TH RT LT TH TH RT
EXISTING | 61 | 417 | 86 || 44 | 763 | 140 || 68 ] 1049 | 131 | [ 81 | 849 | 28 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 61 [ 417 | 86 || 44 [ 763 | 140 || 68 [1049 | 131 | [ 81 [ 849 | 28 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]o]2]ofzJofof[2]ofsfofx]ofo] [2]of2]ox1fofo] [1]o]2]o0f1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Var |[ Auto | [ Prot-Var | [ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 292 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: [ 81 ] B: [ e ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 61 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 61 + 452 + 393 + 81 ~ 0648 LoS= B
*1375

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ North Broadway ‘ WIE: ‘ Temple Street ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

LT TH RT LT TH T TH
EXISTING | 86 | 394 [ 73 1] 122 | 996 [ 296 || 71 [ 465 | 65 | [ 58 | 425 | 108 |
AMBIENT | [ | | [ [ | | | \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 86 [ 394 | 73 |[ 122 [ 996 [ 296 | [ 71 [ 465 | 65 | [ 58 | 425 | 108 |

LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ2]ofxJofof[2]of2fofxfofo] [2]ofa]oxfofo] [1]of2]of1]o]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL [ Prot-Var |[ Auto | [ Prot-Var |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A B ]
B: 122
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 267 A: 265
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 86 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
86 + 646 + 71 + 267
VIC = = 0.778 LOS= C
1375

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Spring Street | we | Third Street | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 0 | 0 | 0 |[ o [1542] 89 |[ 440 ] 1199 l o J[ o] o ] o]
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 0 [ 0o | o ][ O [1542] 89 |[ 440 J1199] 0 |[ o [ o [ o |
PPV 4RI LR PR LT HG PR
LANE \OIOH [ofofofo][o]of4]oo]1]o] [1]o]2]o]ofo]o] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ <none> | [ <none> |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 0 A foeo0 ]
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
~ [ oTL-080  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = +
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
+ + 600 + 0
VIC = = 0.330 LOos= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 . Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Spring Street WIE: ‘ Second Street ‘ /S No:

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project AM

STuDYDATE: [ ]

GROWTH FACTOR: l:|

CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Spring Street WE: | First Street | s No: [ 6 ]

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project AM ‘

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

™ RT T™H RT RT ™

*1500

LT TH RT LT TH RT L TH TH RT
EXISTNG [ 0 [ 0 | o |[ 74 J1710] 61 |[ 88 [ 420 ] 0 |[ 0 ] 328 | 290 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 0 | o | o ][ 74 J17io] 61 |[ 88 [ 420 ] 0 ][ 0 ] 328 [ 290 |
PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR
LANE \OHOH [o]ofofo][o]1]3]oof1]o] [2]o]z]ofofo]o] [ofoJ2[ofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
e = " 0.00 - 0.60 A
i & 2 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound ' '
A: il 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: [ 0 ] 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
vic = ro 40 v 40 v O - 0507 Los= A

EXISTING | 2 | o [ o ][ 97 [1281] 146 || 109 | 946 | 4 ][ 57 | 656 | 264 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 2 | 0o | o ][ 97 [1281] 146 |[ 109 [ 946 | 4 | [ 57 | 656 | 264 |
PPV 4RI LR PR LT HG PR
LANE \OIOH [ofofofo][o]1]2]ofo]1]o] [1]o]3]ofofo]o] [1]oJ2[of1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
" o n 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: o
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: il 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B[ 0 | 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 0 + 459 + 109 + 307 - 0513 LoS= A

*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO06

February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Spring Street | wie | Temple Street | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 0 [ 0 | 0 |[ 47 J1501] 103 |[ 85 | 494 | 9 |[ 5 | 408 | 244 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 0 [ 0 [ 0 ][ 47 [1501] 103 |[ 85 [ 494 | 9 | [ 5 [ 408 | 244 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]oJofofoJofJof[s]o]3foJofofo][2]of2]o1fofo] [ofoJ2[of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A TTEETT A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 | B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
~ [ oTL-080  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: [ 0 ] 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
0 + 500 + 252 + 326
VIC = = 0.537 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Main Street | we | Third Street | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 153 [ 997 | 0 |[ o [ o | o J[ o J1510] 392 |[ o | o | o |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 153 [ 997 [ 0 |J[ o [ o [ o J[ o J1s10[ 392 ][ o | 0o [ o |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [of1]2]ofoJofo][ofofofoJoJofo] [ofof3[ofof1]o] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm || <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
o [
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
gy zr A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
il 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 153 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = +
ves —=2 0 - - 0185 Los= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM CPAMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Main Street ‘ WIE: ‘ Second Street ‘ /S No: iI| N/S: ‘ Main St ‘ WIE: ‘ First St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i S QUILEOUND ) LoelESTEOUN s '—ﬁmﬂ—i '-w—i SQUILEOLD 'ﬂﬁﬁﬂN—i '—ﬁm@—i
TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT TH RT TH LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 94 [ 603 ] 3 J[ 0 [ o [ 1 J[ o [361] 77 |] 151 | 254 | o | EXISTING | 64 [ 526 ] 38 |[ o | o J o |J[ o | 924 | 91 | | 101 | 652 | 0 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL | [ 603 ] 38 J[ 0 [ o [ 1 J[ o [361] 77 ][ 151 [ 254 | 0 | TOTAL | [526 | 38 |][ 0 [ o [ o J[ o0 [924] 91 J[101 [652] 0 |
ABAPD GHIEAPD WAL P GHIAL P W GEARAPR AL AEAPD QLA PH QW L0E4P®
LANE \OM [o]of1]o][o]ofofoofofo] [ofoJofofxfo]o] [1]oJ2[ofofo]0] LANE  [of1]2]ofoJ1]o][ofofofoJoJofo] [ofof2]o1fofo] [1]o]3[ofofo]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ <none> | SIGNAL | Perm || <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A D] A o]
B [0 ] B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 254 A: 438 A: 217 A: 338
0.00 - 0.60 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 151 B: [ 0 ] B: 101 B [0 |
0.61-0.70 B 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements =  A(N/B) + A(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 232 + 0 + 438 + 151 0477 LoS= A VIC = 197 + 0 + 338 + 101 - 0376 LOS= A
*1500 *1425
Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM CPAMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: \ Main St \ WIE: \ Temple St \ /S No: N/S: \ Los Angeles St \ WIE: \ Third St \ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i L SQUIEEOLD '—M '—ﬁmﬂ—i '-w—i S QUILE QU et L oelESTEOUN e Lo EASTEQUND
TH RT LT TH RT LT TH TH RT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 59 [499 100 [ 0o [ o [ o J[ o [439] eo | [ 72 [ 373 ] 0 ] EXISTING | 26 [ 264 ] o || o [ 683 ] 224 || 321 [1704] 109 |[[ 0 | o [ o |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 59 [ 499 [ 101 || 0o [ o J o J[ o [43 ] 60 |[ 72 [ 373 ] 0 | TOTAL [ 26 [ 264 | 0 ][ 0o [683 ] 224 |[321 ]1704] 109 |][ 0 | 0 [ o |
LR PR 4L TRAPR ALY PR A ES P LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]1]2]of1]o]o][0]0]o0 IOIOHOHO\\0|0|1H0H1H0|0\\1“0“2\\0\\0“0\\0\ LANE  [of1]1]ofoJofo][ofofsfofx1]ofo][2]of2]o1]ofo] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ <none> | SIGNAL | Perm || <none> | [ <none> |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
o [T A
B [0 ] B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A [ 87 lr A A T lr A
0.00 - 0.60 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 72 B: B: B: __321
: 0.61-0.70 B III 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B) North/South Critical Movements =  A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 165 + 0 + 250 + 72 - 0342 LoS= A VIC = 184 + 454 + 604 + 0 - 0653 LOS= B
1425 *1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Los Angeles St WE: | Second St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i S QUILEOUND ) LoelESTEOUN s '—ﬁmﬂ—i
TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH
EXISTING | 36 [ 340 [ 33 || 78 [ 840 ] -1 || 33 [ 319 ] 92 |[ 90 | 142 | 117\
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 36 [ 340 | 33 |[ 78 [ 840 [ -1 |[ 33 [ 319 ] 92 | [ 9 [ 142 [ 117 |
LR PR GETRAPR LB PR AL S
LANE  [of1JofofzJofof[s]of2fofx1]ofo] [2]ofofoxrfofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A 259 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [ 80 B[ 33 ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 36 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
ViC = 36 + 420 + 411 + 90 _ 0568 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Los Angeles St WIE: | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

TH TH RT TH RT T™H

EXISTING | 34 [ 303 ] 60 || 111 | 833 ] 160 | | 162 ] 946 ] 98 | [ 63 | 495 | 164 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 34 [ 303 | 60 |[ 111 [ 833 [ 160 | [ 162 [ 946 | 98 | [ 63 | 495 | 164 |

LR PR 4T RAPR LB PR AL E S
LANE  [1]o]2ofz]ofo][2]o]2foJo]1]o] [2]of2]ox1fofo] [1]o]2]0f1]0]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A [ 2% A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 34 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
34 + 417 + 348 + 63
VIC = = 0.505 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Los Angeles St | we | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

LT TH RT LT TH TH
EXISTING | 66 | 386 [ 95 |] 156 [1000] 186 || 75 [ 353 ] 112 | [ 75 | 313 | 116 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL 66 | 386 | 95 |[ 156 [1000] 186 || 75 [ 353 | 112 | [ 75 [ 313 | 116 |

CEARAPR QLA W HLRPD 4R P

Lane  [1]of2fof1Jofo][1]of2]o1]1]0] [1]of2[ofof1]o] [1JoJ1]of1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B: 156
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 215 A: 177
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 66 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
66 + 333 + 75 + 215
VIC = = 0.389 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Los Angeles St | wie | Aliso St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

LT TH RT LT TH RT TH
EXISTING [ 0 [ 352 [ 101 |[ 15 | 592 | o | o ] o ] o |[ 23 [442] 549 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL 0 [352] 191 |[ 15 [ 592 ] 0o J[ o | o | o ][ 23 | 442 [ 549 |

LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0foJ2of1]ofo][2]o]3foJofofo] [ofofoJofofofo] [of1]2]of1]0]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 549 A G
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: [ 23 | B: 0
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B[ 0 | 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
191 + 15 + 0 + 549
VIC = = 0.503 LOS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Los Angeles St | we | Arcadia St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 34 [ 338 | 0 |[ 0o [37] 28 |[ 297 J1129] 43 |[ o | o | o0 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 34 [ 338 ] 0 |[ 0o [37 ] 28 |[ 297 [1129] 43 J[ 0o | 0 [ 0o |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o]1]2]ofoJofo][ofofzfoJx1]ofo][of1]2]o1fofo] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm ][ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A TTETT A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] B
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 34 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 34 + 193 + 490 + 0 0478 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/s;\ San Pedro St \ W,E;\ Thrid St \ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 74 [ 222 | 0 |[ o [517] 78 |[ 250 J2089] 63 |[ 0 | o | 0 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 74 [ 222 ] o ][ o [517 ] 78 ][ 250 [2089] 63 |][ 0 | 0 [ o0 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]o]2]ofoJofo][ofofsfof1]ofo] [of1]2]o1fofo] [ofoJofofofo]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A T A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 74 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 74 + 298 + 601 + 0 - 0579 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | San Pedro St | we | Second St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i '-MH '—m '—ﬁmﬂ—i
TH RT T T TH
EXISTING | 119 | 192 | 53 |[ 25 [ 364 ] 53 |[ 43 | 232 | 46 | [ 16 | 253 | 158 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 119 [ 192 | 53 |[ 25 [ 364 | 53 |[ 43 [ 232 ] 46 | [ 16 | 253 | 158 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofof[2]o]2foJof1]o] [2]ofofoxfofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 411 A: 278
0.00 - 0.60 A
2 B
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 119 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 119 + 182 + 43 + 411 0433 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | San Pedro St | we | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
L blQRTHEQUNR el [ SOUTEEOLAD IMH '—ﬁmﬂ—i
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH L TH
EXISTING | 60 | 88 | 89 |[ 29 [ 176 | 55 | [ 192 ] 1105 ] 52 | [ 40 | 493 | 110 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 60 | 88 | 89 |[ 29 [ 176 | 55 |[ 192 [1105] 52 | [ 40 | 493 [ 110 |
PPV 4RI LR PR LT HG PR
LANE \0|1H [ofof1Jo][ofs]z]ofofa]o] [2]ofs]ofxfo]o] [1]oJ2[o1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 302 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 60 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 60 + 103 + 579 + 40 _ o451 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 . Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ San Pedro St ‘ WIE: ‘ Temple St ‘ /S No:

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project AM

STuDYDATE: [ ]

GROWTH FACTOR: l:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

1500

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH R T TH RT
EXISTING [ 77 | 0 [ 71 |[ o [ o | o J[ 25 J481] o |[ o [ 462 | 116 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | | | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 77 ] o [ 712 J[ o [ o | o J[ 25 [ 481 ] o ][ o0 | 462 [ 116 |
GELBRAPD A LPAL PR G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE  [2]oJofJofoJ1]o][ofofofoJofofo][2]of2]o ofofo] [0fof1]of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
N I
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 289 A: 241
[r 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: _25
lIl 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 71 + 0 + 25 + 289 0257 LoS= A

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/s:‘ Central Ave ‘ WIE:‘ Second St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 84 [ 218 | 77 |[ 95 [ 279 ] 9 |[ 57 [ 361 ] 20 |[ 20 | 169 | 83 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | | | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 84 [ 218 [ 77 |[ 95 [ 279 9 |[ 57 [ 361 ] 20 | [ 20 | 169 | 83 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofof[2]ofsfofx]ofo][2]ofoJo1fofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A: 144
B:
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 252 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: —20 B: __57
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 148 + 95 + 381 + 20 - 0350 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Central Ave | we | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 128 | 0 [ 124 |[[ o | o | o ][ 298 J1248] 3 |[ o0 [ 533 | 133 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [118 | 0 [ 124 ][ o [ o | o J[ 298 [1248] 3 ][ O ] 533 ] 133 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P®
LANE  [1]oJofofoJ1]o][oofofoJofofo][2]of2]o ofofo] [ofof2[of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
o [T
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 333 A: 624
[r 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: 298
lIl 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 118 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 124 + 0 + 298 + 333 0433 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Alameda St | we | Third St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 99 [ 660 | 0 |[ 0o [ 900 | 265 | [ 164 J2208] 107 |[ 0o | o | o0 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 99 [ 660 [ O |[ O [ 900 [ 265 |[ 164 [2208] 107 |][ 0 | 0 [ o0 |
GEARAPR AL AEAPD QLA PH QW L0E4P®
LANE  [1]o]2]ofoJofo][ofof2foJo]1]o] [of1]2]o1fofo] [0foJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A [
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 620
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: __164
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 99 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
ViC = 99 + 450 + 620 + 0 - 0709 Los= ¢
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Alameda St WE: | Second St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

Mwwm

TH RT LT TH TH RT
EXISTING | 121 | 674 | 34 |[ 43 J1123] 73 ][ 70 | 214 ] 2o | [ 42 [ 102 | 77 ]
AMBIENT | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | \ | | | H | | \ \ | | \ |
TOTAL [ 121 [ 674 | 34 || 43 [1123] 73 |[ 70 [ 214 | 20 | [ 42 [ 102 | 77 |
LR PR GETRAPR LB PR AL S
Lane  [1]of1]of1]oJo][2]oJ1]of1fofo] [1]ofofo1fofo] [1]ofofof1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A [ 17 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 42 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 121 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
121 + 598 + 234 + 42
VIC = = 0.593 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Alameda St WE: | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

TH TH RT LT TH RT TH
EXISTING | 63 | 594 | 57 || 43 J1045] 269 || 1 [1166] 13 || 165 | 430 | 61 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 63 [ 594 | 57 || 43 [1045] 269 |[ 1 [1166] 13 | [ 165 | 430 | 61 |
LR PR 4T RAPR LB PR AL E S
LANE  [1]o]2]ofoJ1]o][2]o]2]oJo]1]o] [ofof2]ofof1]o] [1]of2]of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 246 A: 583
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 165 B: [ 0 ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 63 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E

—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)

63 + 523 + 583 + 165

VIC = = 0.866 Los= D
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Alameda St | we | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

LT TH RT TH RT LT TH TH RT
EXISTING [ 79 [ 630 | 0 |[ 31 [1207] 392 |[ 28 | 222 ] 67 | | 106 | 70 | 55 |
AMBIENT | [ | | [ [ | | | \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | |
TOTAL [ 79 [ 630 | O ][ 31 [1207] 392 |[ 28 [ 222 | 67 ][ 106 | 70 | 55 |
PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR
LANE \1H0H [o]ofofo][2]of2]oof1]o] [2]o]z]ofx]o]o] [2]Jo]2[of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A A
0.00 - 0.60 A
. B
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 79 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
79 + 604 + 145 + 58
VIC = = 0.552 LOS= A
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Alameda St | wie | Aliso St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LR GT:E7T-TOTIVO NI S oTI Y=o VTSN RMET/=SST-To VTN oM 7 \SS7=Te VT oM |

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT L TH RT
EXISTING [ 0 [ 592 | 187 |[ 170 [1337] 0 |[ 229 ] 0 [ 140 |[ 64 | 82 | 127 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | |
TOTAL [ 0 [ 592 ] 187 |[ 170 [1337] 0 |[ 229 | 0 [ 140 | [ 64 | 82 [ 127 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [ofof3ofof1Jo][2]o]3foJoJofo][2]ofoJofof1]o] [2]of2]ofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Split |[ Auto | [ Split |[ Auto

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: _—446
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
AT A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [ 3 | B: [ 29 ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
0 + 446 + 229 + 127
VIC = = 0.493 LOS= A
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO06

February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Alameda St ‘ WIE: ‘ Arcadia St ‘ /S No: N/S: ‘ Alameda St ‘ WIE: ‘ Los Angeles St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'—W—i L SQUIEEOLD '—Mﬁ—i V=S =YoTVTN - '—mﬂi—i '—Wﬁ—i 'ﬂﬁmﬁ—i TV =YoTVT -
TH RT LT TH RT TH LT TH RT TH RT TH RT RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 42 [945 ] 0o ][ o0 J1005] 29 || 364 | 1294 | 135 | o ] o | o] EXISTING | 9 | 563 | 125 | [ 96 [1101] 317 || 47 ]| 173 | 77 ][ 68 | 71 | 43 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 42 [ 945 ] 0 |[ 0 J1005] 29 ][ 364 [1294] 135 ][ 0 | 0 [ 0 | TOTAL 9 [563 ] 125 |[ 96 [1101] 317 |[ 47 [ 173 [ 77 | [ 68 | 71 [ 43 |
AAAPD LA EAPN GHLEAPD CHLEA PY GELBRAPD A LPALPD G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE \1“0\\ [o]ofofo][ofof2]ox1]ofo] [21]z]o1]o]o] [ofoJofofofo]oO] LANE  [o0foJ2]ofx]ofof[2]o]2fofxs]1]o] [of1]a]ofof1]o] [1]2]ofofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm ][ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> | SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A A
B [0 ] B
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A TTETT A A A
0.00 - 0.60 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
N B: B B:
0.61-0.70 B 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 42 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 42 + 345 + 476 + 0 ~ 0505 LoS= A VIC = 0 + 367 + 110 + 68 - 0293 LOS= A
*1500 *1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM CPAMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Alameda St ‘ WIE: ‘ Cesar E. Chavez ‘ /S No: N/S: ‘ Hewitt ‘ WIE: ‘ First St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i '-MH '—m '—ﬁmﬂ—i blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
TH RT TH RT TH T TH LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 97 | 408 | 202 || 93 [1357 [ 201 || 182 | 1220 | 52 | [ 94 | 605 | 142 | EXISTNG [ 3 [ 0 [ 11 |[ o | o | o ][ 36 J1229] 0 |[ 0 | 485 | 25 ]
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL 97 [ 408 [ 202 |[ 93 [1357] 291 | [ 182 [1220] 52 || 94 [ 605 | 142 | TOTAL 3 [ o J 11 J[ o] o J o |J[ 3 J1229] o ][ 0 [ 48 [ 25 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ2]ofxJofof[2]o]2fofx1]ofo] [2]of2]0 1fofo] [1]o]2]0f0f1]0] LANE  [1]oJofofzJofof[2]ofofofx1]ofo] [of1]oJo1fofo] [of2]ofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL [ Prot-Fix |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ OLA | SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ split |[ Auto | [ split |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A A o]
B: B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
e = " 0.00 - 0.60 A " e n 0.00 - 0.60 A
s [T B: o B [0 ] B: o
0.61-0.70 B 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 57 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 97 + 549 + 424 + 94 0777 Los= ¢ ViC = 11 + 0 + 651 + 255 - 0574 LosS= A
*1375 *1425
Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/s;‘ Hewitt St ‘ W/E:‘ Commercial St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 9 | o | 7 |J[ o J o] o J[ 5 7] o [ o] 7a ] 21]
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 9 [ o [ 7 J[ o J oJ o J[ 5 7] o ][ o7 ]<=2]
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]oJofofoJoJz][ofofofoJofofo][2]of2]ofofofo] [ofofa[ofof1]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A0 ]
o [0
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A T a7
0.00 - 0.60 A
B[ o | B L5 ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: [ 9 ] 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
vic = 0+ 0 5 * M. Los= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Garey St | wie | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 2 [ o [ o |[ 22 ] o ] o |[ 2 J1e5] 28 |[ 23 J 127 | 1 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | |
TOTAL [ 1 [ o [ o J[ 22 ] o | o J[ 2 J165 ] 28 | [ 23 [127 ] 1 |
GELBRAPD A LPALPD G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE  [of1]ofofof1Jo][o1]ofoJof1]o] [ofofoJ1]ofofo] [1]of2]ofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
N
B[22 |
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 127 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 8] B [ 2 ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: i 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
vic = v 2 B, Los= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Garey St | wie | Commercial ST | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

CPAMOB CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Vignes St | wie | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT TH
EXISTING [ 5 [ 32 | 17 |[ 187 [ -43 [ 388 |[ 6 ] 116 | 58 || 251 | 272 | 11 |
AMBIENT | [ | | [ [ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 5 [ 32 | 17 |[ 187 [ -43 [ 388 |[ 6 [ 116 | 58 | [ 251 | 272 | 11 |

PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR

LANE \0H1H [o]1]oJo][o]1]ofoof1]o] [2]o]z]of1]o]o] [2]JoJofof1]o]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm ][ <none> | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

RT TH ™ RT

EXISTING | 1 | 7 [ 112 ][ 19 ] 10 | 89 || 173 | 1256 | 248 | [ 57 | 423 | 11 ]
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | | | [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 1 [ 7 [ 11 |[ 19 [ 10 [ 89 |[ 173 [1256 ] 248 | [ 57 | 423 [ 11 |
PPV 4RI LR PR LT HG PR
LANE \OIOH [1[ofofo] [o]ofofs]ofofo] [of1]oJofxfo]o] [of2]ofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ split |[ Auto | [ split |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A 388
B: 187
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS

A e ]
o [N

A: 283

B: 138

0.00 - 0.60

—>
"

0.61-0.70

@

[~ NorthBound
x oTL-080  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
30 + 388 + 6 + 283
VIC = = 0.479 LOS= A
1425

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A TR A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
x oTL-080  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 1 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
1 + 118 + 925 + 388
VIC = = 0935 LOos= E
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Vignes St | wie | Temple St | s No:

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project AM

STuDYDATE: [ ]

GROWTH FACTOR: l:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 110 [ 114 | 15 |[ 8 [ 72 | 55 |[ 8 [ 50 | 8 |[ 69 | 51 | 48 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 110 [ 124 | 15 |[ 8 [ 72 [ 55 |[ 8 [ 50 | 8 ][ 69 | 51 | 48 |

GELBRAPD A LPAL PR G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE  [o]oJof1]oJofo][oofofs]ofofo] [ofofof1]ofofo] [of1]ofofof1]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: 135
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 120 A: .00 0.60 R
B [E B [ 8 ] N
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B 110 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results

North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)

West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)

ViC = 239 + 8 + 66 + 69 0255 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Vignes St | we | Commercial St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 47 | -10 | 48 |[ o [ o | o |[ 58 [ 72 ] o |[ o J212] 44 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 47 [ -20 | 48 J[ 0o [ o | o |[ 58 [ 72 ] 0 |J[ 0 [212 ] 44 |
GEARAPR AL AEAPD QLA PH QW L0E4P®
LANE  [2]oJofofoJ1]o][ofofofoJofofo][2]ofz]ofofofo] [ofoJa]ofof1]o0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
o [
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 212 A: 72
[r _ 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: _58
III 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 48 + 0 + 58 + 212 0212 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Center St/Sante Fe Ave WE: | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i S QUTEE QU et L oelESTEOUN e Lo EASTEQUND
TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 11 [ 266 | 9 |[ 1 22 |[ 3 15 ] 1 |J[ 3 [ 5 | 8 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL 11 [ 266 | 9 [ 1 ] 22 |[ 3 [ -5 ] 1 ][ 3 [ 5 | 8 |
PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR
LANE \OHOH [1]ofofo] [oJofofz]ofofo] [ofoJof1]ofo]o] [ofoJo[1[ofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
2
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A 86 A lIl 0.00 - 0.60 A
B B .
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 11 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 11 + 298 + 3 + 66 0252 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nrs: | Center St/Sante Fe Ave WE: | Temple St | usNo:[ 40 ]
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'-w—i SQUILEOLD 'Mi '—ﬁmﬂ—i
TH RT LT TH RT LT TH TH
EXISTING | 41 [ 218 ] 5 || 3 J2t4] 25 || 2 | 2 | 1 | | 18 | 2 ] 64 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 41 [ 218 5 |[ 3 [274] 25 |[ 2 | 2 [ 1 ][ 18 ] 2 [ 64 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0foJof1]oJofo][ofofofz]ofofo] [ofofoJ1]ofofo] [ofoJof1[ofo]o0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A i A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: o
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 41 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 41 + 302 + 2 + 84 - 0286 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Center St/Sante Fe Ave ‘ WIE: ‘ Commercial St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 27 [ 176 | 2 |[ 16 [ 251 ] 151 |[ 5 | 5 | 5 |[188 ] 4 | 72 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 27 [ 176 | 2 ][ 16 [ 251 [ 151 |[ 5 | 5 | 5 |J[188 ] 4 [ 72 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P®
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofJof[2]of2foJof1]o] [ofofof1]ofofo] [ofoJof1[ofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 264 A: 15
_ 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 188 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 27 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 27 + 251 + 5 + 264 0365 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPAMO6 Cal CaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: \ Mission St \ WIE: \ First St \ /S No:

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project AM

STUDYDATE: [ |

GROWTH FACTOR: |:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT ™H RT
EXISTING [ 14 | 61 | 7 |[ 62 [ 118 ] 471 |[ 21 J1127] 60 | [ 151 | 293 | 12 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 14 [ 61 | 7 ][ 62 [ 118 [ 471 |[ 21 J1127] 60 | [ 151 | 293 | 12 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJofofxJofof[2]ofsfoJof1fo][2]ofoJo1fofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL [ Prot-Fix |[ Auto || Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 305 A: 1187
_ 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 151 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 14 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
viC = 14 + 471 + 1187 + 151 1209 Los= F

*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPAMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 . Thursday 10:19:53 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Mission St WIE: ‘ Cesar E Chavez ‘ /S No:

AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project AM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 71 | 323 | 43 |[ 50 [632] 732 || 205 | 912 | 67 | | 382 | 301 | 116 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | \ \ | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 71 [ 323 | 43 |[ 50 [ 632 | 732 | [ 205 [ 912 | 67 | [ 382 | 301 | 116 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ2ofoJ1Jo][2]o]2foJof1fo] [2]of2]oxfofo] [1]2]ofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ split |[ Auto | [ split |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A 26 . 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 266 B: o
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 ¢
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 71 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E

—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)

71 + 599 + 490 + 266

VIC = = 0.931 LOS= E
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #33 Hewitt Street & Commercial Street
L

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.091

Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+tR = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 7.6
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: A
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e L R | S |
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 0O 0 1to0o O 0 0 0 0 O 0 01 0 1 1 01 0 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 71 21 5 71 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 71 21 5 71 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 71 21 5 71 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 71 21 5 71 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 71 21 5 71 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.56 0.00 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 475 0 369 0 0 0 0 783 922 704 781 0

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.02 xxxX 0.02 XXXX XXXX XXXX XxXxx 0.09 0.02 0.01 0.09 xxxx
Cr-l-t Moves: * k Kk %k *k k% *k k%
Delay/Veh: 7.2 0.0 7.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.7 6.7 7.8 7.7 0.0

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 7.2 0.0 7.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.7 6.7 7.8 7.7 0.0

LOS by Move: A * A * * * * A A A A *
ApproachDel: 7.2 XXXXXX 7.5 7.8
Delay Adj: 1.00 XXXXX 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 7.2 XXXXXX 7.5 7.8
LOS by Appr: A * A A

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkx%x
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #34 Garey Street & Temple Street

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkkx*x

Average Delay (sec/veh): 1.2 Worst Case Level Of Service: B[ 11.3]
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkkhkkkkhkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ L R | et L R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 0 1 0 0 1 01 0 0 1 i 0 1 0 1 0 0 110 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 1 0 0 22 0 0 23 127 1 2 165 28
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 1 0 0 22 0 0 23 127 1 2 165 28
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 1 0 0 22 0 0 23 127 1 2 165 28
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 1 0 0 22 0 0 23 127 1 2 165 28

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 7.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 XXXX XXXXX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 XXXX XXXXX

T XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX
L2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 356 XXXX XXXXX 357 XXXX XXXXX 193 XXXX XXXXX 128 XXXX XXXXX
Potent Cap.: 603 XXXX XXXXX 603 xxxX XXXXX 1392 xxXXX XXXXX 1470 XXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 595 XXXX XXXXX 594 xxxx XXXXX 1392 XXXX XXXXX 1470 XXXX XXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.00 xxxx xxxX 0.04 xxxx xxxx 0.02 xxxx xxxX 0.00 XXXX XXXX

Level Of Service Module:

Queue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 0.1 XXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del:xXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 7.6 XXXX XXXXX 7.5 XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: * * * * * * A * * A * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: 595 XXXX XXXXX 594 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
SharedQueue: 0.0 XXXX XXXXX 0.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel: 11.1 xxxXx XXXXX 11.3 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Shared LOS: B * * B * * * * * * * *
ApproachDel: 11.1 11.3 XXXXXX XXXXXX
ApproachLOS: B B * *
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #37 Vignes Street & Temple Street

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkkx*x

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.324
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+tR = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 9.2
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: A
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e L R | S |
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 0O 0 1to0o O 0O 0 1o o 0O 1 0 0 1 0O 0 1t o O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 110 114 15 8 72 55 69 51 48 8 50 8
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 110 114 15 8 72 55 69 51 48 8 50 8
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 110 114 15 8 72 55 69 51 48 8 50 8
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 110 114 15 8 72 55 69 51 48 8 50 8
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 110 114 15 8 72 55 69 51 48 8 50 8

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.46 0.48 0.06 0.06 0.53 0.41 0.57 0.43 1.00 0.12 0.76 0.12
Final Sat.: 339 352 46 45 401 306 345 255 717 80 503 80

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.20 0.20 0.07 0.10 0.10 0.10
Crit Moves: * kK * %k * * %k k ok * kK
Delay/Veh: 9.8 9.8 9.8 8.5 8.5 8.5 9.8 9.8 7.7 8.6 8.6 8.6

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 9.8 9.8 9.8 8.5 8.5 8.5 9.8 9.8 7.7 8.6 8.6 8.6

LOS by Move: A A A A A A A A A A A A
ApproachDel: 9.8 8.5 9.2 8.6
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 9.8 8.5 9.2 8.6
LOS by Appr: A A A A

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkx%x
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #38 Vignes Street & Commercial Street
EEEEEEEESEE S EEE S LSS EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEES

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.290
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+tR = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 8.7
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: A
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e L R | S |
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 11 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 01 0 1 1 01 0 O

Volume Module:
Base Vol: 47 -10 48 0 0 0 0 212 44 58 72 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Initial Bse: 47 0 48 0 0 0 0 212 44 58 72 0
User Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 47 0 48 0 0 0 0 212 44 58 72 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 47 0 48 0 0 0 0 212 44 58 72 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 47 0 48 0 0 0 0 212 44 58 72 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 2.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 1170 0 725 0 0 0 0 731 850 649 714 0

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.04 xxxX 0.07 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXxx 0.29 0.05 0.09 0.10 xxxx
Cr-l-t Moves: * k Kk %k *k k% *k k%
Delay/Veh: 8.8 0.0 7.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.5 7.1 8.7 8.2 0.0

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 8.8 0.0 7.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.5 7.1 8.7 8.2 0.0

LOS by Move: A * A * * * * A A A A *
ApproachDel: 8.2 XXXXXX 9.1 8.4
Delay Adj: 1.00 XXXXX 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 8.2 XXXXXX 9.1 8.4
LOS by Appr: A * A A

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkx%x
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #39 Center Street/Santa Fe & First Street

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkkx*x

Average Delay (sec/veh): 1.7 Worst Case Level Of Service: B[ 15.0]
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkkhkkkkhkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e R e | R
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 0 0 110 O 01 0 0 O 0 0 110 O 0 0 110 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 11 266 9 1 319 -22 3 55 8 3 -15 1
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 11 266 9 1 319 0 3 55 8 3 0 1
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 11 266 9 1 319 0 3 55 8 3 0 1
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 11 266 9 1 319 0 3 55 8 3 0 1
------------ R R I e | E LR e R PRl
Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 XXXX 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 XXXX 3.3

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 319 XXXX XXXXX 275 XXXX XXXXX 614 618 319 645 XXXX 271
Potent Cap.: 1252 xxxx XxxxXX 1300 XXXX XXXXX 407 408 726 388 xxxx 773
Move Cap.: 1252 xxxX XXXXX 1300 XXXX XXXXX 403 404 726 341 XXXX 773
Volume/Cap: 0.01 xxxx xxxx 0.00 xxxx xxxx 0.01 0.14 0.01 0.01 xxxx 0.00

Level Of Service Module:

Queue: 0.0 XXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del: 7.9 XXXX XXXXX 7.8 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 427 XXXXX XXXX 397 XXXXX
SharedQueue : XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 0.5 xxXXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXXX
Shrd StpDel:xXXXX XXXX XXXXX 7.8 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 15.0 XXXXX XXXXX 14.2 XXXXX
Shared LOS: * * * A * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 15.0 14.2
ApproachLOS: * * B B



Cum+Project AM Thu Feb 23, 2006 09:39:53 Page 10-1

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #40 Center Street/Santa Fe & Temple Street

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkkx*x

Average Delay (sec/veh): 2.1 Worst Case Level Of Service: B[ 13.7]
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkkhkkkkhkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e R e | R
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 0 0 110 O 0 0 110 O 0 0 110 O 0 0 110 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 41 218 5 3 274 25 18 2 64 2 2 1
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 41 218 5 3 274 25 18 2 64 2 2 1
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 41 218 5 3 274 25 18 2 64 2 2 1
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 41 218 5 3 274 25 18 2 64 2 2 1

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 299 xXXX XXXXX 223 XXXX XXXXX 597 598 287 628 608 221
Potent Cap.: 1274 xXXX XXXXX 1358 XXXX XXXXX 418 419 757 398 413 824
Move Cap.: 1274 xXXX XXXXX 1358 XXXX XXXXX 405 404 757 354 399 824
Volume/Cap: 0.03 xxxx xxxx 0.00 xxxx xxxx 0.04 0.00 0.08 0.01 0.01 0.00

Level Of Service Module:

Queue: 0.1 XXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del: 7.9 XXXX XXXXX 7.7 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 627 XXXXX XXXX 421 XXXXX
SharedQueue : XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 0.5 xxxxx xxXxxX 0.0 XXXXX
Shrd StpDel:xXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 11.6 XXXXX XXXXX 13.7 XXXXX
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 11.6 13.7
ApproachLOS: * * B B
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhhhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkkkkkx%x

Intersection #41 Center Street/Santa Fe & Commercial Street
L

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.407
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+tR = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 10.5
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: B
khkkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhkhhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkhkkkkkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e L R | S |
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1o o 0O 0 1t o O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 27 176 2 16 251 151 188 4 72 5 5 5
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 27 176 2 16 251 151 188 4 72 5 5 5
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 27 176 2 16 251 151 188 4 72 5 5 5
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 27 176 2 16 251 151 188 4 72 5 5 5
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 27 176 2 16 251 151 188 4 72 5 5 5

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.98 0.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.71 0.02 0.27 0.34 0.33 0.33
Final Sat.: 556 1194 14 584 637 725 462 10 177 193 193 193

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.15 0.15 0.03 0.39 0.21 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.03 0.083 0.03
Crit Moves: *kk Kk * %k * * ok k ok * kK k
Delay/Veh: 9.2 9.3 9.3 8.9 11.6 8.7 11.6 11.6 11.6 8.8 8.8 8.8

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 9.2 9.3 9.3 8.9 11.6 8.7 11.6 11.6 11.6 8.8 8.8 8.8

LOS by Move: A A A A B A B B B A A A
ApproachDel: 9.3 10.4 11.6 8.8
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 9.3 10.4 11.6 8.8
LOS by Appr: A B B A

kkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkkkkkkx%x



CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ North Broadway ‘ WIE: ‘ Second Street ‘ /S No: N/S: ‘ North Broadway ‘ WIE: ‘ First Street ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 85 [ 976 | 59 |[ 16 | 442 ] 18 |[ 14 [ 649 | 215 | [ 63 | 506 | 77 | EXISTING | 63 [1020 | 117 |[ 41 [ 411 ] 78 |[ 58 [ 950 | 82 | [ 217 [ 1210 | 27 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 85 [ 976 | 59 |[ 16 [ 442 | 18 |[ 14 [ 649 [ 215 | [ 63 | 506 | 77 | TOTAL [ 63 [1020] 117 |[ 41 [ 411 [ 78 |[ 58 [ 950 | 82 | [ 217 [1210] 27 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ2]ofzJofof[2]of2foJx1]ofo] [of1]oJo1fofo] [of2]ofof1]o]0] LANE  [1]o]2]ofzJofof[2]ofsfofx]ofo] [2]of2]ox1fofo] [1]o]2]o0f1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Var |[ Auto | [ Prot-Var | [ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A: 230 A: 245
B: B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 418 A: A 412 A:
0.00 - 0.60 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 63 B: B: 217 B:
0.61-0.70 B 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
ViC = 345 + 16 + 446 + 63 - 0510 LoS= A VIC = 379 + 41 + 344 + 217 - 0643 LOS= B
*1500 *1375

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06

CalcaDB

February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET

NiS: | North Broadway

WE: |

Temple Street

| uswo: [ 3]

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

STuDYDATE: [ ]

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM

GROWTH FACTOR: l:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

TH TH RT LT TH TH RT
EXISTING | 135 [1265] 77 || 38 | 422 ] 82 || 18 | 749 | 85 | [ 84 | 597 | 32 ]
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 135 [1265] 77 |[ 38 [ 422 | 82 |[ 18 [ 749 | 85 | [ 84 | 597 | 32 |

CEARA PR AL RA P 4P PR 4

G I

LANE  [1]oJ2]ofxJofof[2]of2fofxfofo] [2]ofa]oxfofo] [1]of2]of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL [ Prot-Var |[ Auto | [ Prot-Var |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A: 252
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A 315 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [ B B[ 18 |
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 135 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
ViC = 447 + 38 + 417 + 84 o717 Los= ¢
1375

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Spring Street | we | Third Street | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
L blQRIHEQUN '—W 'ﬂﬁﬁﬂN—i TV =YoTVT -
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 0 [ 0o [ 0 |[ o |786H301H281H882H o J[ o ] o | o |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 0 | o [ o |J[ o [ 786301 |[281]82] 0o J[ o ] o [ o |
PPV 4RI LR PR LT HG PR
LANE \OIOH [ofofofo][o]of4]oo]1]o] [1]o]2]o]ofo]o] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ <none> | [ <none> |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
Al A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: il 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: o] 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = +
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
vice + + 441 + 0 0224 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 . Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Spring Street ‘ WIE: ‘ Second Street ‘ /S No:

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM

STuDYDATE: [ ]

GROWTH FACTOR: l:|

CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Spring Street | wie | First Street | s No: [ 6 ]

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH R T TH RT
EXISTNG [ 0 [ 0 | 0o |[ 3 [ 710] 54 |[ 84 [ 88 ] 0 |[ 0 | 485 | 109 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | |
TOTAL [ 0 | o | o ][ 36 [710] 54 |[ 84 [ 868 ] 0 ][ O | 485 [ 109 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]oJofofoJofJof[oJ1]3foJof1]o][2]of2]ofofofo] [ofoJ2[ofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
e 288 " 0.00 - 0.60 A
i & i 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound ' '
A: il 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: [ 0 ] 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
vice + 187 + 868 + 0 0633 LoS= B

*1500

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 21 | 0 | 0 |[ 73 [ 463 ] 75 |[ 70 J 912 | 2 |[ 89 ] 1210 120 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | |
TOTAL [ 21 | o | o ][ 73 [ 463 ] 75 |[ 70 [ 912 | 2 ][ 89 [1210] 120 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [ofoJofofoJofJof[oJ1]2foJo]1]o] [2]o]3]ofofofo] [1]o]2]of1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A 443 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B B: N
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: il 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B[ 0 | 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 0 + 179 + 70 + 443 - 0301 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06

February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Spring Street | wie | Temple Street ‘USNO:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 0 [ 0 | o |[ 4 [463] 38 |[ 63 [ 761 ] 3 |[ 0 | 653 | 119 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 0 | o | o [ 4 [463] 38 |[ 63 [ 761 ] 3 ][ O ] 653 ] 119 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]oJofofoJofJof[s]o]3foJofofo][2]of2]o1fofo] [ofoJ2[of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B[4 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
" e " 0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] B .
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: il 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: [ 0 ] 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
vics + 154 + 382 + 386 0332 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Main Street | we | Third Street | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 243 [2063] 0 |[ o [ o | o |[ o [®844J206 [ 0 ] o | 0o |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 243 J2063] O |J[ o [ o [ o J[ o [844 206 ][ 0 | 0 [ o |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [of1]2]ofoJofo][ofofofoJoJofo] [ofof3[ofof1]o] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm || <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
o [
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
gy zr A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
il 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 243 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = +
ves —= 9 - - 0.443 Los= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06

February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Main Street | wie | Second Street | s No: [ 9 ] NiS: | Main St | wie | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'—M—i L SQUIEEOLD '—Mﬁ—i '—Eﬁmﬂi—i '—mﬂi—i SQUILEOLD 'mﬁ—i '—Eﬁmﬁlﬂ—i
TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT TH LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 477 [2029] 114 ][ 0 [ o J 10 |[ 0o ] 404 | 43 | 116 | 398 | 0o | EXISTING | 191 [1757] 14 |[ o J o J o [ o | 704 | 43 | | 252 1152 0o |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 477 [2029] 114 || 0o [ o [ 10 J[ o0 [ 404 ] 43 ][ 116 [ 398 ] 0 | TOTAL [ 191 [1757] 14 |[ o [ o [ o J[ o [ 704 ] 43 | [ 252 [1152] 0 |
LR PR 4L TRAPR ALY PR A ES P LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]1]2]oJof1]o][0]0]o IOIOHOHO\\OIOIOHOHlHOIO\\1“0\\1\\0\\0“0“0\ LANE  [of1]2]ofoJ1]o][ofofofoJoJofo] [ofof2]o1fofo] [1]o]3[ofofo]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ <none> | SIGNAL | Perm || <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A D] A o]
B [0 ] B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 398 A: 447 A: 384 A: 249
0.00 - 0.60 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 1186 B: [ 0 ] B: 252 B [0 |
0.61-0.70 B 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 477 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 191 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements =  A(N/B) + A(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 835 + 0 + 447 + 116 - 0862 LoS= D VIC = 649 + 0 + 249 + 252 0737 Los= ¢
*1500 *1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: \ Main St \ WIE: \ Temple St \ /S No: N/S: \ Los Angeles St \ WIE: \ Third St \ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'—W—i L SQUIEEOLD '—Mﬁ—i '—Eﬁmﬂi—i '—mﬂi—i S QUILE QU et L oelESTEOUN e Lo EASTEQUND
TH LT TH RT LT TH RT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 264 [1649] 78 ][ 0 [ o ] o |[ o ] 646 | 37 | 131 | 647 | 0o | EXISTING | 85 [ 819 ] o |[ o J423 167 |[ 131 [872]165 | 0 | o [ o |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 264 [1649] 78 || 0 | 0 | o |[ o [ 646 | 37 | [ 131 ][ 647 | 0O | TOTAL [ 85 [ 819 0 |[ 0 [423 [ 167 |[131 ] 871 [165][ 0 | 0 [ 0 |
LR PR 4L TRAPR ALY PR A ES P LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]1]2]of1]o]o][0]0]o0 IOIOHOHO\\0|0|1H0H1H0|0\\1\\0\\2\\0\\0“0\\0\ LANE  [of1]1]ofoJofo][ofofsfofx1]ofo][2]of2]o1]ofo] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ <none> | SIGNAL | Perm || <none> | [ <none> |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
o [T A
B [0 ] B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 324 A: 342 A: 0 A: 345
[r 0.00 - 0.60 A [r 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 131 B: B: B: __131
0.61-0.70 B III 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 264 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements =  A(N/B) + A(S/B) North/South Critical Movements =  A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 498 + 0 + 342 + 131 - 0681 Los= B VIC = 495 + 295 + 345 + 0 ~ 0490 LoS= A
1425 *1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Los Angeles St ‘ WIE: ‘ Second St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH

EXISTING | 54 | 863 | 81 || 86 | 461 ] -2 || 26 [ 33 ] 97 || 50 | 452 | 167 |
AMBIENT | [ | | [ [ | | | \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 54 [ 83 | 81 |[ 8 [ 461 | -2 |[ 26 [ 335 ] 97 | [ 50 | 452 | 167 |

LR PR GETRAPR LB PR AL S
LANE  [of1JofofzJofof[s]of2fofx1]ofo] [2]ofofoxrfofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: 230
B
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 619 A: 432
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-080 ¢
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E

—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)

526 + 86 + 26 + 619

VIC = = 0.768 LOS= C
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Los Angeles St | we | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

TH RT TH RT LT T™H RT
EXISTING | 107 | 868 | 200 || 74 ]| 338 | 115 || 67 | 751 | 105 | [ 78 [ 1008 | 43 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 107 | 868 | 200 | [ 74 [ 338 [ 115 |[ 67 | 751 | 105 | [ 78 [ 1098 | 43 |
LR PR 4T RAPR LB PR AL E S
LANE  [1]o]2ofz]ofo][2]o]2foJo]1]o] [2]of2]ox1fofo] [1]o]2]0f1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: 169
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 380 :
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: :
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 107 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
356 + 74 + 67 + 380
VIC = = 0.515 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NS | Los Angeles St WE: | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

TH RT TH RT LT TH

EXISTING | 126 [1057 [ 119 || 74 [ 357 | 189 || 66 | 421 | 152 | [ 75 | 557 | 101 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 126 [1057 | 119 |[ 74 [ 357 [ 189 |[ 66 | 421 | 152 | [ 75 | 557 | 101 |

LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ2]ofxJofof[2]o]2fofxs]1]o] [2]0f2]0ofof1]o] [1]of2]of1]o]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: 137
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 329 A: 211
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-080 ¢
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 126 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E

—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)

392 + 74 + 66 + 329

V/C = = 0.504 LOS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Los Angeles St WE: | Aliso St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

LT TH RT LT TH RT TH
EXISTING [ 0 [1164 ] 284 |[ 28 | 256 | o ][ o ] o [ o J[ 90 [1346] 100 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | [ [ | | | | | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL 0 [1164] 284 |[ 28 [ 256 ] 0 [ 0o | o | o ][ 9 [1346] 100 |

LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0foJ2of1]ofo][2]o]3foJofofo] [ofofoJofofofo] [of1]2]of1]0]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ <none> | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A [ Ao
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: _“ B: :
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B[ 0 | 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
483 + 28 + 0 + 384
VIC = = 0.597 LOS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Los Angeles St | we | Arcadia St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT L TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 71 [1108| 0 |[ o [ 172 ] 73 |[ 74 [ 574] 26 |[ o | o | o |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 71 1108 0 || o0 [a172 | 73 |[ 74 [ 574 ] 26 |[ 0o [ o [ o |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o]1]2]ofoJofo][ofofzfoJx1]ofo][of1]2]o1fofo] [ofoJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm ][ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
o [0
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A TTETT A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 | B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 393 + 0 + 225 + 0 0412 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM

CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/s;\ San Pedro St \ W,E;\ Thrid St \ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 144 [ 674 | 0 |[ 0o [ 253 ] 28 |[ 148 ] 944 [ 138 |[ 0o | o | 0 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 144 [ 674 ] 0 ]| 0 [ 253 ] 28 |[ 148 [ 944 [ 138 | 0 [ 0 [ 0 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]o]2]ofoJofo][ofofsfof1]ofo] [of1]2]o1fofo] [ofoJofofofo]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A T A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 144 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 337 + 0 + 308 + 0 ~ 0360 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | San Pedro St WE: | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LR GT:E7T-TOTIVO NI S oTI Y=o VTSN RMET/=SST-To VTN oM 7 \SS7=Te VT oM |

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ San Pedro St WIE: ‘ Second St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 211 [ 552 | 76 || 46 [ 185 ] 67 |[ 41 [ 303 | 106 | [ -3 | 428 | 193 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 211 [ 552 | 76 || 46 [ 185 | 67 |[ 41 [ 303 ] 106 | [ -3 | 428 | 193 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P®
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofof[2]o]2foJof1]o] [2]ofofoxfofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 621 A: 409
0.00 - 0.60 A
B B
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 211 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 314 + 46 + 41 + 621 - o611 Los= B
*1500

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 140 | 272 [ 224 |[ 13 [ 55 | 68 |[ 129 [ 696 | 50 | [ 45 [ 1207 | 92 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 140 [ 272 | 224 || 13 [ 55 | 68 |[ 129 [ 696 | 50 | [ 45 [1207 ] 92 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [of1]1]ofof1Jof[oJ1]sfoJof1fo][2]ofaJo1fofo] [1]of2]of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm ][ Auto ][ Perm ][ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
O
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
" 800 n 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: o
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A [ 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 140 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 224 + 13 + 129 + 650 - 0607 Los= B
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | San Pedro St | we | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 154 | 0 [ 134 |[ 0o | o ] o ][ 48 [ 38 ] 0 |[ 0 [ 697 | 61 ]
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | |
TOTAL [ 154 | 0 [ 134 ][ o [ o | o J[ 48 [ 38 ] 0 ][ 0 [ 697 [ 61 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P®
LANE  [2]oJofJofoJ1]o][ofofofoJofofo][2]of2]o ofofo] [0fof1]of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A -
o [0
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 379 A: 184
[r 0.00 - 0.60 A
B[ o | B[4
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 134 + 0 + 48 + 379 0374 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Central Ave | we | Second St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 83 [ 289 [ 172 |[ 75 [ 219 ] 27 |[ 31 [ 188 | 41 |[ 52 | 476 | 129 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | |
TOTAL [ 83 [ 289 [ 172 |[ 75 [ 219 [ 27 |[ 31 [ 188 | 41 | [ 52 | 476 | 129 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofof[2]ofsfofx]ofo][2]ofoJo1fofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A: 123
B:
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
" o0 n 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: o
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 231 + 75 + 31 + 605 _ 0558 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 . Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Central Ave WIE: ‘ First St ‘ /S No:

AM/PM:

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

COUNT DATE: |:|

STuDYDATE: [ ]

GROWTH FACTOR: l:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 18 | 0 [ 203 |[ o [ o | o J[177]e617 ] o |[ o [21355] 156 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 188 ] 0 [ 203 ][ o [ o [ o J[a77]e617 ] o ][ O [1355] 156 |
GELBRAPD A LPAL PR G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE  [1]oJofofoJ1]o][oofofoJofofo][2]of2]o ofofo] [ofof2[of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A 0]
B [0 |
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 756 A: 309
[r 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: i
lIl 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 188 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E

—— Results

West/East Critical Movements
203

North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)

= B(W/B) + A(EB)
+ 0 o+ 177 + 756

VIC =

= 0.687 LOS= B
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Alameda St WIE: | Third St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 130 [1125] 0 |[ 0o [ 794 | 176 |[ 94 [ 598 ] 66 |[ 0o | o | o0 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 130 [1125] 0 |[ O [ 794 [ 176 |[ 94 [ 598 [ 66 | [ 0 | 0 [ 0 |
GEARAPR AL AEAPD QLA PH QW L0E4P®
LANE  [1]o]2]ofoJofo][ofof2foJo]1]o] [of1]2]o1fofo] [0foJofofofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A 3]
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 190
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [ o]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 130 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 563 + 0 + 190 + 0 0432 LoS= A
*1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 Cal CaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: \ Alameda St \ WIE: \ First St \ /S No:

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LR GT:E7T-TOTIVO NI S oTI Y=o VTSN RMET/=SST-To VTN oM 7 \SS7=Te VT oM |

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Alameda St | we | Second St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 119 [ 870 | 36 |[ 47 [ 801 ] 68 |[ 77 | 75 | 29 | [ 107 | 356 | 166 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | |
TOTAL [ 119 [ 870 | 36 |[ 47 [ 801 [ 68 |[ 77 | 75 | 29 | [ 107 | 356 | 166 |
GELBRAPD A LPAL PR G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofof[2]of2foJx]ofo][2]ofofoxfofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 522 A: 104
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 107 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 119 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 119 + 435 + 7 522 P Los= B
*1500

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING [ 83 [ 920 | 119 |[ 33 [ 767 | 137 |[ 96 [ 458 | 17 | [ 191 | 1166 | 56 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 83 [ 920 [ 119 |[ 33 [ 767 [ 137 |[ 96 | 458 | 17 | [ 191 [ 1166 ] 56 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]o]2]ofoJ1]o][2]o]2]oJo]1]o] [ofof2]ofof1]o] [1]of2]of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A: 384
B:
EastBound WestBound™ | VIC RATIO LOS
A: 611 A: 229
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 191 B: [0 ]
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
ViC = 460 + 33 + 0 + 611 - 0705 Los= ¢
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Alameda St | we | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Alameda St | wie | Aliso St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

LT RT TH RT TH RT
EXISTING [ 37 | 930 [ 0 |[ 47 [ 910] 329 |[ 25 ] 139 | 48 | | 205 | 361 | 77 |
AMBIENT | [ | | [ [ | | | \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | | | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 37 [ 930 | O |[ 47 [ 910 [ 329 |[ 25 [ 139 | 48 | [ 205 | 361 | 77 |
PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR
LANE \1H0H [o]ofofo][2]of2]oof1]o] [2]o]z]ofx]o]o] [2]Jo]2[of1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: 455
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A TTEETT A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 113 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
465 + 47 + 25 + 219
VIC = = 0.461 LOS= A
*1425

LT TH RT LT TH RT TH ™H
EXISTING [ 0 [1076 [ 174 |[ 125 [ 942 ] 0 || 1 [ o ] 163 | | 240 | 124 | 80 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ | | |
PROJECT | | | | | | H | | \ \ | | \ |
TOTAL [ 0 J1076] 174 |[ 125 [ 942 [ 0 |[ 131 ] 0 [ 163 | [ 240 | 124 | 80 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [ofofsfofof1fo][2]o[3s]ofofofo][1]ofoJoJofz]o] [2]ofz]ofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ split |[ Auto | [ split |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 124 A: 168
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 132 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B[ 0 | 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
VIC = 359 + 125 + 163 + 132 0477 LoS= A
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Alameda St WIE: ‘ Arcadia St ‘ /S No: N/S: ‘ Alameda St WIE: ‘ Los Angeles St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM | AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i L SQUIEEOLD '—M V=S =YoTVTN - L blQRIHEQUN '-MH 'ﬂﬁﬁﬂN—i '—ﬁmﬂ—i
TH RT LT TH RT TH LT TH RT LT TH RT TH RT TH RT
EXISTING | 40 [2418] 0 ][ 0 [ 843 ] 26 || 341 | 643 | 106 [ o [ o ] o] EXISTING [ 0 [1096 [ 120 || 201 | 851 [ 142 || 156 | 71 | 138 | | 444 | 54 | 27 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 40 [2418] 0 ][ 0o [ 843 ] 26 |[341]643] 106 ][ 0 | 0 [ 0 | TOTAL [ 0 [2096] 120 |[ 201 [ 851 [ 142 | [ 156 | 71 | 138 | [ 444 | 54 [ 27 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P® GEARAPR AL AEAPD QLA PH QW L0E4P®
LANE  [1]o]3]ofoJofof[oJof2fofx1fofo][2]1]2]o1]ofo] [0foJofofofo]o] LANE  [o0foJ2]ofx]ofof[2]o]2fofxs]1]o] [of1]a]ofof1]o] [1]2]ofofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ <none> | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm ][ Auto | [ <none> | [ <none> | SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A A
o [0 B
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
~ [T lr A e A [TEE T lr A
0.00 - 0.60 A 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: __328 B: 249 B: _
lIl 0.61-0.70 B 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B[ 0 | 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 806 + 0 + 328 + 0 - 0686 Los= B VIC = 405 + 201 + 156 + 249 - 0604 LoS= B
*1500 *1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Alameda St ‘ WIE: ‘ Cesar E. Chavez ‘ /S No: N/S: ‘ Hewitt ‘ WIE: ‘ First St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:| COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations . Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
'——Nw—i '-MH '—M '—ﬁmﬂ—i blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
TH RT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 178 [1156 [ 214 || 81 | 688 | 156 | | 137 | 848 | 133 | 207 | 1021 | 133 | EXISTNG [ 5 | 0 J101 |[ o [ o | o |[ 24 [553] o |[ o Ja1228] 29 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \ AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | | RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | | PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 178 [ 1156 | 214 || 81 [ 688 | 156 | [ 137 | 848 | 133 | [ 207 | 1021 [ 133 | TOTAL [ 5 | o J1o1 ][ o [ o | o J[ 24 [553] 0 ][ O [1228] 29 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJ2]ofxJofof[2]o]2fofx1]ofo] [2]of2]0 1fofo] [1]o]2]0f0f1]0] LANE  [1]oJofofzJofof[2]ofofofx1]ofo] [of1]oJo1fofo] [of2]ofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL [ Prot-Fix |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Prot-Fix |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ OLA SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Split |[ Auto | [ Split |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram  Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound [~ SouthBound
A 281 A0 ]
B: B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 511 A: 327 A: 629 A: 349
[r 0.00 - 0.60 A [r 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 207 B: 187 B: B: __24
0.61-0.70 B III 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound [~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 178 0.81-0.90 D B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit *= ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E 0.91-1.00 E
—— Results —— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B) North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B) West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 457 + 81 + 137 + 511 - 0793 Los= ¢ VIC = 101 + 0 + 349 + 629 - 0687 LoS= B
*1375 *1425
Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94 Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Hewitt St ‘ WIE: ‘ Commercial St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 16 | 0 | 7 |[ o [ o J o J[ 5 [ 8 ] o |[ o 104 | 22 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 16 | o | 7 ]J[ o J o J o J[ 5 [ 8 | o ][ o [104] 22 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]oJofofoJoJz][ofofofoJofofo][2]of2]ofofofo] [ofofa[ofof1]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A -
o [0
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
" 1o . 0.00 - 0.60 A
B [0 ] o [EET .
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 23 + 0 + 5 104 ~ 0088 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Garey St | wie | Temple St | s No:

AM/PM:
COUNT DATE: |:|

Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM

STUDYDATE: [ |

GROWTH FACTOR: |:|

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT ™H RT
EXISTNG [ 2 [ 12 [ o |[ 6 [ o J-10 ][ o J1u1 ] 3 |[ 97 J460 | 1 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [ \
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ | |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 12 [ 12 [ o J[ 6 [ o [-10 [ o J1112 [ 3 [ 97 [ 460 ] 1 |
GELBRAPD A LPALPD G LKA PP A LRGP
LANE  [of1]ofofof1Jo][o1]ofoJof1]o] [ofofoJ1]ofofo] [1]of2]ofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
AL 6 ]
B [ ]
EastBound WestBound™ | VIC RATIO LOS
A: 460 A: 114
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: [ 97 | B: 0
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
vic = r 8 0 * M g Los= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Garey St | wie | Commercial ST | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

CPPM06 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Vignes St | wie | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'——NW—H—MH'—MH

TH RT LT TH RT LT TH TH
EXISTING | 6 | 550 [ 135 | [ 129 | -12 [ 196 || 4 | 46 | 237 | | 696 | 424 | 12 |
AMBIENT | [ | [ [ | | | \ [ \
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 6 [ 550 | 135 |[ 129 [ -12 [ 196 |[ 4 | 46 | 237 | [ 696 | 424 | 12 |

PHEBPO GLTEYPR LR PN LT HY PR
LANE \0H1H [o]1]oJo][o]1]ofoof1]o] [2]o]z]of1]o]o] [2]JoJofof1]o]0]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR

SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm ][ <none> | [ Prot-Fix | [ Auto |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'Mﬁ'—ﬁm@—i

LT TH RT LT TH T™H

EXISTING | 38 [ 61 | 180 |[ 138 | 10 | 85 |[ 24 | 446 | 43 | | 168 | 1462 | 41 |
AMBIENT | | | | | | [ | | | |
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | H | | \ \ | | \ |
TOTAL [ 38 [ 61 [ 180 |[ 138 | 10 | 85 || 24 | 446 | 43 | [ 168 [ 1462 | 41 |

PPV 4RI LR PR LT HG PR
LANE \OIOH [1]ofoJo][o]oJof1fofofo] [of2]oJof1fofo] [of1]ofof1fo]o]

Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR

SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ split |[ Auto | [ split |[ Auto |

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A
B: 129
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A [a3 A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 383 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: [ 6 | 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements =  A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
346 + 196 + 237 + 383
VIC = = 0.768 LOS= C
1425

. Critical Movements Diagram

[~ SouthBound
A: 233
B: 138
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A TET A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B [ 168 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A o71-08  C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + A(E/B)
279 + 138 + 317 + 920
VIC = = 1.091 LOS= F
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Vignes St | wie | Temple St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 58 [ 199 | 4 |[ 5 | 48 | 29 |[ 4 | 42 | 12 |[ 348 | 68 | 128 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 58 [ 199 | 4 |[ 5 [ 48 [ 29 |[ 4 | 42 ] 12 ][ 348 | 68 | 128 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P®
LANE  [o]oJof1]oJofo][oofofs]ofofo] [ofofof1]ofofo] [of1]ofofof1]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A [ 8]
o [5]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 416 A: 58
_ 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 348 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 261 + 5 + 4 + 416 _ 0457 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Vignes St WIE: ‘ Commercial St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: |:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEEQUND el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e Lo EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTNG [ 9 [ -40 | 73 |[ o0 | o ] o |[ 23 ] 3 | o |J[ o J125 ] 29 ]
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 9 [ 40 ] 73 ][ o [ o | o J[ 23 [ 38 [ o |J[ 0o [125 ] 29 |
GEARAPR AL AEAPD QLA PH QW L0E4P®
LANE  [2]oJofofoJ1]o][ofofofoJofofo][2]ofz]ofofofo] [ofoJa]ofof1]o0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm ][ Auto | [ <none> |[ <none> | [ Perm Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
o [
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 125 A: 38
[r _ 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: B: _23
III 0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 73 + 0 + 23 + 125 - 0147 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Center St/Sante Fe Ave | we | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

CPPM06 February 23, 2006 , Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Center St/Sante Fe Ave ‘ WIE: ‘ Temple St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT ™ RT LT TH RT LT T™H RT LT ™ RT
EXISTING [ 16 [ 497

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LT ™ RT LT T™H RT LT TH RT LT ™ RT
EXISTING | 27 | 468 | 1

| 3 J[ 1 [230] 7 J[ 7 a1 [ 1 J[ 3 48] 9]
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL 16 [ 497 | 3 J[ 2 [230] -7 J[ 7 [ 12 ] 1 ][ 3 ] 48] 9 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0]oJofz1]oJofo][ofofofz]ofofo] [ofofof1]ofofo] [ofoJof1[ofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A: 224
B:
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
AR A
0.00 - 0.60 A
B[ 3 | B L
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 516 + 1 + 7 + 60 ~ 0389 LoS= A
1500

/[ 0 [1s6[ 10 J[ 0o [ o [ o J[3 J o 59
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL 27 [ 468 ] 1 |J[ o [156] 20 |[ o [ o | o |J[ 3 [ o [ 59 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [o0foJof1]oJofo][ofofofz]ofofo] [ofofoJ1]ofofo] [ofoJof1[ofo]o0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL | Perm |[ Auto |[ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto |
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B [0 ]
EastBound WestBound™ | VIC RATIO LOS
A: 89 A:
lIl 0.00 - 0.60 A
B [ 30 | B: 0
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 496 + 0 + 0 + 89 ~ 0390 LoS= A
1500

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPMO6 CalcaDB February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
Nis: | Mission St WIE: | First St | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: [Cumulative + Project PM |

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

LR GT:E7T-TOTIVO NI S oTI Y=o VTSN RMET/=SST-To VTN oM 7 \SS7=Te VT oM |

CPPMO06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
N/S: ‘ Center St/Sante Fe Ave ‘ WIE: ‘ Commercial St ‘ /S No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative+ Project PM ‘
COUNT DATE: |:| STUDY DATE: |:| GROWTH FACTOR: l:|
. Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations
blQRTEE QU el e SOUTHEOUND ey Lo UESTEOUND e [ EASTEQUND
LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT
EXISTING | 68 [ 346 | 2 |[ 6 [ 190 ] 290 |[ 20 [ 27 | 29 |[ 137 ] 4 | 56 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 68 [ 346 | 2 |[ 6 [ 190 [ 290 |[ 10 [ 17 [ 29 | [ 137 | 4 [ 56 |
GEARAPR AL LAAPD QLB PY W LLE4P®
LANE  [1]oJ1]ofzJofJof[2]of2foJof1]o] [ofofof1]ofofo] [ofoJof1[ofo]o]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
o [ 6 ]
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS
A: 197 A: 56
_ 0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 137 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A 0.71-0.80 c
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 68 0.81-0.90 D
* = ATSAC Benefit
0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
VIC = 68 + 290 + 10 + 197 0377 LoS= A
1500

LT TH RT LT TH RT LT TH RT LT ™H RT
EXISTING [ 15 [ 111 | 11 |[ 48 | 81 | 197 |[ 11 [ 320 ] 50 |[ 655 | 851 | 15 |
AMBIENT | [ [ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | | | | | [ | | \ \ | | \ |
PROJECT | | | | | | [ | | | | | |
TOTAL [ 15 [ 111 | 11 |[ 48 [ 81 [ 197 |[ 11 [ 320 | 50 | [ 655 | 851 | 15 |
LR PR 4L TRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
LANE  [1]oJofofxJofof[2]ofsfoJof1fo][2]ofoJo1fofo] [1]oJofof1]o]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL [ Prot-Fix |[ Auto || Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto | [ Perm |[ Auto
 Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A
B
EastBound WestBound VIC RATIO LOS
A: 866 A: 370
0.00 - 0.60 A
B: 655 B:
0.61-0.70 B
[~ NorthBound
A: 0.71-0.80 C
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 15 0.81-0.90 D
*= ATSAC Benefit
0.91-1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = B(N/B) + A(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = A(W/B) + B(E/B)
ViC = 15 + 197 + 370 + 655 - 0798 Los= ¢
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94

Developed by Chun Wong, 12194




CPPM06 February 23, 2006 ,Thursday 10:20:22 AM
CalcaDB
INTERSECTION DATA SUMMARY SHEET
NiS: | Mission St | wie | Cesar E Chavez | s No:
AM/PM: Comments: ‘Cumulative + Project PM ‘

I Volume/Lane/Signal Configurations

'—M'—W'—mm

LT TH RT

EXISTING | 85 | 811 [ 57 ]] 204 | 466 | 335 || 791 | 641 | 284 | | 849 | 619 | 293 |
AMBIENT | [ \ | | [ [ | | \ \ | | \ [
RELATED | | \ | | | [ | | | | |
PROJECT | | \ | | | H | | \ \ | | \ |
TOTAL [ 85 [ 811 | 57 |[ 204 [ 466 | 335 | [ 791 | 641 | 284 | [ 849 | 619 | 293 |
LR PR GETRAPN ALY PO AR RSP
Lane  [1]o]2]ofof1]o][2]oJ2]ofof1fo] [1]of1fo1fofo] [1]1]ofof1]0]0]
Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR Phasing RTOR
SIGNAL Perm |[ Auto ][ Perm |[ Auto | [ Split |[ Auto | [ Split |[ Auto
I Critical Movements Diagram
[~ SouthBound
A 233
B: 204
EastBound WestBound V/C RATIO LOS

A: 463

A: 587

B: 587

0.00 - 0.60
B: 791

—>
"

0.61-0.70

@

[~ NorthBound
A o71-080 ¢
A = Adjusted Through/Right Volume
B = Adjusted Left Volume B: 0.81-0.90 D

* = ATSAC Benefit

0.91 - 1.00 E
—— Results
North/South Critical Movements = A(N/B) + B(S/B)
West/East Critical Movements = B(W/B) + A(E/B)
406 + 204 + 791 + 587
VIC = = 1325 LOS= F
*1425

Developed by Chun Wong, 12/94




Cum+Project PM Thu Feb 23, 2006 09:40:28 Page 5-1

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

ER R R R Sk Sk Ok kR R S I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R Rk ok ok kS kR R Sk Sk Sk ok R R S Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ko o R e S O o o

Intersection #33 Hewitt Street & Commercial Street
EE I S S R S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S I S S I S S O O

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.134
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 7.8
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: A
khkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhhkhkhhkkhhkkkhkkhkkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R R Rt L R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 0 0 110 O 0 0 0 0O 0 01 0 1 1 0 1 0 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 16 0 7 0 0 0 0 104 22 5 82 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 16 0 7 0 0 0 0 104 22 5 82 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 16 0 7 0 0 0 0 104 22 5 82 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 16 0 7 0 0 0 0 104 22 5 82 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 16 0 7 0 0 0 0 104 22 5 82 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.70 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 O0.00
Final Sat.: 555 0 243 0 0 0 0o 777 916 697 773 0

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.03 xxxx 0.03 XXXX XXXX XXXX XxXxxx 0.13 0.02 0.01 0.11 XxxxXx
Crlt MOVGS: *k k% * k%% *k k%
Delay/Veh: 7.4 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 6.7 7.9 7.9 0.0

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 7.4 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 6.7 7.9 7.9 0.0

LOS by Move: A * A * * * * A A A A *
ApproachDel: 7.4 XXXXXX 7.8 7.9
Delay Adj: 1.00 XXXXX 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 7.4 XXXXXX 7.8 7.9
LOS by Appr: A * A A

ER R R R ok Sk Ok kSR R I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R R Rk ok R Sk R Sk Sk ok ok R R A Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ok ko o R S Ok o o



Cum+Project PM

Thu Feb 23, 2006 09:40:28

Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

ER R R R Sk Sk Ok kR R S I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R Rk ok ok kS kR R Sk Sk Sk ok R R S Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ko o R e S O o o

Intersection #34 Garey Street & Temple Street

ER R R R ok ok kR R Ik R Sk Sk kR R Rk ok ok ok kR R Sk Sk Sk Sk S R R I Sk Sk R Sk Ok kS R R e S O S o

Average Delay (sec/veh):
EREEEEE S EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEES

South Bound

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L T - R
____________ [ - e
Control: Stop Sign
Rights: Include
Lanes: 0 0O 0 1
____________ [ - e
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 1 1 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 1 1 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 1 1 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 1 1 0
____________ [ - e
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 7.1 6.5 xxXxxX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 4.0 XXXXX
____________ [--mmm e
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 767 768 XXXXX
Potent Cap.: 322 334 xxxxx
Move Cap.: 306 313 xXXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.00 0.00 xxxx
____________ [ - e
Level Of Service Module:
Queue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del:xXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: 309 XXXX XXXXX
SharedQueue: 0.0 XXXX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel: 16.7 XXXX XXXXX
Shared LOS: C * *
ApproachDel: 16.7
ApproachLOS: C

1.3

Stop Sign
Include

0 1 0

6 0
1.00 1.00
6 0
1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00
6 0
0 0
6 0

7.1 XXXX
3.5 XXXX

768 XXXX
321 XXXX
305 xxxXx
0.02 xxxx

XXXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX

* *

LT - LTR
305 XxxxX
0.1 XXXX
17.1 XXXX
C *
17 .1

C

0 1

XXXXX
XXXXX

XXXXX
XXXXX

XXXXX
*

*

Worst Case Level Of Service:

Cl

*

17.1]

East Bound West Bound
L - T - R L - T - R
______________________________ |
Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Include Include
1 0 1 0 1 0O 0 01 O
______________________________ |
97 460 1 0o 111 3
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
97 460 1 0o 111 3
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
97 460 1 0o 111 3
0 0 0 0 0 0
97 460 1 0o 111 3
______________________________ |
4.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
2.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
114 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
1488 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
1488 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
0.07 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
0.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
7.6 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
A * * * * *
LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
XXXX XXXX XXXXX  XXXX XXXX XXXXX
XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
* * * * * *
XXXXXX XXXXXX



Cum+Project PM Thu Feb 23, 2006 09:40:28 Page 7-1

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

ER R R R Sk Sk Ok kR R S I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R Rk ok ok kS kR R Sk Sk Sk ok R R S Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ko o R e S O o o

Intersection #37 Vignes Street & Temple Street

ER R R R ok ok kR R Ik R Sk Sk kR R Rk ok ok ok kR R Sk Sk Sk Sk S R R I Sk Sk R Sk Ok kS R R e S O S o

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.696
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 15.0
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: B
khkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhhkhkhhkkhhkkkhkkhkkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R R Rt L R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 0 0 110 O 0 0 110 O 01 0 0 1 0 0 110 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 58 199 4 5 48 29 348 68 128 4 42 12
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 58 199 4 5 48 29 348 68 128 4 42 12
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 58 199 4 5 48 29 348 68 128 4 42 12
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 58 199 4 5 48 29 348 68 128 4 42 12
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 58 199 4 5 48 29 348 68 128 4 42 12

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.22 0.76 0.02 0.06 0.59 0.35 0.84 0.16 1.00 0.07 0.72 0.21
Final Sat.: 137 471 9 36 344 208 500 98 733 41 434 124

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.70 0.70 0.17 0.10 0.10 0.10
Crit MOVGS: *k k% *k k% *kk*k *k k%
Delay/Veh: 12.3 12.3 12.3 9.5 9.5 9.5 20.6 20.6 8.5 9.1 9.1 9.1
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 12.3 12.3 12.3 9.5 9.5 9.5 20.6 20.6 8.5 9.1 9.1 9.1

LOS by Move: B B B A A A C C A A A A
ApproachDel: 12.3 9.5 17.7 9.1
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 12.3 9.5 17.7 9.1
LOS by Appr: B A C A

ER R R R ok Sk Ok kSR R I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R R Rk ok R Sk R Sk Sk ok ok R R A Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ok ko o R S Ok o o
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-way Stop Method (Base Volume Alternative)

ER R R R Sk Sk Ok kR R S I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R Rk ok ok kS kR R Sk Sk Sk ok R R S Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ko o R e S O o o

Intersection #38 Vignes Street & Commercial Street
khkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhhkkhkhkhkkhkkhkkkhkhhkkhkhkhkhhkkhkhkhkkhhkhkkhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkkhkkhhkhkkhkhkhhkkhkhkhkhhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkkkhkkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkkk*x*%

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.166
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 7.9
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: A
khkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhhkhkhhkkhhkkkhkkhkkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R R Rt L R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 11 0 1 0 0 0 0 0O 0 01 0 1 1 0 1 0 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 9 -40 73 0 0 0 0 125 29 23 38 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 9 0 73 0 0 0 0 125 29 23 38 0
User Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 9 0 73 0 0 0 0 125 29 23 38 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 9 0 73 0 0 0 0 125 29 23 38 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 9 0 73 0 0 0 0 125 29 23 38 0

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 2.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 O0.00
Final Sat.: 1273 0 807 0 0 0 0 751 878 670 738 0

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 xxxx 0.09 XXXX XXXX XXXX XxxX 0.17 0.03 0.03 0.05 xxxx
Crlt MOVGS: *k k% * k%% *k k%
Delay/Veh: 8.2 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 6.9 8.2 7.7 0.0

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 8.2 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 6.9 8.2 7.7 0.0

LOS by Move: A * A * * * * A A A A *
ApproachDel: 7.5 XXXXXX 8.1 7.9
Delay Adj: 1.00 XXXXX 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 7.5 XXXXXX 8.1 7.9
LOS by Appr: A * A A

ER R R R ok Sk Ok kSR R I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R R Rk ok R Sk R Sk Sk ok ok R R A Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ok ko o R S Ok o o



Cum+Project PM Thu Feb 23, 2006 09:40:28

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

ER R R R Sk Sk Ok kR R S I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R Rk ok ok kS kR R Sk Sk Sk ok R R S Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ko o R e S O o o

Intersection #39 Center Street/Santa Fe & First Street

ER R R R ok ok kR R Ik R Sk Sk kR R Rk ok ok ok kR R Sk Sk Sk Sk S R R I Sk Sk R Sk Ok kS R R e S O S o

Average Delay (sec/veh): 1.8 Worst Case Level Of Service: C[ 17.3]

ER R R R Sk ok Ok kR R S R R R Sk Sk Sk R R R Ok kR S R R R Sk Sk ok ok o R R R kS Sk Sk ko o S R S S O S

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R et | PR P R R TP RIY | EERECEPEEEETERE I EEEESCRPEERRRENY
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 0O 0 110 O 0 1 0 0 O 0 0 110 O 0O 0 110 O
------------ R T R | EE TP PEE R TETPEY | FERECEPEEETET T I ETEPTORPRERROENY
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 16 497 3 1 230 -7 3 48 9 7 11 1
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 16 497 3 1 230 0 3 48 9 7 11 1
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 16 497 3 1 230 0 3 48 9 7 11 1
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 16 497 3 1 230 0 3 48 9 7 11 1
------------ PR TR | PR PEE R TETTEy | FERECEPEEETET T I EPEPEORPRRRROENY
Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
------------ R LR | e | EE R R R EEREERER
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 230 XXXX XXXXX 500 XXXX XXXXX 769 764 230 791 763 499
Potent Cap.: 1350 xxxx XxXxXXX 1075 XXXX XXXXX 321 336 814 310 337 576
Move Cap.: 1350 XXXX XXXXX 1075 XXXX XXXXX 309 332 814 270 332 576
Volume/Cap: 0.01 xxxx xxxx 0.00 xxxx xxxx 0.01 0.14 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.00
------------ R e E Rt | PR L TP PEE R TP Py | FERECEPEEETET ] I EPEPTORPRRRROENY
Level Of Service Module:

Queue: 0.0 XXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del: 7.7 XXXX XXXXX 8.4 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 363 XXXXX XXXX 313 XXXXX
SharedQueue : XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 0.0 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 0.6 XXXXX XXXXX 0.2 XXXXX
Shrd StpDel:XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 8.4 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 16.9 XXXXX XXXXX 17.3 XXXXX
Shared LOS: * * * A * * * C * * C *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 16.9 17.3
ApproachLOS: * * C C
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
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Intersection #40 Center Street/Santa Fe & Temple Street

ER R R R ok ok kR R Ik R Sk Sk kR R Rk ok ok ok kR R Sk Sk Sk Sk S R R I Sk Sk R Sk Ok kS R R e S O S o

Average Delay (sec/veh):
EREEEEE S EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEES

South Bound

Approach: North Bound
Movement: L - T - R
____________ [ - e
Control: Uncontrolled
Rights: Include
Lanes: 0O 0 110 O
____________ [ - e
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 27 468 1
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 27 468 1
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 27 468 1
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 27 468 1
____________ [ - e
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX
____________ [--mmm e
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 166 XXXX XXXXX
Potent Cap.: 1424 XXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 1424 XXXX XXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.02 xXXXX XXXX
____________ [ - e
Level Of Service Module:
Queue: 0.1 XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del: 7.6 XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX
SharedQueue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel:XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Shared LOS: * * *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX

ApproachLOS: *

1.6

Uncontrolled
Include

0 0 O

0 156
1.00 1.00
0 156
1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00
0 156
0 0

XXXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX

XXXX XXXX
XXXX XXXX
XXXX XXXX
XXXX XXXX

XXXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX
* *
LT - LTR
XXXX  XXXX
XXXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX
* *

XXXXXX
*

1 0

XXXXX
XXXXX

Worst Case Level Of Service:

East Bound
L - T - R
Stop Sign
Include
0O 0 110 O
30 0 59
1.00 1.00 1.00
30 0 59
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
30 0 59
0 0 0
30 0 59
6.4 XXXX 6.2
3.5 XXXX 3.3
684 XXXX 161
418 XXXX 889
412 XXXX 889
0.07 xxxx 0.07

XXXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX

* *
LT - LTR
XXXX 639
XXXXX 0.5
XXXXX 11.5

* B
11.5

B

B[

11.5]

West Bound

Stop Sign
Include

0o o0 1!

0 0
1.00 1.00
0 0
1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00
0 0
0 0
0 0

XXXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX

XXXX XXXX
XXXX XXXX
XXXX XXXX
XXXX XXXX

XXXXX XXXX

XXXXX XXXX
* *

LT - LTR

XXXX 0

XXXXX XXXX

XXXXX XXXX
* *

XXXXXX
*

0 O
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Intersection #41 Center Street/Santa Fe & Commercial Street
EE I S S R S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S I S S I S S O O

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.418
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): 10.9
Optimal Cycle: 0 Level Of Service: B
khkkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhhkhkkhhkkhkkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkkhkhhkkhkhhkhhkhkhkhkkhhkkhkkhkhkhhkkhkhhkkhhkhkhhkkhhkkkhkkhkkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkkk*x*%
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R R Rt L R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 1 0 1 1 0 i 0 1 0 1 0 0 110 O 0 0 110 O

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 68 346 2 6 190 290 137 4 56 10 17 29
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 68 346 2 6 190 290 137 4 56 10 17 29
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 68 346 2 6 190 290 137 4 56 10 17 29
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 68 346 2 6 190 290 137 4 56 10 17 29
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 68 346 2 6 190 290 137 4 56 10 17 29

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.99 0.01 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.70 0.02 0.28 0.18 0.30 0.52
Final Sat.: 555 1200 7 560 609 693 402 12 164 97 166 282

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.12 0.29 0.29 0.01 0.31 0.42 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.10 0.10 0.10
Crlt Moves: *kk*k *k k% * k k %k *k k*k
Delay/Veh: 9.8 10.7 10.7 9.0 10.9 11.2 11.6 11.6 11.6 9.5 9.5 9.5

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 9.8 10.7 10.7 9.0 10.9 11.2 11.6 11.6 11.6 9.5 9.5 9.5

LOS by Move: A B B A B B B B B A A A
ApproachDel: 10.6 11.1 11.6 9.5
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 10.6 11.1 11.6 9.5
LOS by Appr: B B B A

ER R R R ok Sk Ok kSR R I Rk R Sk Sk Sk R R R Rk ok R Sk R Sk Sk ok ok R R A Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk Sk ok ko o R S Ok o o
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