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Additionally, the analysis included further discussion of the transportation impact thresholds:

T-1 Conflicting with plans, programs, ordinances, or policies
T-2.1 Causing substantial vehicle miles traveled
T-3 Substantially increasing hazards due to a geometric design feature or

incompatible use

A Project’s impacts per Thresholds T-2.1 is determined by using the VMT calculator and is
discussed above. The assessment determined that the project would not have a significant
transportation impact under any of the thresholds listed above.

C. Transportation Impacts
On July 30, 2019, pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 743 and the recent changes to Section 15064.3 of
the State’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the City of Los Angeles
adopted vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as a criteria in determining transportation impacts under
CEQA. The new DOT Transportation Assessment Guidelines (TAG) provide instructions on
preparing transportation assessments for land use proposals and defines the significant impact
thresholds.

The DOT VMT Calculator tool measures project impact in terms of Household VMT per Capita,
and Work VMT per Employee. DOT identified distinct thresholds for significant VMT impacts for
each of the seven Area Planning Commission (APC) areas in the City. For the Central APC area,
in which the project is located, the following thresholds have been established:

- Household VMT per Capita: 6.0
- Work VMT per Employee: 7.6

As cited in the VMT Analysis report, prepared by Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., the
proposed project is projected to have Household VMT per capita of 3.9 and Work VMT per
employee of 0. Therefore, it is concluded that implementation of the Project would result in no
significant Household and Work VMT impact. A copy of the VMT Calculator summary report is
provided as Attachment B to this report.

D. Access and Circulation
During the preparation of the new CEQA guidelines, the State’s Office of Planning and Research
stressed that lead agencies can continue to apply traditional operational analysis requirements
to inform land use decisions provided that such analyses were outside of the CEQA process. The
authority for requiring non-CEQA transportation analysis and requiring improvements to
address potential circulation deficiencies, lies in the City of Los Angeles’ Site Plan Review
authority as established in Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC). Therefore,
DOT continues to require and review a project’s site access, circulation, and operational plan to
determine if any safety and access enhancements, transit amenities, intersection
improvements, traffic signal upgrades, neighborhood traffic calming, or other improvements are
needed. In accordance with this authority, the project has completed a circulation analysis
using a “level of service” screening methodology that indicates that the trips generated by the
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DOT’s Citywide Temporary Traffic Control Section or Permit Plan Review Section for
review and approval prior to the start of any construction work. Refer to
http://ladot.lacity.org/what-we-do/plan-review to determine which section to
coordinate review of the work site traffic control plan. The plan should show the
location of any roadway or sidewalk closures, traffic detours, haul routes, hours of
operation, protective devices, warning signs and access to abutting properties. DOT
also recommends that all construction related truck traffic be restricted to off-peak
hours to the extent feasible.

5. Development Review Fees
An ordinance adding Section 19.15 to the Los Angeles Municipal Code relative to
application fees paid to DOT for permit issuance activities was adopted by the Los
Angeles City Council in 2009 and updated in 2014. Ordinance No. 183270 identifies
specific fees for traffic study review, condition clearance, and permit issuance. The
applicant shall comply with any applicable fees per this ordinance.

If you have any questions, please contact Kevin Arucan at (213) 972-4970.

Attachments

J:\Letters\2020\CEN19-48797 1400 Vine St_mu_vmt_[tr.docx

c: Craig Bullock, Council District 13
Bhuvan Bajaj, Hollywood/Wilshire District Office, DOT
Taimour Tanavoli, Case Management Office, DOT
Matthew Masuda, Central District, BOE
Lauren Mullarkey-Williams, Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc.
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Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled analysis?
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TABLE 8

EXISTING CONDITIONS (YEAR 2020)
INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE

_ Peak Exisiting Existing with Project
No Intersection
Hour
Delay LOS Delay LOS
1. Vine Street & AM 14.1 B 17.5 C
[a] Leland Way PM 18.9 C 22.3 C
2. El Centro Avenue & AM 11.2 B 11.5 B
[a] Leland Way PM 11.3 B 11.6 B
3. Vine Street & AM 52 A 6.3 A
[b] De Longpre Avenue PM 8.0 A 8.9 A
4, El Centro Avenue & AM 9.3 A 9.6 A
[c] De Longpre Avenue PM 9.9 A 10.2 B
Notes

Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle
LOS = Level of service
[a] Results per Synchro 10 HCM 6th Edition Two-Way Stop Control Unsignalized methodology, which calculates
the control delay, in seconds, for each individual approach of an intersection. The reported control delay represents
the worst-case approach, and does not account for traffic gaps created by adjacent traffic signals.

[b] Results per Synchro 10 HCM 6th Edition Signalized methodology, which calculates the average intersection
delay, in seconds, for each vehicle passing through the intersection.
[c] Results per Synchro 10 HCM 6th Edition All-WWay Stop Control Unsignalized methodology, which calculates
the average intersection delay, in seconds, for each vehicle passing through an intersection.
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TABLE 9

FUTURE CONDITIONS (YEAR 2025)
INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE

Future without Project Future with Project
. Peak
No Intersection
Hour
Delay LOS Delay LOS
1. Vine Street & AM 17.0 Cc 227 Cc
[a] Leland Way PM 251 D 31.6 D
2. El Centro Avenue & AM 11.4 B 11.7 B
[a] Leland Way PM 11.5 B 11.9 B
3. Vine Street & AM 55 A 6.6 A
[b] De Longpre Avenue PM 8.7 A 9.6 A
4, El Centro Avenue & AM 9.5 A 9.9 A
[c] De Longpre Avenue PM 10.2 B 10.6 B
Notes

Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle
LOS = Level of service

[a] Results per Synchro 10 HCM 6th Edition Two-Way Stop Control Unsignalized methodology, which calculates
the control delay, in seconds, for each individual approach of an intersection. The reported control delay represents

the worst-case approach, and does not account for traffic gaps created by adjacent traffic signals.

[b] Results per Synchro 10 HCM 6th Edition Signalized methodology, which calculates the average intersection
delay, in seconds, for each vehicle passing through the intersection.
[c] Results per Synchro 10 HCM 6th Edition All-WWay Stop Control Unsignalized methodology, which calculates
the average intersection delay, in seconds, for each vehicle passing through an intersection.
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